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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 11 June on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) - 

That pursuant to Standing Order No 49(1)(c) the Legislative Council take note of tabled paper No 1027 
(2003-04 Budget Statements), laid upon the Table of the House on 8 May 2003. 

HON ALAN CADBY (North Metropolitan) [10.06 am]:  The Gallop Government was elected on the promise 
that it would be a compassionate Government, and on the explicit promise that it would fix the health system and 
not increase taxes.  This facade has been completely demolished by Premier Gallop, aided and abetted by the 
Treasurer, the Attorney General and the Minister for Health. 

Hon Barry House:  And all the members. 
Hon ALAN CADBY:  True, and the members, but somebody must take responsibility. 

Members will recall that during the election campaign, the way in which the Attorney General - 

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Mr President, I wonder whether I could again gain control over this debate.  It is first 
thing in the morning. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member who has the call is struggling to be heard. 
Hon ALAN CADBY:  I would not say struggling, Mr President.  I just want to know that members opposite are 
listening to what is being said, because normally they do not listen to anybody but themselves. 
How many times did we see the Attorney General, before he became Attorney General, standing outside a fellow 
parliamentarian’s office and stating that he would look after the people who lost money through mortgage 
broking?  The perception was that he, being a very compassionate man, would solve their problems.  As 
members know, that has not occurred.  Do members recall Gallop talking about the health system and how he 
would solve the crisis in the health system?  There was no crisis.  The Labor Party uses the term “crisis” for 
anything.  At the moment there is a crisis in the Labor leadership at the federal level.  There always seems to be a 
crisis.  I wonder what will happen when there is a real crisis in this State and what the Gallop Government will 
call it then.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  A leadership challenge! 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Surely that would not be a crisis. 

This morning I opened the newspaper and read the headline “Kucera hit by audit pressure”.  As I travelled along 
the freeway, I listened to Liam Bartlett interview Des Pearson, the Auditor General.  Des Pearson was quite 
scathing of the organisation of the health system.  I will be honest: the Labor Government has, in fact, increased 
funding considerably in the health budget.  I acknowledge that.  The trouble is that it is no good simply pumping 
money into the health system; we also need better management.  I put part of the report published in The West 
Australian of Thursday, 12 June 2003 on the record of the House.  It states -  

Kucera hit by audit pressure 

Attack on health an extra blow for pressured Minister   

Health Minister Bob Kucera’s precarious hold on his job was dealt another blow yesterday when 
Auditor-General Des Pearson released a damning report on the Health Department’s financial 
management and accountability.   

Twenty-five per cent of the State’s budget is being pumped into the health portfolio, and it is important that the 
Government is accountable for the money to the people who pay for it.  This is not the case.  The article 
continues -  

The report, tabled in State Parliament, revealed that 42 health agencies were up to five months late in 
submitting their performance indicators for 2001-02 and one rural health service did not submit 
indicators at all.   

The audit process also identified significant problems with the information reported for the indicators, 
including lack of detail and explanatory notes.   
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I found it interesting that Mike Daube, the Director General of the Department of Health, who obviously speaks 
on behalf of the minister, is reported as saying that the delay was caused by the development and implementation 
of a new, improved reporting system.  The State Government blames everyone but itself.  First it blamed the 
previous coalition Government.  When that did not wash it decided to blame the federal Government for its ills.  
Now the State Government is blaming the system.  If the system is to blame, why was it changed in the first 
place?  As I understand from what Des Pearson said this morning, the report was nearly six weeks late and had 
to be sent back because it was not up to scratch.  It has only now been returned.  The minister must take 
responsibility for this reporting and lack of accountability.  However, that is not the main topic of my speech.  I 
read that article this morning and thought it would be interesting to raise it in this House.   

We all remember the promise that taxes would not be increased.  I remember watching Geoff Gallop debate 
Richard Court.  He said quite clearly that no taxes would be increased.  Obviously his lips went so quickly that 
he did not really understand what he was saying.  Across-the-board tax increases have been imposed in three 
budgets in a row.  I do not think that anybody has been exempted from these extra taxes; however, the small 
business community and those struggling to purchase homes are the hardest hit by this cash-hungry, high-taxing, 
high-spending Government.  Stamp duty on conveyancing has been increased by 15 per cent in this year’s 
budget.  Percentages are often used, but they disguise what the increases really mean; therefore, I will use real 
figures.  The increase in stamp duty means that a young couple purchasing a $200 000 home will now have to 
pay $7 279.95 in stamp duty, an increase of $929.99.  I looked at the house prices in suburbs in the North 
Metropolitan Region to see what would be the increase for those people struggling to buy their first home in 
those areas.  I accessed the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia web site, and calculated the median house 
price in particular suburbs and what would be the stamp duty payable by those people who purchase a home after 
1 July 2003.  The figures I provide are not calculated averages, which are often meaningless, but true indications 
of what will be the effect of the increase.  I looked at Labor-held suburbs that generally attract the first home 
buyer.  People buying homes in these suburbs are not rich.  They are not from Nedlands or Dalkeith.  The 
suburbs I studied were Clarkson, Quinns Rock, Butler, Joondalup, Currambine and Heathridge.  On the day I 
looked at the web site, the median house price in Clarkson was $185 000.  The stamp duty payable by a person 
who purchases a house of that value before 1 July 2003 is $5 727, and the new stamp duty will be $6 567, an 
increase of $840.  People moving to Quinns Rocks will soon have to pay $10 776 in stamp duty, an increase of 
$1 373.  The median stamp duty in Butler, a booming suburb at the northern end of Marmion Avenue that is 
targeted at first home buyers, will be $8 230, an increase of $1 050; in Joondalup, a central regional area, it will 
be $14 080, an increase of $1 793; and in Currambine it will be $12 310, an increase of $1 568.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Is it correct that someone buying a house will pay $12 000 in stamp duty?   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Indeed.  These suburbs are targeted at first home buyers.  I remind members that these 
suburbs are within the electorates of Joondalup and Wanneroo, the members for which are Tony O’Gorman and 
Dianne Guise.  They are both Labor-held seats, although not for long.  Heathridge is certainly targeted at first 
home buyers, who will have to pay stamp duty of $10 245, an increase of $1 305.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Is that $10 000 to buy a house in Heathridge?   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  That is only the stamp duty component of the purchase.  It has nothing to do with the 
house price.  The median house price is $260 000.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  No-one would have that kind of money.  Will home buyers also have to pay stamp duty on 
the extra mortgage they will need?   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  I am glad the member raised that.  I will discuss it later in my speech.  It will be 
worthwhile considering what that increased stamp duty will mean over the length of the loan.  I thank the 
member for reminding me.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  No wonder the Labor members have vacated the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT:  Thankfully they will still be able to hear the interjections.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Hon Ed Dermer is the only Labor member for the North Metropolitan Region who has an 
interest in this.  He is the only one who is here.  Hon Graham Giffard and Hon Ken Travers have absconded 
from the Chamber on urgent parliamentary business.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  That is very unparliamentary of you.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  It is very nice to hear the minister again.  Is he interjecting in an effort to improve his 
standing in the Labor Party?  I understand that his position is under threat.  I do not see why.  He is by far the 
best-performing minister in this place.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  I think he should be the Minister for Health. 
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Hon ALAN CADBY:  I think he should be the Minister for Education and Training.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I think that is a very good speech.  I will not interject again.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  That has shut one up; only two more to go.   

I will discuss what the rate of increase in stamp duty means.  The federal Government provides a first home 
buyers grant of $7 000.  However, the stamp duty on a home costing $194 100 will wipe out that first home 
buyers grant.  The average house price in Perth is $194 400; therefore, someone buying an average-priced home 
in Perth will lose the value of his $7 000 grant.  What the federal Government gives, the State Government takes.  
We often hear the State Government complaining about the amount of money it gets from the federal 
Government.  It gets considerably more than it lets on because much of it comes via the first home buyers grant.  

We know that house prices have increased considerably in the past 12 months, so the revenue from 
conveyancing would have naturally increased substantially without this increase in the rate of stamp duty.  A 
greedy Government means more pain for young couples, who are now faced with rapidly increasing home prices 
and government-induced tax increases.  What did the Treasurer say to those people who complained about the 
increase?  I heard him say on Liam Bartlett’s ABC radio program, “Go to your bank and ask for an increase in 
your loan.”  

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Borrow to pay tax?   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Yes, borrow to pay tax.  Who is the Treasurer working for - the community of Western 
Australia or the shareholders of these greedy banks?   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Perhaps he is a shareholder  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  He probably is.  I could not believe the reply from this not so compassionate Treasurer - a 
Treasurer who is supposedly working for the whole of the community of Western Australia, not just for his 
mates.  With the encouragement of the Treasurer, young couples are now faced with paying interest on the 
borrowings that are needed to pay just the increase in stamp duty.   

I thought I would investigate this matter a little further to see what it means, because lots of things can be hidden 
behind percentages and averages.  Let us consider a buyer in Quinns Rocks; his stamp duty payment will 
increase by $1 373.  If that person borrows that money over 25 years at the normal rate of 7.5 per cent, which is 
pretty typical, he will pay an extra $3 042 - and that is just the additional increase.  The stamp duty payment for a 
buyer in Joondalup will increase by $1 793.  If he borrows the money over the same 25-year period at an interest 
rate of 7.5 per cent, he will pay an extra $3 974.  As I have said, that is just the increase over 25 years.  The 
figures for the actual cost of stamp duty are quite interesting.  A home buyer in Joondalup who pays $325 000 
for a house pays $14 080 in stamp duty.  Over the 25-year length of a loan, the stamp duty will increase to 
$31 220.  In Quinns Rocks, which is the cheaper end of the north metropolitan region, where the house prices are 
in the region of $269 000, a buyer’s $10 776 stamp duty payment will blow out to $23 892.  This is a disgrace.  I 
remind the House that this is not the first increase in stamp duty we have had; this is the second consecutive 
increase in stamp duty.  It is worthwhile looking at the comparisons between when the coalition was in 
government and now that the Labor Party is in government.   

Hon Ed Dermer:  Do you believe the federal Government gives the State of Western Australia a fair share of 
revenue through the commonwealth grants scheme?   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  It is on the record that former Premier Richard Court fought very hard for more funds 
from the federal Government.  I understand that even Geoff Gallop has praised Richard Court for his efforts.  
The member is quite right in asserting that Western Australia does not get the right treatment from the federal 
Government, and it is up to both of us to fight for that.   

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  One interjector just encourages another.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  The revenue that Western Australia has received over the past couple of years has been 
far in excess of that which it received under a coalition Government.   

Let us now look at the increase in the rate of stamp duty on conveyancing.  In 2001 the buyer of a $250 000 
home would have paid $7 680 in stamp duty; in 2002, that buyer would have paid $8 425; and in 2003 that buyer 
will be taxed $9 665.  That is an increase of $1 985, or a massive 26 per cent, in two years.  That is a massive tax 
grab.  Only when we cite the figures do we realise the effect of stamp duty.  When the Treasurer says that there 
will be an increase of 15 per cent, it does not mean much; it is the figures that count.  People understand the 
figures; they do not understand the percentages.  Governments quite often hide behind averages and percentages, 
so I am pleased that what this tax grab means is now on record.  The Treasurer may be losing weight, but he is 
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certainly gaining tax revenue.  He should take a leaf out of Costello’s book and start reducing waste in 
government spending, spend within his capacity and start decreasing taxation, not increasing it.   

On page 109 of the budget papers there is a comparison table of the different costs of conveyancing in particular 
States. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The minister and Hon Ed Dermer seem to be conducting a conversation on the other 
side of the Chamber.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  What is interesting, Mr President, is that they are not discussing stamp duty; they are 
discussing the goods and services tax, which has nothing to do with what I am talking about.   

Hon George Cash interjected.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Exactly.  Paul Keating did advocate the GST, but he soon changed his mind; he did not 
have the courage of his convictions.  On page 109 there is a table of the stamp duty payable on median-priced 
houses.  It is interesting because the Government is trying to give a message.  Underneath the table it states -  

The amount of conveyance duty payable on the purchase of a median-priced house in Perth will still be 
lower than that in all jurisdictions except for South Australia and Tasmania.   

The table indicates that the stamp duty payable, in round figures, on an average-priced home in Western 
Australia is just over $7 000; in New South Wales, it is $15 500; in Victoria, it is $15 500; in Queensland, it is 
$7 500; in South Australia, it is $6 500; in Tasmania, it is nearly $4 000; in the Northern Territory, it is just over 
$7 000; and in the Australian Capital Territory, it is just over $7 000.  The message is that Western Australia is 
last but two of the States in the rate of conveyancing tax charged.  In reality, we know that tables, like statistics, 
can be very misleading, and Governments like to hide behind misleading tables.   

Let us look at the table from a different perspective.  Let us consider the rate of stamp duty.  I looked at the 
different rates and what I found was quite interesting.  The stamp duty payable on a home worth $450 000 in 
New South Wales is $15 740.  The tax payable on a home of the same value in Western Australia is $21 455 - a 
difference of $5 715.  In other words, home buyers in Western Australia pay 36 per cent more in stamp duty than 
do those in New South Wales.  The stamp duty payable on a property in Victoria worth $335 000 is $15 760.  In 
Western Australia it is $14 670.  That is a difference of just over $1 000.  In other words, Western Australia is 
seven per cent dearer than Victoria.  In Queensland the stamp duty on a house costing $256 000 is $7 435; in 
Western Australia stamp duty on that amount is $10 009, a difference of just over $2 500 or 35 per cent more.  In 
the Australian Capital Territory the stamp duty on a house costing $246 000 is $7 340; in Western Australia the 
stamp duty on that amount is 29 per cent more.  In South Australia the stamp duty on a house costing $190 500 
is $6 450; in Western Australia the stamp duty on that amount is six per cent more.  In Tasmania the stamp duty 
on a house costing $147 300 is $3 845; in Western Australia the stamp duty on that amount is 24 per cent more.  
In the Northern Territory the stamp duty on a house costing $208 000 is $7 180; in Western Australia the stamp 
duty on that amount is $7 660 or seven per cent more.  This table clearly indicates that Western Australia has the 
second highest rate of stamp duty in Australia.  These tables should really indicate the true cost. 

The Treasurer apologised for the increase in taxes, such as stamp duty and land tax, and I bet he was shedding 
crocodile tears - he was crying all the way to the Treasury bank. 

Land tax has also been increased, and land tax affects not only investors but also small business.  From a base of 
$225.7 million in 2001-02, land tax is expected to increase to $338 million by 2006-07, or an increase of 50 per 
cent over six years and an average increase of 8.3 per cent per annum based on the current level.  Under a Gallop 
Government this rate is bound to increase substantially over the next few years, and with land prices booming 
this will become a real cash cow for the non-compassionate Gallop Government.  This is another reason for 
voters to throw out this greedy, high-taxing, high-spending Gallop Government. 
General insurance stamp duties have increased to 10 per cent from a previous figure of eight per cent.  That does 
not sound much if it is said quickly, but it is actually a 25 per cent increase in taxation.  That is a substantial 
increase.  Again, this greedy, high-taxing Gallop Government is hitting those families and small businesses that 
are already finding it pretty tough.  There may be a silver lining: those people who put the Gallop Government in 
power will hopefully make sure it is not re-elected at the next election.  Those people will look at their wallets 
and realise that this has been a very high-spending and high-taxing Government, and it is only into its third year 
of its first term!  This is not a compassionate Government; it is a very high-taxing and high-spending 
Government that lied to the community of Western Australia in its pre-election promises, and no doubt will lie 
again when the next election is called. 
I will now make a few comments about training.  Prior to the last election the list of election promises made by 
the Labor Party contained a promise to increase over four years the number of traineeships by 800 and the 
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number of apprenticeships by 800, making a total of 1 600 extra places.  This promise was incorporated in the 
2001-02 budget.  In May last year I asked several questions about this figure.  In response to my first question I 
was told that rather than there being an increase in apprenticeships, there had been a shortfall of 177; in other 
words, a negative growth of 177 places.  The Government had done somewhat better with traineeships and there 
was an increase of 79 places.  When the negative figure of 177 is collated with the positive figure of 79 it shows 
a decrease of 98 places, rather than an increase of 800 places.  The target in this year’s budget papers was 
reduced to 1 250.  The promise of 1 600 traineeships and apprenticeships has in reality been changed to an extra 
1 171 places, or a decrease of 27 per cent based on the initial target.   
Before the election and during its first year in office this Labor Government promised 429 young people 
traineeships or apprenticeships, but they were badly let down.  We all acknowledge that a good start in the early 
stages of a person’s working life can have a positive effect on future living standards and career opportunities.  A 
total of 429 young people have been badly let down by this Gallop Government - a Government with scant 
regard for the concept of a promise and honesty towards our young people, who are desperately seeking a good 
foundation during the early years of their working lives.  This Government has treated those young people as 
vote fodder and they were quickly forgotten once Labor attained government. 

I remind members of a question I asked on 22 May 2002; it was my second question concerning traineeships.  It 
was addressed to the minister representing the Minister for Training and reads - 

In response to the minister’s answer to my question without notice number 1413, internal number 1023, 
of 15 May -  

(1) With a net decrease of 177 apprenticeship starts in the four-year budget period 2001-
05, is the target for the remaining three-year period an extra 977 commencements on 
top of the base number of 3 276?  

(2) If not, why not?  
The response from Hon Nick Griffiths was - 

(1) As indicated in response to the previous question on this matter, the State Government’s 
commitment was to provide an additional 800 apprenticeships over the four-year term of the 
Government.  The Government remains committed to that objective.  

(2) Not applicable. 
That commitment lasted less than 12 months.  During the estimates hearings we heard that that figure had been 
revised to 1 250, which in reality is 1 171, or a shortfall of 429 places.  When these people do get into training 
their chances of receiving the quality of education and training they have a right to expect falls well below 
normal expectations.  At page 486 of the 2001-02 budget papers under significant issues and trends it states - 

Increased demand for high quality training standards across Australia, from industry and other 
stakeholders, has resulted in a national review of registration standards for registered training 
organisations.  This will result in fundamental changes within the Australian Recognition Framework 
and necessitate a review of the State’s quality assurance and registration arrangements. 

In 2001-02 this Government stated that the level of training would be lifted and some quality assurance would be 
given in the training portfolios.  It was stated in the Budget Statements and the estimates hearings that the level 
of student satisfaction was a miserable 56 per cent; I repeat that only 56 per cent of employees believe that the 
vocational education and training system is providing graduates with skills appropriate to employment needs.  
To put it another way, 44 per cent of employees believe the system is not providing graduates with skills 
appropriate to employers’ needs.  Is that what is expected from a tertiary institution?  If 44 per cent of customers 
were dissatisfied with the services a small business provided, it would not be in business for long.  However, this 
State Government is quite happy that 44 per cent of people are dissatisfied with the nature of their tertiary 
education via TAFE.  We are told that the department will take steps to remedy this disgraceful situation, but no 
targets are set for this year.  Can members believe that?  Forty-four per cent of people believe the system is not 
working or offering a relevant curriculum; nevertheless, the Government is not setting targets for training.  
Surely the target should be 100 per cent.  If 100 per cent is not achieved, justice is not being done to people 
entering the training schemes.  Again, this reflects on the Government’s aiming for the easy option of the 
mediocrity that exists in our training system.   
It is worthwhile to look at some other indicators contained in the budget papers for training.  Page 911 of the 
Budget Statements refers to the quantity of students and the participation rates.  All members have heard 
Minister Carpenter stating that he will focus on greater participation in education and training for 15 and 19-
year-olds.  What is the target for 2003-04?  It is a 9.8 per cent participation rate.  The figure last year was 9.8 per 
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cent, and in the year previous to that it was 9.6 per cent.  That represents modest growth.  If the participation rate 
is a focus of the system, the target should be much higher than last year’s.   
Employers’ feedback on the relevance of students’ skills and knowledge indicates a satisfaction rate estimate of 
65 per cent.  Again, 35 per cent of employers are dissatisfied with the nature of training.  Student satisfaction 
with apprenticeships is 81 per cent in 2002-03, and the target is 84 per cent for 2003-04.  Surely 81 per cent is 
not acceptable.  I am pleased that the Government has increased the target to 84 per cent.  I await next year’s 
papers to see whether that target is achieved.  At least it is much better than the 56 per cent of employee 
satisfaction with the system.  The student satisfaction rate is 80 per cent.  Again, it is modest.  The Government 
should aim higher, although the estimate for 2002-03 was only 78 per cent.  Again, 22 per cent of students felt 
dissatisfied with their TAFE education, which is a poor record.   
I now draw the House’s attention to the social disadvantage in communities in the North Metropolitan Region 
that is not addressed in the budget.  Two areas at a high level of social disadvantage are Clarkson and Two 
Rocks, which are both in the city of Wanneroo.  I wonder what the Mayor of Wanneroo thinks about this year’s 
budget.  His thoughts on the budget are reported.  For members who do not know, the Mayor of Wanneroo is Mr 
Jon Kelly, who is a member of the Labor Party - 

Hon Ed Dermer:  And an excellent mayor.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  And an excellent mayor.  No doubt, he will be in the pre-selection process some time next 
year.  Will he knock off Tony O’Gorman, Di Guise or maybe even his good friend Margaret Quirk? 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I heard he put in for the upper House.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Maybe he is after Hon Ed Dermer’s seat.  I note that Hon Graham Giffard has returned to 
the House.  Maybe his position is in danger.   
Hon Simon O’Brien:  He’s a bit of a nomad.   
Hon ALAN CADBY:  I would not say that.  Let us see what the mayor said in the local paper about the budget.   
Hon Ed Dermer interjected.  
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member should not respond to interjections.   
Hon Ed Dermer interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  No, member - that is sufficient. 
Hon ALAN CADBY:  I was going to say something nice, but I will not bother now.  The newspaper article 
reads - 

Wanneroo Mayor Jon Kelly wants the State Government to get serious with investment in the region 
after another year of “rehashed State Budget promises”.   

Mr Kelly said some of the projects listed for the northern suburbs in this month’s State Budget had been 
on the books for a couple of years and the Government has simply rolled them over as fresh 
announcements.   

They are rehashed ideas.  What was the term in the budget papers for rolling them over?  It will come to me.  
The article continues -  

“It just gives the impression that more money is coming to the area when it isn’t,” Mr Kelly said. 

  . . .  

“There are lots of things that need to be done in Wanneroo and they keep announcing things they have 
already done,” he said.  “We have the second-fastest growing city in Australia, the fastest growing city 
in WA, and we have no railway line or freeway and an under-developed city centre.”   

The article appeared in the Wanneroo Times community newspaper of 20 May 2003.  It indicates clearly that the 
Government has badly let down the people of Wanneroo.  Many families are doing it tough in these areas, 
despite their best efforts to improve the quality of life for themselves, and particularly for their children.  Social 
disadvantage is a key problem due to poor infrastructure.  This will create problems now and into the future 
unless the Government acts to provide effective community services.  These areas of disadvantage are located far 
from central facilities and services.  

Hon Dee Margetts:  Those teacher habits - clicking your fingers - are hard to break! 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Throw a duster at him! 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Or a bit of chalk.  
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The PRESIDENT:  Hon Frank Hough is not here to appreciate these comments.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  I am getting interjections from members next to me, Mr President.  It is disturbing to have 
my honourable colleague in conversation next to me.   

The rapid movement of population to this northern area must be well planned, and employment and education 
opportunities need to be targeted for the circumstances.  Page 723 of the Budget Statements under significant 
issues and trends contains some recognition of the difficulties faced by the growth areas.  It reads -  

To ensure that both metropolitan and regional growth is managed while maintaining and improving the 
quality of life for all Western Australians, the integration of land use planning and transport 
infrastructure is essential.  Planning for growth, especially in regional and coastal locations, is a 
particular challenge.  Planning and policy activities will focus on achieving sustainable outcomes as 
outlined in the draft State Sustainability Strategy.  

The Department for Planning and Infrastructure recognises that things need to be done.  Of course, this is just 
rhetoric.  The budget papers contains no support for people living in Clarkson and Two Rocks.  People in 
isolated areas are often deprived of information and knowledge; that is, they do not know about their rights and 
the services they can access, the plans for their area and the options for tackling problems.  This puts them at a 
disadvantage and increases their vulnerability.  Clearly, the Government’s concern for the community is 
shrouded in rhetoric and false promises.  The mission statement for the Department for Community 
Development on page 1001 of the Budget Statements reads - 

To enhance the social wellbeing of all Western Australians by working together to  

- strengthen communities so that individuals and families are able to meet their needs;  

- promote a just and equitable community enriched by diversity and increased social 
participation; and  

- support families and communities to provide for the care and safety of their members.  

Nobody can disagree with that mission statement.  The only problem is that this Government has not lived up to 
its mission statement, particularly in some of the areas in the North Metropolitan Region.  On 25 November 
2002 I attended a forum called “Supporting Growth in the Northern Corridor”.  My colleague Hon Ken Travers 
also attended.  One of the speakers, Miss Erica Logan, gave a presentation from the North Metropolitan Health 
Service.  She illustrated the need for infrastructure in the northern suburbs, which she said are rife with problems 
created by drugs, crime and, importantly, isolation.  Miss Logan expressed the view that there is a need to start 
from existing community strengths and successes and invest in the enhancement of a community civic 
infrastructure.  She believes that the development of infrastructure that encourages good health will benefit all 
aspects of community life.  Focus should be directed at the way people live and work together.  It is about how 
community services are delivered, how information is shared, how local government operates and how business 
is conducted.  It is about resource allocation and decision making, not just nice, warm, fuzzy projects.  This is 
where the current Government has failed in its management of the State of Western Australia.  What a difference 
an injection of a few million dollars in the broad areas of infrastructure would make to the residents of the two 
areas I mentioned.  Alas, the money will not be forthcoming because any excess money this Government has 
will be sucked into the black hole better known as the southern railway link.  The extra $500 million being spent 
on that project at the minister’s whim could make a considerable difference to people living in these isolated 
areas dotted around the metropolitan region. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What is the extra $500 million? 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  The Leader of the House should read his budget papers.  Perceived social marginality is a 
common problem for teenagers in these communities.  If it is not addressed, it heightens the risk of 
unemployment and low esteem in adult life.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Is it not amazing that when they get something wrong, they just continue.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  I am talking about a community in the northern suburbs. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You made a false statement and you have not responded.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  That community is suffering because of this non-compassionate Government.  The 
Government has shown no interest whatsoever in the plight of those people. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What $500 million are you talking about?  You have misled the House.  

Hon Peter Foss:  You are very quick to accuse other people of their dishonesty. 
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The PRESIDENT:  Order!  If Hon Alan Cadby desists for a while, I suggest that the Leader of the House and 
Hon Peter Foss continue their discussion outside.  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Thank you, Mr President.  I think the Leader of the House knows that the extra 
$500 million was budgeted by the coalition Government for the southern rail link and is now part of the current 
Government’s plan.  We have had this discussion many times in this House.   

Hon Kim Chance:  You should acknowledge that arises from the purchase of the railcars rather than their lease.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  The important issue here is that communities in Western Australia need additional help.  
That help cannot be provided because of this Government’s expenditure policies.   

Hon Kim Chance:  There are communities that need the railway line too.   

Hon ALAN CADBY:  The Government would rather put money into a railway line than stop the social cancer in 
areas such as Two Rocks and Clarkson where families are dysfunctional.  That is the point of my argument.  If 
the Leader of the House has no interest in those communities, I am sorry for him because he has no compassion.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Of course I have an interest in them.  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Members on this side of the House have compassion for those communities. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Have you just discovered compassion?  Where were you in the last 10 years?   

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member will address the Chair, not the Leader of the House.  It only encourages 
bad habits.  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  In the speech I made during the Address-in-Reply last year, I referred to the lack of 
transport in this region, which affects 12 to 17-year-old young people who do not have cars.  These people have 
major social problems.  Clarkson and Two Rocks, to which I have briefly alluded, have been acknowledged as 
two areas of social disadvantage.  The major contributing factor is lack of public transport.  Under a 
compassionate coalition Government, the extension of the northern railway would have been completed this 
year.  People living in those two areas would not have been isolated.  They would have had opportunities to 
attend TAFE or pursue job opportunities further south.  Under this not-so-compassionate Labor Government, 
they must wait until 2005-06 for completion of the rail extension to Clarkson.  

Sally Brinkman was also a speaker at the “Supporting Growth in the Northern Corridor” forum in Wanneroo.  
She focused on the growing concern of social disadvantage in some of the northern suburbs.  She discussed a 
clear-cut definition of social disadvantage.  She believes that it means having fewer family assets, living in 
government housing and trying to raise a family in poor circumstances.  This disadvantage is evident in areas 
such as Clarkson and Two Rocks.  

The problems associated with disadvantage run deep in the community.  Continuing anxiety, insecurity and lack 
of control over work and home life have powerful effects on health and community stability.  The starting point 
for the family shows the cyclic nature of the disadvantage in these communities.  Parental poverty starts a chain 
of social risk.  It begins in childhood with reduced readiness to attend and accept school, which is reflected in 
poor behaviour and achievement.  This is not helped by large, impersonal schools, which offer little to individual 
students, especially those who may be identified as being at risk.  

Clearly, unemployment is of concern to all members of our society.  Unemployment can have disastrous effects 
on one’s psychological state as well as severe financial repercussions.  According to the 1996 census, Two 
Rocks has a very high level of unemployment.  I understand it is in the region of 18 to 22 per cent.  A key focus 
in addressing the problem of unemployment is the creation of local employment opportunities.  Arguably the 
most serious concern that must be raised is the availability of jobs in accessible locations to meet the needs of 
people in those areas.  Local access to jobs provides opportunities for people who are unable to travel long 
distances to work and promotes local businesses and local wealth creation and investment.  It also creates a 
greater sense of community and has a positive impact on reducing crime and drug use and, indeed, young 
people’s attitude towards schooling because they can see that at the end of their schooling, there will be job 
opportunities.  However, where in this year’s budget are these problems faced and where is the support for small 
business, which, after all, is our largest employer?  Small businesses have the potential to make a difference to 
these isolated, high-unemployment areas, but not under this high-taxing not-so-compassionate Gallop 
Government.  Social issues can be resolved only with an understanding of the plight of people affected, good 
planning and sufficient funding.  The answer to funding, as we are all aware, is a vibrant small business 
environment with strong, economic growth, higher levels of employment and less reliance on destructive and 
regressive taxes on assets and land tax.  The Gallop Government has failed small business and in doing so has 
failed the community of Western Australia.  
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Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


