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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2001 
Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR McRAE (Riverton) [2.43 pm]:  Before lunch I remarked on the underlying principles that have laid the base 
for the Gallop Labor Government’s first budget and the principles with which we went to the election that gave 
cause for radical change in voting patterns in a number of important seats, no less an important seat than sunny 
Riverton! 

It is interesting to note that when I was elected, and immediately following the handing down of this budget, the 
issues which people talked about related to sustainable development.  They recognised that the budgets in 
preceding years, and the budget deficits that have operated in this State for four years preceding the surplus 
generated in 2000-01 by the sale of AlintaGas and Westrail freight, were not sustainable.  People recognise that 
we cannot run a sustainable state budget on the back of privatisation and the sale of people’s assets.  I found it 
passing strange that members opposite who are beginning to learn about being a decent Opposition - they have 
not got to the decent bit yet - struggle to come to terms with the reality of their budget performance.  They had 
four operating deficits, one surplus on the back of privatisation and forward estimates that projected deficits that 
members opposite continued to deny throughout the election, and have continued to deny for eight months since 
the election.  The previous Government had a forward-looking plan of ongoing deficits and we know that the 
only option available to it was the further sale of people’s assets.  Members opposite have not yet admitted to 
what was on the chopping board, that there were previous deficits and that the budget outcome for 2000-01 
produced a surplus of something in the order of $25 million on the back of a privatisation fire sale.  In my view it 
is a disgrace that these members do not have the honesty to acknowledge that budget surpluses were produced 
once in five years on the back of the sale of one of the people’s key assets. 

Mr Birney:  How much was that surplus? 

Mr McRAE:  As an operating balance it produced a surplus of about $25 million. 

Mr Barnett:  What would have been the surplus without the sale of Alinta? 

Mr McRAE:  The Leader of the Opposition should tell me. 

Mr Barnett:  It would have been about $120 million. 

Mr McRAE:  That is an interesting bit of maths.  If the operating surplus, according to the budget papers, on the 
back of the AlintaGas sale was in the order of $25 million, the Leader of the Opposition is saying that without 
the sale of AlintaGas it would have been a bigger surplus.  It is no wonder that the Leader of the Opposition has 
a problem understanding the budget blow-out over which he presided and it is no wonder that he has not come to 
terms with the honesty required by the people. 

Mr Barnett:  Did I say that the surplus would be bigger? 

Mr McRAE:  That is exactly what the Leader of the Opposition said. 

Mr Barnett:  The contribution of AlintaGas sale - 

Mr McRAE:  The Leader of the Opposition did not say “contribution”.  He asked me what the surplus would be 
and I asked the Leader of the Opposition to tell me.  He said that it would have been about $125 million. 

Mr Barnett:  Compared with the $221 million that it actually was; $120 million is less than $220 million. 

Mr McRAE:  I am sorry, but the Leader of the Opposition still does not get it. 

Mr Barnett:  No, 120 is less than 221. 

Mr Ripper:  Yes, but you haven’t read that Treasury analysis that I directed you to.  Go and read the appendix to 
last year’s mid-year review and there you will see the figures. 

Mr McRAE:  The Deputy Premier has given the lie to the Leader of the Opposition’s claims of good budget 
management.  I shall make a couple of other points that stick in people’s minds. 

Mr Barnett:  I’d get off the budget if I were you, because you’re hopeless on that.  Tell us about your socialist 
philosophy.  Are you a socialist? 

Mr McRAE:  I will tell the Leader of the Opposition about that and I am glad he asked. 

Mr Barnett:  I can’t find a socialist among the members opposite, except for one.  Nobody cares about the 
unemployed.  There are no socialists; I can’t find one. 
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Mr McRAE:  The point I was going to make before the interjection - 

The SPEAKER:  Members, I cannot hear the member speaking because of other conversations taking place.  
Please allow the member for Riverton to be heard at least by me. 

Mr McRAE:  Mr Speaker, I have a very raucous voice and I could not hear myself speaking due to the rabble on 
the other side.  

Mr Sweetman:  You certainly didn’t miss anything. 

Mr McRAE:  When the member learns to keep his mouth shut and listen, he might learn something as well.  The 
point I was making was that when the people in my electorate say that their absolute priority is to see an 
improvement in the literacy and numeracy standards of our schoolchildren - they acknowledge that the Labor 
Government has given that higher priority than did the previous coalition conservative Government - I put up my 
hand and say that if that is socialism, I am a socialist.  Absolutely; no question!  If the concern for increasing 
literacy and numeracy is a socialist ideal, I am a socialist.  If the criterion for being a socialist is wanting to put 
more police on the beat, I am a socialist.  If the criterion for being a socialist is wanting to improve the hospitals 
and doing deals on industrial relations with nurses, I am a socialist.  If the criterion for being a socialist is 
stopping logging in old-growth forests, I am a socialist.  If the criterion for being a socialist is responding to 
people, listening to the community and acknowledging honestly that a premium property tax unfairly targets 
people, I am a socialist.  The Leader of the Opposition has been cute in pulling stunts like using the word 
“socialist” as though it were a damning indictment of people’s ideology, beliefs or aspirations for their 
community. 

Mr Birney interjected.  

Mr McRAE:  The member for Kalgoorlie has rocks in his mouth and between his ears.  He is a sad, sad creature.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  I call to order the member for Kalgoorlie for the first time and the Leader of the Opposition for 
the second time.  

Mr McRAE:  I can tell members - I have said it in this House before - that the Riverton community places a 
higher priority on education than it does on nearly everything else.  The people in that community have 
mentioned education in every discussion I have had with them, whether it was about transport or public transport 
infrastructure.  When the health system is discussed, it is seen as part of the glue and the investment that State 
Governments should make in education.  At no stage will education be off the radar of the people in my 
electorate.  We have given it the absolute priority it deserves.  I will compare that with some of the outcomes that 
we have had to put up with in recent times.  The graph on page 1068 of the budget papers shows the apparent 
retention rate trends from 1980 to 2000; that is, the proportion of the year 8 cohort studying in year 12.  It tracks 
those students who enter year 8 in high school and retain their participation in studies in schools through to year 
12 and completion.  I was interested to hear the Minister for Education comment on this during the estimates 
committee hearing.  It is an important signal about what is happening in our community.  The graph shows that 
from 1982-83 to 1993, there was a consistent rise in the participation and retention rates of students through to 
year 12.  From 1993 to 1996, there was a steady decline and then it flattened out.  What sent the signals to the 
community, parents and students that caused such a dramatic decline in the retention and participation rates 
through to year 12 in high school?  What else was going on in our society at that time to cause that sort of fall?  
We know that there was an unprecedented and sustained economic boom, which was fortuitous for the 
Government of the day.  What is the outcome of that sustained economic growth throughout those years, on the 
back of fairly substantial project development in this State and, indeed, international trade?  What we can read 
into these figures is that, first, the signals coming from the Government through the education system were not 
emphasising the fundamental importance of education.  Where might some of the outfall from that be?  What 
happened to those students who were not continuing to year 12?  Members opposite might suggest that students 
who might otherwise have completed year 12 transferred to industry because there were boom times.  That is 
partly an explanation.  It is symptomatic of any sustained growth period in which students, who might otherwise 
have continued their education and better prepared themselves for a tough economic environment, take up the 
opportunities that are presented by rapid economic growth.  That is not the only explanation for the sort of 
decline we have seen and the failure of that retention rate to increase as the economy tightened.  That suggests 
that there are some underlying causes for the drop and the failure to re-increase retention rates.  Some of those 
underlying causes are simply a failure by the previous State Government to give education the priority it 
deserves.   

I have received letter after letter from, for example, parents of students at that icon school, Rossmoyne Senior 
High School, which performs as well as any of the private schools in this State.  Students have been crying out 
for years for some refurbishment of that school.  The only money it received in the past eight years came on the 
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back of the sale of AlintaGas.  Before the sale of AlintaGas - the sale of the people’s asset - the education of this 
State was not given sufficient priority.  An icon school such as Rossmoyne Senior High School -  

Mr Barnett:  You cut funding for schools.   

Mr McRAE:  The Leader of the Opposition was responsible for that.  Not one cent went into that school; yet all 
he can do is try to claim some fame for selling off the people’s asset to provide the refurbishment dollars that are 
necessary.  The Leader of the Opposition failed.  He is an absolute failure, and he will not acknowledge that he 
did not get it right. 

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [2.57 pm]:  I will make a short contribution to the budget debate because I am 
fascinated by the budget papers.  The Government has done an extraordinary job with this budget.  In the time I 
have been here, I have never seen a budget which goes across as many issues as lightly as this budget and which 
rhetorically supports most of the public statements made by the Government.  This Government has raised the 
forward estimates to a level I have never seen since their introduction.  I have never seen them operate at this 
level before, and I look forward to the budgets of the next two years to see how firmly those forward estimates 
are locked away.  I will be looking with interest a few years down the track to see how the actuals match the 
forward estimates. 

Mr Barnett:  They discovered forward estimates after the election because Treasury showed it to them.  Now 
they realise that Governments do not make forward estimates; Treasury does. 

Mr GRAHAM:  Yes.  I might even put some questions on notice about the so-called Barnett black hole, because 
I happen to agree with the Leader of the Opposition about who does the forward estimates.  If the black hole is 
located in the forward estimates, as it appears to be, one could question why Langoulant still has his job.  That is 
a reasonable question to ask the Treasurer.   

Mr McRae interjected. 

Mr GRAHAM:  No.  It is not a case of shooting the messenger; it is a case of the principal financial officer in 
this State not noticing a $200 million or $300 million hole in figures for which he has responsibility.   

Mr McRae:  You obviously were not here when the Treasurer tabled the papers indicating that the advice was 
given to the Government sometime last year. 

Mr GRAHAM:  I was on the Public Accounts Committee for the entire time of the previous Parliament and not 
once did the Under Treasurer raise those matters with the committee.  If the principal financial officer of this 
State was aware of those things, why did he not bring it to the attention of the Parliament?  It is a reasonable 
question.  It may not be the political spin that the Government wants, but it is a reasonable question.  The 
question that follows from that is if the Treasurer of the day was made aware that a serious financial difficulty 
was about to face the State, why did he not make the Parliament aware?  That is also a question that should be 
looked at.  Never in the time that I have been in this place have the financial estimates been anything other than 
rubbery figures that are put in the budget to look forward three years at what may or may not happen.  They are 
estimates.  Therefore, I find that an interesting argument. 

I looked with interest at the Treasurer’s budget speech and at the rhetoric about the premium property tax.  I 
understand fully why the Government wants to back away from the premium property tax at this time.  However, 
I am absolutely appalled that the Government has shifted the cost of the premium property tax from the richest 
people in Western Australia to the poorest.  Regardless of the views that members may have about the premium 
property tax, the budget allowed for two initiatives in the area that I am talking about.  One of those initiatives 
was $75 million over four years for a regional investment fund.  However, the Government has abolished the 
premium property tax and has funded that reduction in the budget by reducing the funding for the regional 
investment fund for the first year.  That is absolutely disgraceful.  It is certainly not what the Treasurer said in his 
budget speech.  The Treasurer said, when talking about strong and vibrant regions -  

This Government is committed to making a difference to the regions by improving the social and 
economic development of regional Western Australia.   

I applaud the Treasurer for that.  He said also -  

To this end we have provided $75 million over four years through the Regional Investment Fund.   

That statement was almost accurate, because notwithstanding the spin by the Government that it had provided 
$75 million for the regional investment fund, it had already committed some of that $75 million to pay for some 
of its pre-election commitments; so it was in fact $75 million minus the cost of a swimming pool in Dampier and 
minus the cost of some other commitments that the Government had made during the election campaign.  It 
could be argued that it is perfectly acceptable for the Government to do that.  However, the Government cannot 
then sell it twice.  No-one else was given the opportunity to get that money.  It was an election commitment and 
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should not have been funded from the income from the premium property tax.  The $75 million over four years 
for the regional investment fund has now gone, because the Government has knocked off the first year of that 
fund; so that election commitment has now been broken.  It will now not be $75 million over four years.  It will 
be several million dollars, the exact amount of which I am not sure, because the shortfall of income from the 
premium property tax has been funded by the removal of $5 million from the regional investment fund.  Who 
knows how that fund will be funded next year. 

Mr Kobelke:  That is not correct.  The $5 million has simply been shifted from one year to the other, so the total 
quantum over four years will not change.   

Mr GRAHAM:  We will get nothing this year - 

Mr Kobelke:  You will get $20 million this year. 

Mr GRAHAM:  I am talking about the $5 million that has been taken off this year’s budget and put into next 
year’s budget.  How will the Government pay for the premium property tax next year? 

Mr Kobelke:  That will be in next year’s budget. 

Mr Masters:  The premium property tax? 

Mr Kobelke:  No.  

Mr GRAHAM:  It is not in the forward estimates now? 

Mr Kobelke:  The expenditure will have to be readjusted in the forward estimates. 

Mr GRAHAM:  How will it be readjusted next year? 

Mr Kobelke:  It will be in next year’s budget. 

Mr GRAHAM:  How do I know with absolute certainty that the Government will not knock off the regional 
investment fund again next year?  It did it this year. 

Mr Kobelke:  Your vigilance will ensure that you look at that next year. 

Mr GRAHAM:  We did not have any opportunity for vigilance this year, because the Government held a cabinet 
meeting at 7.00 pm or 8.00 pm and announced that it would knock off that premium property tax.  Neither my 
vigilance nor anybody else’s vigilance was worth diddly-squat, because the people who will be directly affected 
by the access to that money had absolutely no say; and it will be the same next year.  The Government will not 
come into this place next year - or if it does, it will be the first time in history - and say to me or any other 
member, “Here is our complete budget; before we release it, we want to check up and make sure everything is all 
right.”  That has never been done before; and if the Government does do that, I will thoroughly applaud it.   

Mr Kobelke:  There is no suggestion of that.  The suggestion is that if you picked over this year’s budget and 
made your conclusions about that budget, you would do the same next year, and that would be the question that 
you would pose to us. 
Mr GRAHAM:  Yes, but the question that I pose to the minister is how do I know that the regional investment 
fund will be funded next year?  The Government’s commitment to fund it over four years has not been followed.  
In effect, it will be funded over three years, because the Government has knocked off $5 million from this year, 
so we have lost a year of it; it has gone.   

I turn now to the problems that I have with regional development.  I put the Government on serious notice that I 
have major concerns about the attitude of this Government towards the regions of Western Australia.  I believe 
the Government’s model for regional development is dysfunctional; and I will deal with that at a later date.  The 
Government’s attention to matters regional is terrible - it is the worst that I have seen during the years that I have 
been in this place.  I do not want to harp on it, but I again go back to that decision about the regional investment 
fund.  That fund should not have been touched.  The premium property tax was invented in the city and was to 
be applied in the city and targeted at what the Government thought were the wealthiest people in Western 
Australia.  All members will have views about that tax; they will either support it or oppose it.  However, when 
the Government decided to do away with that tax, it should not have funded that by taking away money from the 
regions.  I said some time ago in this place - I think in my first address to this Parliament - that the Labor Party 
had become city-centric; and I am pleased that word has now slipped into the political rhetoric of Western 
Australia.   
I have real concerns about the Government’s attitude to the collapse of Ansett Australia Ltd.  I hope members 
will recall that I spoke in all the motions on that debate during the previous sitting weeks.  I also spoke during 
the budget debate about the problems caused by the collapse of Ansett.  If only part of what I am being told by 
the airline industry is true, the Government’s position is basically to cuddle Qantas Airways Ltd.  I am not saying 
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that to have a go at Qantas.  I am saying that because my alarm bells are ringing.  Other airlines want to operate 
in Western Australia and regional Western Australia, and if the Government does not pro-actively support them, 
they will never enter Western Australia.  However, the messages that the Government is sending to the airline 
industry are causing concern.  Regional Western Australia, and what used to be called the Ansett north west jet 
route, is a vital link to the top half of this State.  If the Government does not use its purchasing power and 
contractual obligations to help new companies to get established, we will end up with a monopoly again.  
Despite the rhetoric, the air service in this State will not be fully regulated again.  It will simply not happen and 
that is unacceptable.  The Government must find a way, a means and a mechanism to provide for a north western 
jet service that allows for competition at some stage.  The market is too thin and shallow for there to be full 
competition on all routes.  It is not possible and it has never been possible.  The Government must pull together 
some mining contracts and government business and market it as a package that it can sell to the industry.  
Unless it takes those steps, we will again be at the mercy of the airlines that operate out of the boardrooms in 
Melbourne. 
To date, this Government has made a lot of noise about the airline business and it has aimed a lot of initiatives at 
the tourism industry.  I am certain that the Government does not understand the effect of the Ansett Australia 
collapse on the north west of the State.  I have yet to hear anything from the Government that convinces me that 
it has got the message and I am yet to see any action taken by the Government that will convince me that I am 
wrong.  I am happy to be wrong.  This is not an issue on which I want to stand up in a year and say, “I told you 
so.”  I have been briefed, I have sought information and I am extremely happy to be wrong about this, but I 
doubt very much that I am.  The aim in Western Australia seems to be to get the international and the national 
routes up and running and then, when they are sorted out, the Government will deal with regional airlines.  That 
priority is wrong. 
MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [3.13 pm]:  I congratulate Mike Daube on his appointment as the 
Director General of the Department of Health in Western Australia.  I have known Mike for many years and he 
is very capable.  He was brought to Western Australia by the Labor Government to run the Quit campaign, 
which he did admirably, and which had a major impact on the number of people who smoke in Western 
Australia.  It has not gone as far as many of us would like because many young people still smoke.  However, it 
was a step in the right direction.  An article that I read recently said that the momentum of that campaign has 
slipped by the by.  To some extent, that is correct.  I am not sure how one gets through to the rest of those who 
want to take up this obnoxious habit of smoking.  However, we must pick up the ball and try to convince them 
not to take it up and those who are smoking to try to stop. 

While reading some press cuttings, I noted an article in The West Australian on Tuesday, 29 May that stated - 

Curtin University professor of health economics Gavin Mooney said the State Government had to listen 
to community concerns about where health resources should be directed. 

Oddly enough, The West Australian on 3 July stated that the Health Administrative Review Committee report 
indicated - 

The public would decide how the State’s health budget was spent under a plan to revamp the system. 

I wonder whether this professor of health economics, Gavin Mooney, had an input into this report because it is 
funny that both say the same thing. 

I consider Mike Daube a friend, even though we do not socialise.  I have known him for a long time and we get 
on quite well when we meet.  The average person in the community does not really care about having an input 
into how the health system should be run.  All people want is access to a health service when they require it.  For 
someone to say that the community will have an input into it does concern me because with 1.8 million people 
living in Western Australia, we will get 1.8 million different ideas of how to run the Department of Health.  
Allowing people to have a say in how the State’s health budget is to be spent will cause a major problem.  The 
system needs revamping and an example I used in the budget estimates committee was when I first went to 
Harvey.  Unfortunately, this goes back some time.  Everyone keeps telling me that I am now the father of the 
House, which I am not proud of.  I would rather be the new chum on the block.  However, one cannot turn back 
the clock.  When I went to Harvey in 1968, which is around 33 years ago, the hospital had 30 beds with one 
hospital administrator, one office person and a matron.  Today, it is an 18-bed hospital, because 10 to 12 beds 
have been closed.  It has four office staff, a part-time administrator and a director of nursing, who spends a lot of 
time on administrative work.  The hospital must also contribute to a human resource person, an information 
technology person, a financial adviser and a fourth person, whom I cannot remember.  It has become top-heavy.  
I would rather the money be spent on services to the people.  We are always battling to get enough physiotherapy 
and speech therapy time in Harvey yet the Harvey Hospital has become top-heavy with administration, and is not 
providing the services. 
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The other problem with the Harvey Hospital is that the ambulances are now on bypass.  The ambulance drivers 
tell me that when they pick up somebody with a health crisis or from a motor vehicle accident, and they radio the 
hospital, they are told to go to Bunbury because there is no bed for them at the Harvey Hospital.  When I 
inquired a few weeks ago, the story was that the hospital could not get enough registered nurses.  That sounds 
pretty plausible.  However, when I talked to someone in hospital administration, they said that even if they could 
get registered nurses, they did not have the money to pay for them.  Therefore, I am not sure whether the reason 
for the ambulance bypass is due to a lack of registered nurses or a lack of money. 

Earlier, the minister was carrying on in question time, and perhaps during some of the third reeding speeches, 
about country hospitals.  He said they are flush with money and the Government has given all of them an extra 
eight per cent.  He said that they should be quite satisfied with what they have.  A headline in the Harvey-
Australind Reporter of 25 September states - 

Hospitals given $400,000 boost 

That is about an eight per cent increase.  It sounds very good except the article states - 

Harvey-Yarloop health services general manager Hugh Thomson said this week he was still unsure 
about whether the extra funding would be enough to pay for expected increases in costs such as doctors 
and nurses wages. 

In other words, the $400 000 has already been gobbled up.  The Yarloop hospital has also got problems with its 
after-hours accident and emergency service shutting at 8.00 pm.  If someone who was dying needed care, the 
patient would be told to go to the Harvey Hospital because there are not enough registered nurses at the Yarloop 
hospital.  Even if those nurses were available, I am not sure that they would be employed because there is not 
enough money in the system. 

The Government has said that it will fix the health system.  I know it cannot be fixed overnight - it is a major 
problem - and as I said earlier this year, I do not believe that in four years the problems in the hospital system, 
the police system or the law and order system will be fixed.  However, the minister said “Watch this space.”  In 
other words, he will fix it.  In the past eight years, the increases for health averaged seven per cent.  This year, 
the increase in the health budget is three per cent.  With an increase of seven per cent, we were going backwards, 
so we will go back faster than ever with only a three per cent increase.  As has been pointed out, wages have 
increased by that amount, which means that that three per cent has already disappeared.  The member for 
Murdoch pointed out that, in real terms, health funding has received about a 0.8 per cent increase this financial 
year.  In other words, the major crisis will continue.   

However, there are ways to improve the situation.  I do not think that over the past 15 to 20 years the health 
management system has been as good as it should have been.  The administration is top heavy.  An 18-bed 
hospital has about six administrators, plus other people who are brought in, such as those in the human resources 
area.  In the old days, the hospital secretary or hospital administrator employed and fired people and did all the 
bookwork.  I am not sure what else he did, but he certainly did those things.  I do not know what the 
administrator does, but, obviously, he does not hire and fire when a human resources person is required.  He does 
not handle the financial side, because there is a financial person; and he does not do the information technology 
work, because there is an IT person.  What has gone wrong with the world?  It has gone absolutely barmy.  It is 
about time that there was a major review of not only the Department of Health but also a few of the other 
departments so that we get services on the ground. 

I am sick and tired of people telling me that their child needs speech therapy but they cannot get their child into 
the system.  There are some bad cases of children born with mental problems that affect their speech, and also 
with physical problems that require physiotherapy.  However, those children cannot get into the system.  I 
despair at the fact that money is being wasted at the wrong end.  When the Financial Administration and Audit 
Act was brought in, it was probably a step in the wrong direction.  Okay, its purpose was to try to make sure 
everybody was accountable and that money was used in the right way, but the administration costs of 
compliance are gobbling up a lot more than was possibly being lost in other ways.  Therefore, a number of 
matters must be looked at to make sure that we go in the right direction on those issues. 

The “Report of the Health Administrative Review Committee” states - 

The HARC recommends that: 

Recognising the complex nature of non-metropolitan (country) health services and the disparate 
arrangements currently in place: 

i) A review be carried out over a six month period to develop the optimal approach to 
administration and co-ordination of non-metropolitan Boards and services. 
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That will be a large task.  As a result, the Government might get rid of some of the health boards.  People in the 
country are parochial, and they will not want to get rid of their boards.  Whether that is a good or bad thing is 
debateable.  The lumping of hospitals into groupings has been tried.  At one time, Harvey-Yarloop health 
services were lumped together with Collie and Donnybrook, and it was called the Wellington Health Service.  
Harvey and Yarloop believe they have no commonality with Collie and Donnybrook.  However, I have a feeling 
that this Government will go down the road of pushing them together again, so that there will be one board 
overseeing the four hospitals.  I cannot see the advantages of that.  A year or two ago, the then Commissioner of 
Health, Mr Bansemer, went to Harvey to look at the Harvey Hospital and the Yarloop District Hospital pulling 
out of the Wellington Health Service.  He could not tell us what were the advantages of their being in that health 
service.  On three or four occasions during the meeting I asked him what were the advantages.  He said, “I won’t 
tell you what those advantages are.”  I do not know whether that meant he could not or would not tell the board 
or me.  All I know is that Harvey and Yarloop went their separate ways. 

If the right person is appointed as the administrator, he will be able to carry out the hiring and firing of staff, run 
the books and look after the hospital.  I do not think all the top-heavy administration that has been in place over 
the past 15 or so years is needed.  That top-heavy administration has probably been put in place because 
everyone wants statistics kept and details of the Medicare arrangements.  That has placed a huge bureaucratic 
burden on the health services.  A whole range of those matters must be looked at. 

Before I conclude, I refer to the infill sewerage program.  Some figures released the other day show that the infill 
sewerage program is being chopped in half.  That is a total disgrace.  The previous Government was spending 
about $80 million a year on the infill sewerage program, and it had a 10-year plan to meet most of the infill 
sewerage needs in Western Australia.  Yarloop and other places that had been on the books have now been given 
the flick.  It is anybody’s guess when the infill sewerage program in Yarloop will be completed.  In Yarloop, raw 
sewage goes down the drains.  That is not acceptable.  That was one of the priority areas of the previous 
Government.  However, it has been ignored by the current Government and put on hold until who knows when.  
It is time that the Government lifted its rating on these infill sewerage programs.  North Dandalup was another 
priority area.  However, suddenly, that priority has dropped off.  It is a shame that that is the case.  I would like 
to have said a few more things, but, unfortunately, my time has virtually expired, so I will not start on anything 
new. 

MS GUISE (Wanneroo) [3.26 pm]:  I wish to reflect on what the budget means to the broader community, and 
especially the constituents of the Wanneroo electorate.  First, I am pleased to acknowledge that the Government 
has kept its promises to the community, which is incredibly important, and I wish to acknowledge the 
achievements of the Government.  It has ended logging in old-growth forests; increased the minimum wage; put 
in place a package for nurses, which is incredibly important; commenced the finance broking industry royal 
commission; ended the privatisation of vacation swimming; reduced the number of ministers from 17 to 14; and 
extended seniors concessions to self-funded retirees, which is extremely important.  I have a number of seniors 
in my electorate, and those concessions are crucial.  The Government has also stopped government waste on 
advertising, which I am sure pleases the community no end. 

Simply put, the Government’s four-year plan is budgeted to provide the funding for nurses and the upgrades to 
our major public hospitals.  That is a total of $385 million in extra funding.  Close to my heart, of course, is the 
additional funding that has been put in place for the state school system.  It received a much-needed boost of 
$100 million, which will be spent on a wide range of programs that have been designed to put a focus back on 
the vital areas of teaching and learning, including literacy and numeracy; student behaviour; the provision of 
extra assistance for children with disabilities and learning difficulties; and the provision of training and 
professional development for teachers. 

The police have also received a real boost in operational funding to put an extra 250 police on our streets.  An 
amount of $490 million will be spent on policing this year - an increase of six per cent from last year. 

Mr Barnett:  You used to campaign for public schools. 

Ms GUISE:  I will continue to do so.  In addressing the need to save our old-growth forests, an amount of 
$123 million has been allocated to assist timber workers and the much-needed restructure of the timber industry.  
Salinity funding of $10 million has also been provided for new ecotourism projects, which are incredibly 
important to the State.  

This Government is keen to develop a world-class transport network.  I have an interest in that, given the growth 
in my electorate.  The extension of the railway service to Clarkson and, being generous, to Mandurah, is most 
welcome, as is the additional $27.4 million to improve rail safety.  I also welcome the freeze on concession fares 
on public transport.  It is incredibly important that we recognise the needs of people in this area and make sure 
that they have access to public transport. 
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The Wanneroo electorate will receive additional funding through a number of capital works programs.  We are 
keen to continue the work started by the previous Government on the Kinross middle school and the senior 
campus at Mindarie, which will provide additional relief to the schools in Kinross and Clarkson.  It will extend 
the ability of students to further their education in the northern suburbs.  I am pleased to note the commitment 
over four years of $5.5 million to build primary schools in East Marangaroo and Carramar, which are important 
to the people in those areas.  Many of the other projects in the electorate are to do with the Water Corporation’s 
ongoing work, with the extension of the railway to Clarkson and with additional money put in place for rolling 
stock.  The Water Corporation funding of $5.5 million covers a broad area of works and some new projects in 
Carramar, Neerabup, Wanneroo, Quinns and Butler. 

The population of the electorate of Wanneroo continues to grow at an amazing rate.  The pressure this puts on 
any government budget to provide the infrastructure and services will always be a challenge.  However, we must 
make sure that we meet those needs of such a rapidly growing area, and that we do so within the parameters of 
equity and fairness.  The community obviously has a strong expectation that we will provide the services and 
deliver them at the local level at a high standard.  We must meet that challenge. 

This Government did not want to introduce revenue measures.  However, a very real threat to the State’s AAA 
rating and a poor financial outlook had to be addressed.  It is increasingly important as well that agencies must 
learn to live within their means.  It is no different from a family budget; we have to do that.  I believe strongly 
that agencies must learn to live within their budgets and rein-in their growth in spending. 

The revenue measures of payroll tax protect small business people, which is crucial in an electorate such as 
mine.  Small business provides crucial local employment opportunities.  In Wanneroo it has had a proven track 
record of adding value to the area. 

I need to recognise a number of facets about the wealth of the region and its contribution to the State.  I have 
spoken of small businesses, which are varied and spread over a large area from Wangara to Marangaroo.  We are 
now trying to establish business and job opportunities as far north as Yanchep and Two Rocks.  

I commend the efforts of those working on the land who contribute so well to our gross agricultural product.  I 
have mentioned it before, but I shall do so again because it needs to be stated: Wanneroo is the third-largest 
agricultural producing area in the State.  It comes in only behind Carnarvon and Merredin.  A lot of people do 
not appreciate that.  The Wanneroo area is a proverbial salad bowl and boasts the best strawberries in the State.  
It produces avocados, tomatoes, lettuces, olives and a whole range of other locally produced product.  It also has 
chicken farms and is now producing some very good wine.  The people there are hard-working.  Many are 
descendants of the first pioneer families who settled to work the land.   

The rural sector in Wanneroo faces a number of challenges, most notably because of the urban sprawl, but also 
the parlous state of the water supply impacts strongly on the area.  I do not think that many people know just 
how much the Gnangara mound supports Perth’s water supply.  The combination of climate change, the impact 
of urbanisation, the over-use of fertilisers and other factors that are impacting on the wetlands, leaves the area in 
a very tenuous position and puts at risk the agricultural producing area.  I am sure this is a subject that I will talk 
about again because it needs to be addressed.  People working in that region need to be supported. 

Of course, other environmental factors have an impact.  I acknowledge the work done by environmental agencies 
and groups in the area.  They are doing a magnificent job in supporting the agricultural producers and making 
sure the balance between the wetlands and the infrastructure is restored and maintained for the future.  We as a 
Government have a responsibility to provide the appropriate resources and support to make sure that they are 
able to do their job.   

I will not speak at length on the budget.  Others have done that to good effect.  All I want to reiterate is that we 
have delivered on our election commitments and addressed the spending priorities in the major areas of health, 
education, community safety and public transport.  I commend the Bill to the House. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


