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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 21 June on the following motion moved by Hon Simon O‘Brien (Minister for Finance) —  

That pursuant to standing order 68(1), the Legislative Council takes note of tabled papers 4536A–F 

(budget papers 2012–13) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 17 May 2012. 

The PRESIDENT: Just for members‘ information, if you look at standing order 68 under our new standing 

orders, you will see that it sets out that this is the last day for this motion to be heard. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.10 pm]: I rise to make a 

few comments about the budget this year. I have sat here and listened to the vast majority of speeches that have 

been made on the budget this year. Having trawled through the budget, particularly looking at the portfolios that 

I have an interest in and those items that affect my electorate, I must say that, for me, it is a budget of smoke and 

mirrors. In fact, even the author of the budget obviously did not have a lot of confidence in it because within two 

or three weeks he announced that he is not hanging around, and he is off to the federal Parliament, he hopes. So 

it does not convey a lot of confidence in the document that we have had to deal with. 

To date, I have participated in only one session of estimates hearings, and that was the police estimates. I found 

that an interesting exercise this year because it was extremely difficult to extract information from the 

representative minister or from the Commissioner of Police in this chamber. In fact, one of the hot issues of the 

day was about the activities at the Perth watch-house and the young man who had masqueraded as a police 

officer. I thought it quite interesting that there we were asking specific questions about the budget, the 

management of the Perth watch-house and how somebody could possibly get through what one would hope 

would be the high level of security in the watch-house, and the minister in this place refused to respond to our 

questions, and would not allow the police commissioner to respond to our questions, but less than 12 hours later 

they were perfectly happy to front the media and tell all. I thought it was very interesting that that is how the 

government handles matters in this place; it will not respond to parliamentary questions and does not adhere to 

the primacy of the Parliament, but it is quite happy to go out and talk to the media the following day. I note that 

since that time the representative minister and, I think, the police commissioner have been back before the 

estimates committee to answer further questions on those matters, but I think it is a shame that they could not 

have answered questions in this place and that the estimates committee had to recall those individuals. I think it 

is a sad indictment on this government that it does not see fit to respond to the questions from the opposition on 

the detail of the budget. I look forward to further opportunities over the next few weeks to examine in detail 

aspects of this budget, in particular energy, and fire and safety. 

It is a real shame that this year we have not yet had the opportunity in this place to look in detail at the commerce 

portfolio or, more specifically, to dig down and look at what is happening in the area of science and innovation. I 

will come back and talk about that in more detail because it is indeed an area that is missing. If members go 

through the budget speech, they will see that there is absolutely no mention of science or innovation. It is a very 

difficult part of this government‘s agenda to find in the budget documents at all. In fact, if members trawl 

through budget paper No 2 in volume 2 of the budget papers, they will find that science and innovation is listed 

under the Minister for Commerce, Hon Simon O‘Brien, but it is a portfolio held by a separate minister, Hon John 

Day, Minister for Planning, and a range of other things, including Culture and the Arts. However, it is quite 

difficult to find the detail. I imagine it is difficult for Hon Simon O‘Brien, who probably in some sense should 

have carriage of that portfolio, which would make it a lot tidier for him, rather than having another minister 

allegedly doing work in that area. However, I will come back and talk more about that later. 

Whilst I have said that this budget is smoke and mirrors, it could in some other ways be called the ―big boys‘ 

toys budget‖, because we find that a number of quite substantial infrastructure projects, such as the stadium, the 

Perth Waterfront project and a number of others, require enormous expenditure from this government. On the 

one hand we see that, but on the other hand we see further hardship being imposed upon families across our state 

by way of increases in the cost of utilities throughout the budget that will occur over the next 12 months and 

beyond. Over the last three and a half years this government has increased the cost of electricity by 62 per cent, I 

think. We have seen quite strident increases in the cost of gas and increases in the cost of water. Even though the 

government has made a pre-election bid to stem the tide of electricity costs at 3.5 per cent this year, we know 

that at some point it will need to further increase the cost of electricity so that it can reach its cost-reflective 

tariffs that it is so keen to get to. However, for those families it creates a greater burden. For those people on 

fixed incomes, on pensions, on social security, on single fixed incomes or on low incomes in perhaps the retail, 

hospitality or service industries, it gets harder and harder every year as they try to reorganise their budgets so 

that they can afford to pay these increases, when they are not necessarily getting the pay rises, the pension 

increases or the social security increases that would enable them to sustain a decent standard of living.  
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We are hearing more and more about how tough it is out there in the suburbs. When we look at this budget, we 

see that a lot of the focus of this government has indeed been on the central business district, rather than what is 

happening out there in the suburbs. That is a real shame. Here we are in this period of great prosperity and of a 

boom, and we constantly hear about what is happening in the north of our state—I know that I have talked about 

it a number of times—but my real concern is that that prosperity is not being translated into support or assistance 

for the families who live in homes in the suburbs so that they can enjoy a decent standard of living. I know it is 

getting very hard for people to try to work out what else they can cut from their budget so that they can afford to 

turn on their lights. I do not know whether anyone else has felt it in the last couple of days, but it has been 

extremely cold, and I wonder how many people on low incomes have had to think about whether they turn on 

their heater or how they can keep themselves warm during this cold period. It is a very difficult situation for 

them, and I do not believe that the government has provided sufficient remedy to that problem. 

We constantly hear that the Minister for Energy‘s solution is simply to blame others for where we are at 

currently, but he has not yet provided a plan, an outline or a solution for how families can effectively cope with 

these ever-increasing costs. It is simply not good enough to say to people to turn off their lights, turn off their air 

conditioner and reduce their heating. It is simply not good enough in this period of our history, when we are 

supposedly in a boom period, to expect people to curb their living standards simply because the government is 

increasing prices, while at the same time getting a very fine return in terms of dividends from the utility prices. 

In that regard it is still a very disappointing budget. Given that the government still has not released its state 

energy initiative, which we hope would be a blueprint for the future, it is very disappointing that we are only a 

few months out from a state election and there is still no clear plan or framework for the future for energy in this 

state, be it the supply of infrastructure or future costing arrangements, or a plan to be put in place so that families 

can manage their lifestyles in a better and more affordable way. 

One of the projects that moneys have been allocated to in the budget is the Perth Waterfront project, which I 

have spoken about on a couple of occasions and which I still have ongoing issues with. Over the last couple of 

weeks we have seen barricades go up around the Esplanade area. We have seen significant 80 to 100-year-old 

trees being mown down. We have seen the Florence Hummerston building start to be taken apart. Questions 

arise about the costs associated with the removal of the trees, with the replanting of some trees and with the 

removal and storage of the Florence Hummerston building. It is a real tragedy in some ways that this state 

government has gone against the wishes of the Heritage Council of Western Australia on those two particular 

issues. There is a view in this city—I do not disagree with it—that there needs to be some form of attraction to 

bring people into the city. I look forward to the opportunity for people to bring their families into the city at 

different times. But I do not know that this proposal is the one that will do it. I think this proposal is more about 

bringing the CBD office spaces to the riverfront than it is about bringing the river to the city.  

One of the biggest issues for me, which still has not been resolved, is what will happen with traffic congestion 

when Riverside Drive is shut off. We already know that the government plans to expend between $40 million 

and $50 million to expand the Graham Farmer tunnel to three lanes in each direction, in the hope that people will 

be diverted from the eastern suburbs through the tunnel as they traverse through the city. But the problem is that 

the government has not told us when that will happen, and there are a number of complicators that will arise at 

the same time. There is the new stadium that is proposed to be built at Burswood, and trucks will be coming in 

and out of that site. There is the expansion of the train station at Belmont Park, which again will mean that trucks 

will be coming in and out of that site. Those sites are near Windan Bridge, at the entry point to the tunnel. That is 

already one of the busiest traffic points leading into the tunnel, and that will become even more hectic with that 

transport going in and out. Directly opposite that, as Belmont Park is redeveloped into a residential zone, trucks 

will also be coming in and out of that area as that site is cleared and construction begins. Therefore, that area will 

become quite a bottleneck.  

That will mean that people from the eastern suburbs will deviate through South Perth. They will rat run through 

South Perth. I do not know how many members come from the eastern suburbs every day, either along Great 

Eastern Highway, Albany Highway or Shepparton Road, or go along Canning Highway and onto the freeway, 

but those roads are already very congested in the mornings. I put it to members that the government has either 

not done its traffic modelling, or has not released its traffic modelling, to explain how it will manage that traffic 

when Riverside Drive is cut off. South Perth in particular will become a nightmare. I certainly hope it does 

become a nightmare for the local member, because he needs to start to speak up more loudly and put pressure on 

his government to find a solution to the problem. I do not think an appropriate solution has been put to date. I 

know that the Minister for Planning, John Day, sent a letter to the local member and basically implied that 

sometimes people just have to suck it up and deal with it, and that the change will be for the better. I do not think 

the residents who live between the Causeway and the freeway and along Mill Point Road would agree with the 

minister, and they certainly do not agree with their local member. I have had an excellent response from a large 

number of those people, and they have shared their views with me about the impost that will be placed upon 

them once this increased traffic flow of 20 000 to 30 000 cars comes past their front door when the government 
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eventually decides to shut off Riverside Drive. I do not know why the government does not just shut off 

Riverside Drive now. The government has already commenced what I would call the destruction of Esplanade 

Park—it is certainly not the construction. If the government had any guts, it would shut off Riverside Drive now 

and bear the pain and the heat from the public as people sit in their car park of a road, trying to traverse from the 

eastern suburbs to the western side of the city using what was formerly Riverside Drive.  

The Premier thinks that he has allayed the concerns of his constituents in the western suburbs by changing the 

road in and around the Narrows Bridge to a two-way road. In an article in the local western suburbs 

newspaper—I think it is the Post—there has been running commentary from the various interested parties on this 

matter. I understand that the Premier made the comment that that would settle the issue, because people from the 

western suburbs would still be able to access the city without any difficulties. The Premier has neglected to 

address the problem that will be faced by people in the eastern suburbs. The Premier seems to think that people 

will cop being funnelled through another lane of the tunnel, or having to find another deviation to avoid the 

logjam that the CBD will become. Let us not forget that the speed limit on St Georges Terrace is now 40 

kilometres an hour. Let us face it—if people are in a hurry to get to work every day, they are certainly not going 

to go along St Georges Terrace. So I think that a significant traffic issue will face this government. The 

government obviously does not have the courage to deal with that issue now. It is prepared to put it off until after 

the election, in the hope that people will not realise what will happen to them. So on that issue, I think the 

government needs to be honest with the community and shut off Riverside Drive now and see how the 

community reacts to that. I think it will be very interesting to see how the Premier responds to those issues. 

I raise those issues because I note that on the weekend, the Leader of the Opposition, Mark McGowan, made an 

announcement about building a train station at Atwell. That was a very important and significant announcement, 

and I am sure it will be welcomed by the people who live in that area. We all know that the southern corridor is 

going through significant growth, particularly in that part of the electorate. As we all know, the Perth–Mandurah 

rail line has been an overwhelming success. I think that over the weekend they had the two-millionth passenger 

on that train line. The people in that part of the world have taken to using public transport with great gusto.  

Earlier today when I was in my office I happened to flick through one of the community newspapers and I was 

interested to see an article headed ―Congestion a major issue‖. The subheading of the article is ―Premier 

‗surprised‘ at absence of station and multi storey car parks‖. The article refers to a forum that the Premier 

attended in Cockburn with the member for Jandakot, Mr Joe Francis. The article quotes the Premier as saying he 

was — 

…―surprised‖ there was no train station between Cockburn and Kwinana and multi-storey car parks 

would have to be built around southern suburbs train stations to deal with population growth. 

The Liberal government has been in power now for three and a half years. There has been no discussion by this 

Premier in the past about building train stations in that part of Perth. We all know that this is not a government 

that has a history of building train tracks or train stations. The Premier has now said, a few months out from an 

election, that he is ―surprised‖. Perhaps the Premier should get out of Cottesloe a bit more and visit those suburbs 

in the southern and eastern corridors so that he will appreciate the problems that arise when people are trying to 

get to their workplaces in the city or surrounding areas and they either cannot access a train station or, if they can 

access a train station, they cannot park their car. That is also a problem in Victoria Park, where I live, because 

even though we were blessed to get a lovely new train station a few years ago, parking is a significant problem, 

and people are now parking along our street because there are not enough parking bays at the train station. I 

would imagine that that situation is replicated along the railway line from Mandurah all the way through past 

Joondalup. I question the value of the advice that is being given to the Premier and whether he is getting out and 

about enough to speak to people and gain a better understanding of what is happening in this city. 

In my remaining 27 minutes, I want to talk about what is happening in the area of science and innovation. Every 

year for the last few years, I have used my speech during the budget debate as an opportunity to talk about this 

very important area in our state. Science and innovation is a very important area for potential job creation. This 

budget is a very difficult document in which to find detail. It is very bland, and it is very broad. If we look at the 

Commerce division in budget paper No 2, volume 2, we have to hunt to find any mention of science or 

innovation. There is very little reference to grants or programs in this area. There are a couple of motherhood 

statements about what the government plans to do about science and research. At page 462, we find the 

following statement — 

While the State Government invests considerable funds in science and research, there is an ongoing 

need to maintain a whole-of-government position on science, and to assist with coordination and review 

of research funding requests. 

It is very interesting that the government said that, because we have to trawl through every separate department 

to try to find out what has happened to what was previously a dedicated science and innovation unit. It has 
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basically been devolved and spread out. If we go to the Department of Mines and Petroleum section, we find 

money tucked away there, or if we go to the sections for the Departments of Fisheries, Agriculture and Food, 

Health, and Education, we see that money is tucked away in those areas. The funding has been scattered; this 

state has no clear direction for this very important area. As I said, it is a very important job creation area. Given 

that Minister Day does not have a direct connection to this portfolio, I do not understand how he can possibly 

manage science and innovation because the government has taken such a scattergun approach to this very 

important area.  

For the last couple of years the main focus of this portfolio has been the Square Kilometre Array. We had that 

recent fantastic announcement, about which Mr President will have been pleased, with the joint arrangement 

between Australia and South Africa. That was probably the expected outcome, but hopefully at some point 

Australia will become the dominant partner in that relationship. I still think we have the best arrangements 

around its placement and security, and the highly skilled people to work in that area. We have the best of all 

worlds. Let us face it, the bulk of the funding for that project was federal money; the state government—Labor, 

then Liberal—put in some money, but the bulk of it was federal. Now that the SKA box has been ticked, if we 

like, the question the government has to answer is: what is it going to now do for science and innovation? It does 

not have this single large project, but it has other areas of science and innovation that can create and keep people 

in work in this state. What is the government going to do to address those things? We have not had a response 

from the minister responsible yet, which is a real shame because opportunities have been missed.  

The government has not yet presented the bio-prospecting legislation, which we have been waiting three or 

four years for. It is null and void; nothing has been done. I understand it has been drafted, but it has not been 

presented in either chamber, and it is highly unlikely that it will be read in at any point before the election. I 

think that is a huge missed opportunity for people who work in that part of science in our state. It means they 

have to operate outside our jurisdiction in a very complicated and financially onerous process because there is no 

state-based legislation. It would be really good if the minister responsible would identify a plan for science in 

Western Australia. What is the government going to do to support industry in Western Australia? What is the 

government going to do to support Western Australian universities so that they can put their hand up for better 

joint funding arrangements from the federal government?  

Last week Hon Liz Behjat talked about the awards dinner for the Australian Society for Medical Research. I was 

fortunate enough to attend that event, and I, too, thought Dr Alain Beaudet from Canada was an excellent 

speaker. He outlined how they had dealt with their issues in improving funding for medical research and the 

barriers they had overcome. He talked about having a vision and a plan, which is what WA is lacking. Three 

ministers have been responsible for science and innovation since the change in government, and it is now very 

difficult to find anything new for science and innovation in these budget papers. There is maintenance of 

position, with continued funding for the Nobel laureates, which is excellent; it is good that that is happening 

because they are fine individuals. There is also continued funding for the Chief Scientist, which I was pleased to 

see, and continued funding for Scitech. They are very important areas for science in Western Australia, but there 

needs to be more. There needs to be a clear plan on the development of science as an industry and an 

employment opportunity in our state.  

How do we develop science to keep people in Western Australia? The feedback I get from the academic world is 

that other states—Victoria, Queensland and New South Wales—have a very active headhunting program to 

poach academics and people working in industry. Those states tap into science funding from the government and 

the private sector, which is not something that any government in this state has done well. We have never really 

established a way of encouraging private investment in science in WA. I think that given we are in such a 

lucrative financial period because of our mining and resources sector, it is a shame the government has not put 

together a plan to attract those dollars. The state government has its future fund, which we will have to wait 20 or 

30 years to access, but a lot of the discussion I have had with people working in this area is around why they 

cannot use some of that money now to build this industry, employ people, and fund research that will hopefully 

find solutions to problems. I note that Professor Barry Marshall, our one of our Nobel laureates, recently 

commented on this. I applaud him for his honesty and courage in making these comments, and I suppose, given 

his position, he feels quite free to say what he thinks, and so he should. He talked about his concerns that the 

state government is not doing enough to attract medical research investment ―by matching entrepreneurs‘ 

contributions ‗one for one‘, which could also attract federal funding.‖  

I understand a similar model was set up in Queensland; it was a tripartite-type arrangement to attract independent 

funding. Professor Marshall also talked about his concerns in that people with PhDs are filling shelves in 

Woolworths—not that there is anything wrong with filling shelves in Woolworths or Coles or anywhere else; a 

number of people in this place have probably done that.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: Even on Sundays.  
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Hon KATE DOUST: Let us not go there! Anyway, they will not be doing it on a Sunday; they probably do it on 

a Saturday or Friday. 

But the point is that those people have put in many, many years of hard work going down a different path to 

achieve a different goal. Although shelf-filling in Woolworths might pay their rent for a while, they would rather 

be paid for the work they wanted to be engaged in to deliver community outcomes. Professor Marshall is right 

on the money when he says there needs to be a better plan—a better way—of encouraging the dollars.  

This year‘s budget speech has no mention of science and innovation; it is missing. The government is again 

missing an opportunity to provide the type of funding that would establish a viable and fully sustainable industry 

in a variety of job-creation areas. There may not necessarily be hundreds and hundreds of jobs, but there should 

be 10 to 20 plus, plus, plus high-end jobs for people who have achieved high-end qualifications so that we do not 

lose them to other states or overseas where there is better pay, and so they will be encouraged to stay on. We 

cannot lose this level of brainpower; we will need it in the future. We have only to look at what has happened in 

Queensland, South Australia or Victoria; over the past 10 years each of those states has made a very deliberate 

decision to fund science and innovation. Former Queensland Premier Peter Beattie did a fantastic job setting up 

the Smart State; that funding is ongoing for a range of programs. It is not just year-by-year funding; it is planning 

for beyond 2020 and 2025 so that they can actively support encourage, employ and create opportunities for the 

future. South Australia has a similar thing with information and communications technology and biotechnology; 

in Victoria there are similar types of arrangements. There has been significant dollar investment by those state 

governments. That may change in a couple of those places with the change in government, but I hope it does not.  

Having met a number of industry players and academics from those states, I know they all talk in a very positive 

way about how, because of that government investment of dollar in-kind, they are surviving and thriving and 

able to market their product. They are able to get a return both in employment and dollar for their state, which is 

something we are missing. I think that is another missed opportunity for this state. We are in a boom period but 

we are not looking to what happens beyond the boom. I have talked about this every year, so I am a bit like a 

broken record about it.  

Why is the government not investing in science and innovation? Why are we not planning for our young people, 

whether in the city or the regions, and asking, ―What can we do to encourage people into the sciences area?‖ 

These are the people in whom we want to invest and whom we want to educate and skill up so that they can 

work in all our industries. These are essential areas. This is about planning for the future. This budget is devoid 

in that planning for the future in this very, very special area. I would hope that either there is a change in 

thinking from the government or there is a change in minister. The government needs to give this portfolio to 

somebody who is dedicated to and has an understanding of—it would be helpful if that person were also 

interested in—this area. Now that the government has the Square Kilometre Array, it cannot hide behind it. 

There are no excuses left. The government has to find ways of investing in science and innovation so that we can 

broaden our interests, develop as a state, develop industry and attract and retain people in this field.  

Given our isolation in Western Australia, we are probably in one of the best positions, as a jump-point into Asia, 

to develop specific industries. We do not have to take the scattergun approach and spread our dollars 

everywhere. If we target areas within which we do well, we can attract the dollars and the people and develop 

the industry. We have only to go out and talk to people in biotech, information and communications technology, 

agriculture science, marine science or health research to know that a pretty amazing array of work is being done 

in our state. The government needs to learn how to talk it up, how to invest in it, how to promote it and how to 

encourage people to go down that path.  

I have asked a number of questions about how the Technology and Industry Advisory Council operates. I have 

asked questions about the reports. Although some activity may be happening in that area, it is not necessarily 

activity that is being made public in reports. A number of documents that have come out of TIAC refer to the 

need for the government to have a plan and outline industry concerns about how science and innovation is being 

managed in this state. Those documents also refer to the problems with not having a dedicated area. Another 

body has also recently commented on what is happening with science and innovation in this state—that is, the 

Western Australian division of Engineers Australia. In May this year it published a report titled, ―Engineering 

WA 2020: A State engineering capability and engineering workforce strategy: May 2012‖. It is a very, very 

useful report and I encourage members to read it. Page 25 of that report reads — 

Challenges facing RDI in WA include: 

• Developing a State-wide, multi-stakeholder strategic direction for innovation. There is currently no 

formally endorsed WA Government strategic direction for innovation in the State. A lack of such a 

strategy makes it difficult for stakeholders to identify priorities and build capabilities around 

current and future State needs. 
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The report goes on — 

• Engaging universities in State RDI priorities: About 14% of the State‘s R&D is undertaken by 

universities. The WA Government has little engagement with most of these research activities. 

However, opportunities exist to increase engagement with the universities in shaping their priorities 

so as to better address State needs. 

The new vice-chancellor of the University of WA, Professor Paul Johnson, came out very early on and talked 

about the need to invest in science and innovation and to have a clear and coherent plan. I encourage members to 

go back and read the article in Uniview earlier this year. It was an excellent article about the concerns about what 

would happen if we did not go down that path.  

Page 26 of this report refers to innovation impediments as follows — 

The 2009 Innovation, Technology and Science (ITS) Review identified a series of impediments to 

research, development and innovation. Many of these are common to the innovation system elsewhere 

in Australia, while several are unique to WA. 

One of these impediments is — 

• Discontinuities due to the political process — WA‘s ITS system has been heavily influenced by 

changes in the level of interest and authority of the Minister for Science. This has been a significant 

issue, as the length of time for ITS investments to pay off can be quite long and it is difficult to 

make these investments in an unpredictable environment. There is an opportunity for a bipartisan 

approach to alleviate this constraint.  

Indeed there is. We will find that the Labor opposition and the former Labor government have been very 

supportive of this sector. Over the last couple of years, we have seen a significant downgrading of this area. That 

is a real shame and a loss; it is an embarrassment to this government. It is missing an opportunity. I encourage 

members to read this report. Look at the comments from industry in the ―From Strength to Strength‖ report from 

TIAC. Look at the ―TIAC Stakeholder Consultations — Gas (and Petroleum) Sector Report‖, the executive 

summary of which refers to — 

• a lack of leadership and an articulated strategy for industry and state development from the State 

Government; 

Page 7 of the ―TIAC Stakeholders Consultations: Environment Sector Report for the Department for 

Commerce: April 2011‖, under ―WA Weaknesses/ Market Failures/ Gaps‖ states — 

e) The State Government has not established a system for clarifying WA‘s key research outputs 

and thus its R&D priorities in the environmental and other sectors. This makes it difficult for 

the Government to play a lead role in pursuing these priorities through funding and by 

leveraging Commonwealth government funding and industry support. This lack of focus tends 

to lead to a scatter-gun approach to funding and support 

These are very significant reports and they have common themes about concerns for the future and the 

government‘s lack of engagement and investment in the science and innovation area. Significant projects are 

being worked on in our universities. The industry is very concerned because if the government does not step up 

and provide funding at a state level, its ability to leverage federal funding will be impacted. We have already 

seen one example with Gingin Observatory; there were funding problems there because the state government cut 

back and the minister of the day, Minister Marmion, had to step up and provide additional funding.  

In my last couple of minutes I want to comment about a couple of other matters in my electorate. I was not here 

to hear Hon Nick Goiran‘s speech, but I know that on Thursday, 3 May, he made some comments about the 

Labor candidate for the seat of Southern River. He made some offensive comments about Ms Susy Thomas and 

called her a bozo. I have never heard any candidate for any political party be called a bozo and I found that quite 

offensive. He made comments about how he knows that this person was a teacher and teachers deserve the 

highest respect, but he goes on to say that — 

So this person no doubt means well, but unfortunately she is not going to be up to the task of 

representing the constituents of Southern River. Therefore, I am very disappointed that the Leader of 

the Opposition in this place saw fit to think that this candidate would be a suitable candidate to 

represent the region that the Leader of the Opposition shares with me.  

The fact that Susy Thomas has raised issues of concern about a particular sporting oval was relevant. I have 

looked at that issue. I have looked through the budget and I know that $1 million is now being committed to it, 

but there is a lack of clarity about what will happen with that and about the feasibility study, to the point that the 
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City of Canning councillors have decided to defer their engagement until a forum is held so that the local 

member Mr Abetz can explain when and where this money will be made available, the government‘s intent and 

what else it will do to assist those sporting clubs, such as the football club out in Canning Vale. Hon Nick 

Goiran, fortunately, we live in a democracy, and in this democracy any individual can put up their hand, as long 

as they comply with the rules, to be a member of Parliament. It is not for the member or for me to pass negative 

comments about those individuals in the way that he did.  

Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Ms Susy Thomas may have been a teacher, but she has been a very, very important 

individual in the community. This is a woman who — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Nick Goiran will get his own opportunity to make his own speech in his own 

time.  

Hon KATE DOUST: This is a woman who has raised a family and dedicated 25 years of her life to running a 

faith-based organisation, Drug ARM. She grew it from almost nothing to a statewide organisation that helps 

people with drug and alcohol rehabilitation. She is very active in her church and her community. Ms Thomas has 

been involved in a range of multicultural groups. She has been nominated for a WA Citizen of the Year Award. I 

would say all those things put her in very good stead to be a candidate for any party, it is just unfortunate — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon KATE DOUST: It is unfortunate that Hon Nick Goiran would descend to such depths to defend his Liberal 

colleague by casting such aspersions upon a Labor candidate who is in fact very keen to work very hard for the 

people of Southern River. I know that what we have started to see happen from the other side is commentary 

attacking people out in the community. Not only do members opposite attack a Labor candidate, but I know that 

in the Rockingham area last week in the — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Nick Goiran, that is the fourth interjection. It is four too many, quite frankly. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Do you want to kick him out, Mr President? 

The PRESIDENT: Not quite yet, no. That is the ultimate sanction. 

Hon KATE DOUST: In the Sound Telegraph last week on Wednesday, 20 June, was an article headlined ―War 

of Words: MLC accuses chamber of being a Labor Party front‖, which states — 

… MLC Phil Edman claims the Rockingham Kwinana Chamber of Commerce is a front for the Labor 

Party after the chamber urged members to support a Labor Bill tabled in State Parliament last week. 

In our dreams we wish that chambers of commerce would be Labor Party fronts! I think it is hilarious that these 

allegations have been made. Yes, Mr John Cotter is indeed a member of the Labor Party and I do not think he 

ever hid that from anyone. He is a very active member of the Rockingham Kwinana Chamber of Commerce and 

he and a group of other people, who obviously have a whole range of political affiliations, have been working 

very hard on behalf of their members in that zone to try to get more business into their companies in that area. 

What happened is that Hon Phil Edman came out attacking Mr Cotter because he is the vice-president of that 

group that has been lobbying government and the opposition for support for the local content bill that was 

introduced in the other place by Mr Peter Tinley, the member for Willagee. The article also states — 

Mr Edman also said the chamber needed to be careful who it selected on its committee if it was going to 

―do these types of stunts‖. 

I do not think it is a stunt when a chamber of commerce wants to go out and actively campaign on behalf of its 

members, just like any other organisation, so that its members can get work. Page 2 of the article states — 

Mr Edman said he had spoken to the Australian Steel Institute who had assured him everything ―was 

fine‖ in the industry. 

I think that is a really important point because in today‘s edition of the Sound Telegraph on page 5, Mr James 

England came out and said — 

―In recent months, some parts of the steel supply chain have shown improvement, as the resources 

boom starts to deliver work to some businesses,‖ Mr England said. 
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―However, far from being fine, — 

That contradicts what Hon Phil Edman said. The article continues — 

conditions in the industry remain patchy, with many businesses still operating below capacity and there 

have been some recent business closures in non-resource related sectors.‖ 

Mr Cotter is also quoted in the article, which states — 

Mr Cotter said the chamber was pushing support for the Bill to safeguard the future of the steel 

fabrication industry in Kwinana and Rockingham. 

―If there wasn‘t somebody pushing this, I‘d hate to see where these industries are when the work starts 

to dry up in three, four, five years time,‖ he said. 

Mr Cotter said while work was available for steel fabricators, some operators remained uncertain about 

their futures. 

Mr England is also quoted in the article as saying — 

―Infrastructure bottlenecks are a huge issue, and both the State and Federal governments need to do 

more to ensure work flows to local businesses from our major resources projects in a planned and 

efficient way.‖ 

I wanted to read that in because I thought that the attack upon Mr Cotter because of his political views and 

beliefs was grubby. I thought it was below the belt. The other members of the chamber of commerce who are 

quoted in those articles, Mr Smith and Mr England, came out and said that the chamber is neutral; it acts on 

behalf of all its members. I understand that. I think the chamber of commerce is a very well organised and 

efficient chamber that is very proactive on the part of its members. I think that members such as Hon Phil Edman 

need to be very careful in how they go about attacking members of the public. If they are going to start talking 

on behalf of organisations, they need to get their facts right. On this occasion, Hon Phil Edman did not and I 

hope that he will at some point go back and correct the record.  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let the honourable member finish; she has only just over a minute left.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I wanted to get those two things on the record because I thought it was pretty appalling 

that the — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! The rules apply to everybody in a fair way. You would not like to be 

interjected on continuously if you were speaking, so the rules have to apply the same to everybody. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Thank you, Mr President. I just wanted to get on the record that I was disappointed that 

Hon Nick Goiran would go out and attack an individual who decided to put their hand up for Parliament and 

who works for the community. I was disappointed that Hon Phil Edman would strike grubby politics and go out 

and attack a person who was voluntarily working for their community to try to ensure that businesses in our 

electorate, the South Metropolitan Region, got more business and had the support of their government. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Have you no shame? You have no shame; you should be embarrassed! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not embarrassed. I am happy to support the chamber — 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let the member finish; you are eating into her time. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am happy to support the chamber of commerce in its endeavours to ensure work flows 

through to its businesses because that creates jobs in the southern corridor. I hope that other members would 

want to do so as well. 

In my last 24 seconds, I will say that unfortunately this budget has left the science and innovation area bereft of 

support and funding and I think that is something that we will regret in the future. 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural) [3.57 pm]: In noting the tabled budget papers, I state that all parents 

endeavour to pass on knowledge and wealth to their children. We do our best to educate our children on the 

pitfalls of life by pointing out their mistakes and providing guidance and advice so that they might learn and 

appreciate some crucial lessons that will see them on their way to success. Sometimes we take a softly, softly 

approach using subtle reasoning, and other times we need to take a more forceful approach to ensure that the 

message sinks in. All methods have varying degrees of success, of course, but at the very least we try to pursue 

learning opportunities and outcomes that set our children on the best pathway in life as possible. Parents the 
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world over, regardless of race and religion, strive for results that allow their children a way of living that is 

superior to the lifestyles that they themselves lead. This is a natural phenomenon; it is the core fibre of our being 

to want the absolute best for our progeny. We work hard and make considerable sacrifices to ensure that our 

children have a happy and secure home, the best education possible and, of course, food on the table and clothes 

on their backs.  

We scrimp and save and go without to build a small financial nest egg to offset the possibilities of illness, 

unemployment and family disasters. We know that these financial savings are a backstop for the family if any of 

the aforementioned events occur and that these set aside savings will in time become the foundation of a secure 

legacy that will allow our children every possible opportunity to not only meet but also exceed their potential 

and achieve goals that will put them in good stead to start the cycle of family life themselves. One does not 

necessarily have to be wealthy to achieve such results; one simply has to begin saving and keep steadfastly 

adding to that bit by bit as the responsible action of caring parents who comprehend that although the future is an 

unknown quantity, such savings allow the best possibility for positive results. These savings in themselves are a 

valuable life lesson for our ever impressionable children as they come to learn and appreciate the benefits of 

financial responsibility and make committed plans for their own future. Many parents and indeed grandparents 

open bank accounts for their children as soon as they are born, so they may set aside a little money each week in 

their child‘s name. As children grow older, this is often a key lesson for them in building their own financial 

stability and responsibility by involving them in the saving process, getting them to save their pocket money 

from chores around the house et cetera to learn the value of diligence and the worth of sacrifice. These savings 

are set up with the best of intentions for use to give children a head start in life be it for use towards their first 

vehicle, a deposit on their first home or to help fund tertiary education or trade apprenticeships. However, 

the best laid plans of mice and men can quickly be unravelled when a wilful teenager is presented with 

unfettered access to such wealth. As such, many parents often place checks and balances on such moneys, such 

as controlling access to the account until an age or level of maturity commensurate with such responsibility.  

Along with all government members in this place, I am exceptionally proud of the fact that we have taken the 

concept of family savings a step further by creating the Western Australian future fund, a fund that will help 

provide a cornerstone and, indeed, a backstop for future generations of Western Australians in much the same 

way as parents put checks and balances in place to ensure their hard-earned savings are not squandered by an 

eager child upon receipt. The Barnett government will ensure the future fund and its infant savings will be 

quarantined for a period of 20 years. The future fund is a first for any state in this nation and all Western 

Australians should be proud of such a ground-breaking initiative being introduced by this government. In the 

relatively short time of two decades, my baby grandson will be just shy of 21 and beginning to embark on his 

journey into adult life. I would like to include Hon Phil Edman‘s young son, Nathan, too. When young Nathan is 

around the age of 21, substantial monies from this fund will be available for the government of the day to use as 

it sees fit. We need to bear in mind that the amount of money in that fund will be around $4.7 billion, and that is 

a very conservative estimate. The $230 million per annum in interest savings will certainly be beneficial to the 

government, whether it be Liberal or Labor, in the budgets that will be required in the future. The establishment 

of this future fund by the Barnett government is the epitome of fiscal responsibility. I am confident that future 

Western Australians will appreciate what this government has done in this budget in 2012. 

I also note that the Leader of the Opposition stated in the other place that he supports the idea of a future fund 

but he does not support its timing. I believe that this is a typical Labor response to an outstanding initiative by 

the government—a response of tacit approval but lacking commitment. It is a response of tacit approval because 

Mr McGowan does not want to be seen as a Hanrahan in the eye of the public and show a lack of commitment 

because he wishes Labor had the foresight and backbone to implement a similar fund when it was receiving well 

over $1 billion in GST returns. This government is making this sacrifice today with declining GST returns. In 

fact, in the next four years it is estimated that we will have a shortfall of around $12.3 billion in those GST 

returns. In fact, that is what Western Australians, particularly regional Western Australians, have come to expect 

from Labor.  

We all remember the ―gunna‖ days of Labor. A very good example is Albany Hospital, a hospital that is on 

budget, on time, and due for completion next year. The good people of Albany have been expecting this hospital 

to be either refurbished or replaced since 2005. The Labor government made a commitment of $20 million in 

2005 to refurbish the local hospital. But 2005 came and went and 2006 came and went. In 2007, just before the 

2008 election, it promised $26.8 million to refurbish the hospital. The election came and went. We won 

government and we have now allocated and spent $174.4 million on that hospital. I would also like to note that 

the outstanding Liberal candidate for Albany, Mr Trevor Cosh, is running a petition down there. Hundreds of 

local residents have signed this petition to get a magnetic resonance imaging machine for the new hospital. I am 

absolutely certain that this government will pay for that. There is a bit of a blockage here. The fact is that the 

Gillard government has allocated only two licences under Medicare for MRI machines throughout Australia.  
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Hon Liz Behjat: Shocking.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: Absolutely. I would hope that the Gillard government finally acknowledges some of the 

requirements of regional Western Australia and allocates that licence development to Albany so it can operate 

the new MRI machine, which this state government will pay for, because without that Medicare licence, it 

cannot be operational. That is what the petition is about. That is what this candidate is doing down there. He is 

getting local residents to sign this petition. As Hon Robyn McSweeney would well know, Albany has quite an 

ageing population; it has a number of elderly people. Why should they not have the same medical rights as 

people in the city, especially when this government has finally fulfilled a promise that Labor tried to keep for at 

least six years and fell short of in regard to building that hospital? 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: He‘s going to make an excellent member for Albany. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I could not agree more. He will probably be a future minister.  

We have heard a number of responses in this house to four consecutive years of budgets by this government. 

Quite frankly, they are budgets that have been brought down in some of the worst financial conditions the world 

has seen since the 1930s. We have a surplus every year and every year we have spent substantial moneys on 

infrastructure this state requires and sorely needs. I am talking about infrastructure such as completing the new 

saleyards at Muchea. The ―gunna‖ government was going to build that for nine years; let us say eight years 

because it prevaricated about it. Nothing happened until the ninth year when we won government. Why would 

anybody seriously trust the opposition at the forthcoming state election? We have to look at its track record. 

Hon Liz Behjat: We won‘t. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Regional Western Australia certainly will not. Let us take Indian Ocean Drive as an 

example. If the Richard Court government had not lost the election in 2000, that road would have been finalised 

under its term. Labor came in and nothing happened. The year before the 2008 election, it decided to commence 

it and we finished it. What a road that is. It has opened up the midwest and goes all the way up the coast. It has 

taken traffic off the Brand Highway. That is virtually a heavy haulage route nowadays. In fact, that road will 

open up Jurien Bay right through to Kalbarri as Perth moves north instead of going south.  

Some of the things that this government has done are small. It is not always the big infrastructure programs that 

governments need to respond to. I draw members‘ attention to what I believe is an outstanding minister. I was 

nearly going to say ―country minister‖ but she is a country minister. I am talking about Hon Robyn McSweeney. 

We have seen the introduction of little things such as the $400 rebate for seniors for security for their homes. 

Last year that increased from $250 to $400. My office gets calls weekly about that sort of information. These are 

very important budget allocations. Another one is the fuel card, which has been greatly received. I think about 

$17 million has been expended by this government on the fuel card for seniors in regional Western Australia, 

which is administered out of the Department of Transport. 

Hon Mia Davies interjected. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: As Hon Mia Davies has stated, it is financed by royalties for regions, but let us not forget 

that royalties for regions still comes out of the budget. It is still part of the Treasury allocations. As our Premier 

stated, royalties for regions will still be adopted by a Liberal government at the forthcoming state election. 

Actually, Labor is saying the same thing. I think I said in a previous speech that Labor brought three words to 

government—royalties for regions.  

This government understands the need to invest in the future to provide our children and our children‘s children 

with the best possible advantages in life. This is reflected in the infrastructure spending handed down in four 

consecutive budgets. We can grasp the concept that appropriate infrastructure investment that has been lacking 

over many previous governments will be remedied in the future. This government intends to not only keep pace 

but also lead Australian governments in science and innovation, health, education, housing and accommodation 

and fiscal management, and we are proving that today. This government intends to take the entire state along on 

its journey, not just those residing in Perth. This government has its eyes firmly set on the destination it is trying 

to achieve and intends to leave no-one behind.  

I would like to bring to the attention of the house some of the things that are occurring in health, for example. I 

will go through some of the highlights of the $7 billion infrastructure program: $1.2 billion for a new children‘s 

hospital; the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre; $170 million for the Albany health campus, as I already 

mentioned; $170 million for the new Busselton hospital; $55.8 million for the upgrade of the Kalgoorlie 

Hospital; and over $500 million to be expended over the next four years in the southern inland health initiative. 

These are great developments in health infrastructure in regional Australia. I am sure other members of this place 

have already referred to projects being funded by this government locally, and by ―locally‖ I mean in the 

metropolitan area. 
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I will close by stating, as I have said previously, that, unfortunately, a lot of speeches in this place are not taken 

up in the public arena, but I think the public of Western Australia is starting to appreciate that this is a 

responsible government. Responsible government comes from responsible spending. We have yet to go into any 

sort of deficit. We do have very small surpluses, but they are surpluses. Unlike other states in the nation, we do 

not have deficits of billions of dollars. For example, Queensland, after 21 years of Labor, has a deficit that the 

current government does not believe it can get out of for at least 15 years, if not longer. I think the people of this 

state are starting to realise that this is a government they can trust going into the election next year.  

A lot of comments that I receive as I go around the countryside and the city reflect the fact that we just cannot 

afford to entertain a Labor government. The risk is too great. It is too much of an unknown. People are saying 

that Labor members state a lot in opposition, but do they really mean it? Complacency is death, of course. This 

government will be striving in not only this budget, but also future budgets to ensure that this state remains the 

greatest state in the greatest nation in the world. 

Question put and passed. 

 


