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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration 

Resumed from 19 February on the following question — 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [4.25 pm]: I rise to speak on the Premier’s Statement. I realise we are not 
sitting for much longer today, but I have a petition to the Shire of Mundaring that I will lay on the table for the 
remainder of the day’s sitting. I am really pleased that the member for Kalamunda is in the house because he is 
also the Minister for Planning. I have previously alerted the minister to some very concerned people in 
Helena Valley. The petition to the Shire of Mundaring regards structural proposal plan 71, lots 2, 3 and 6 on 
Helena Valley Road in Helena Valley. The petition is couched as follows — 

We of the “Save the Wetlands and Lake Committee” representing the residents and concerned citizens 
of Helena Valley would like to present 884 signatures of the residents of Helena Valley and 
surrounding areas expressing their view, on the said proposal for the structural plan 71, lots 2, 3 & 
6 Helena Valley Road Helena Valley Submit this petition on their behalf. 

1. We are totally opposed to the Wetlands and Lake in Carabeen Avenue Helena Valley being 
filled in for residential housing. 

2. We totally oppose the rural & residential lot of 1.24 hectares 

3. We object to the “Hills lifestyle” being ruined by high density housing. 

4. We are totally opposed to the road ways Parkview Avenue and Melita Drive being joined in 
the said proposal of plan 71. 

5. We are totally opposed to Carabeen Avenue also being joined to Parkview Avenue and 
Melita Drive due to the loss of Wetlands and Lake. The residents are totally appalled at this 
proposal, by developer. 

6. We strongly object to the 272 eucalypt trees that will be lost, by the said proposal of plan 71, 
they would be cut down and lost forever. These trees play a vital part in providing habitats, for 
the large variety of nesting birds and act as a buffer against the contaminated land and 
pollution that lies beyond areas lots 2, 3 & 6 Helena Valley Road, Helena Valley. 

7. We also request that the Shire of Mundaring apply for the title of “Bush Forever” to save these 
wetlands and lake from future attempts to develop 

8. We also request the Shire of Mundaring protect the great number of long necked tortoises that 
rely on the wetlands and lake as their habitat. 

9. We also request the Shire of Mundaring to protect the abundant birdlife and wild life that rely 
on this wonderful eco system for their habitat. 

10. We also request that the Shire Mundaring set a precedent for all developers to follow to 
“Keep the hills lifestyle” and to stop the devastation that has been allowed to happen in other 
housing developments. Restrictions need to be imposed, caveats applied if needed to stop 
ongoing urban housing from destroying the hills life style and restore rural buffers. 

11. These are the words of the People of Helena Valley and interested parties who do not want to 
see wetlands and a lake destroyed. 

12. 80% of wetlands have been destroyed since European settlement, saving this one helps redress 
the balance 

13. We object to the overall lack of structural planning of the Helena Valley area. 

14. Aircraft noise increased complaint from residents 

15. We the residents want the Mundaring shire to know, the benefits to our community and the 
significant role the wetlands and lake play, in both indigenous and non-indigenous cultures, 
they are highly valued as spiritual places and a source for relaxation and recreation. 

16. Invaluable — Wetlands valuable beyond estimation. 

The author of that petition to the Shire of Mundaring, Susan McCann, states — 

I have personally spoken to hundreds of residents and give you my personal oath, that every word is 
true and correct. 
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That petition is signed by Susan McCann. Further signatures follow on another petition, which states — 

We the undersigned petition the Shire of Mundaring and the WA Planning Commission with regards to 
the following — 

We object to the reclamation of the wetlands area referred to as Lake 1 on page 109 of the Preliminary 
Site Investigation. 

COUNCIL MEETING 14.07.2015 CONFIRMED MINUTES C97 July 2015 states — 

“The Environmental Asset and Management Strategy appended to SP 71 identifies that this artificial 
waterbody is protected under the Environmental Protection Swan Coastal Plain Lakes 1992 Policy. 
Further, the waterbody has also been inspected by the Shire’s Environment, Planning and 
Parks Services. The advice of those services is that it would be a suitable and appropriate … for POS 
given that it is contiguous with existing reserve 49062 and would confer environmental, recreational 
and aesthetic benefits—consistent with water-sensitive urban design principles and the regulatory 
framework” 

Reasons these wetlands should be retained 
A - The area is the home of a large number of long necked tortoises 
B - The area supports a wide variety of bird life (26 different varieties were identified in one day) 
C - This area is of significant social and recreational value to our community 

D - It is aesthetically attractive and the existing walkways are enhanced by the existence of the wetlands 

E - Its incorporation into the existing reserve allows the area to remain a haven for many species of 
small mammals, birds etc. within our urban community 

Minister for Planning, very many people have signed this petition in a very short period. I anticipate that there is 
no proposal before the minister yet and I do not know whether the minister is aware of this issue, but my 
constituents are very keen that the minister be alerted to this issue at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Is somebody, such as you, or somebody else, sending me a letter on it? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes. I will certainly send the minister a letter. There has already been an article on this 
issue in the local paper, and I anticipate that there will be more articles in the local paper. I understand that 
Ms Susan McCann wrote to the minister two or three weeks ago. She also wrote to me and, I think, the 
Minister for Environment, and potentially other people as well. There are a lot of issues at play here. I know as 
a member for the region that the minister knows this area very well. Indeed, some years ago Helena Valley was 
part of the minister’s former electorate of Darling Range, before it came into the Midland electorate. There has 
been considerable development in the area, and I think that there is some room for compromise. This is a small 
lake that affords a fabulous habitat for long-necked tortoises, birds and the like, but I think there is the possibility 
of some development, which, indeed, could be enhanced by the proper protection of this sensitive wetlands area. 
I will send the minister a further letter about this issue as well. I understand that the minister has already received 
some correspondence from Ms McCann, and potentially will receive some from other people in Helena Valley. 

I anticipate and I hope that the Shire of Mundaring will reject the current proposal but, ultimately, there is an 
appeal right to, maybe, the State Planning Commission or the like. In fact, I understand that the 
State Planning Commission would need to be involved, because the development would require a rezoning of the 
land from rural to residential, which would be required to go before the State Planning Commission. Ultimately, 
for that rezoning to go ahead, I understand that the Minister for Planning would need to sign off on it. I have told 
residents that they probably have a long fight on their hands on this, but it would be good to see if some common 
sense could prevail and that the developers—whoever they might be; I do not know who they are—might amend 
their plans. In any event, the real issue is that it seems that the cart has been put before the horse. It would have 
been far better for an area such as this to have been properly identified, whether as Bush Forever or with some 
other protection, so developers would know in advance that this property has environmental aspects that need to 
be protected in any proposed development. 

I note that the proposed public open space for the development is on land more distant from the lake, which was 
apparently formally contaminated land and has been subject to considerable fill. That land is totally degraded 
and I can understand that it is potentially not appealing land for development because, maybe, it is more costly to 
develop or there needs to be some better remediation of the land—I do not know the details of that. I think the 
public open space that should be retained is the lake and the treed area, and I hope that most of those trees are 
retained. People move to Helena Valley because they want that hills-style lifestyle and a more rural setting. 
Indeed, the property next to the land proposed to be developed is zoned rural and only last weekend I saw cows 
grazing further across the field on rural-zoned land. That is the kind of lifestyle that people move to 
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Helena Valley for; they do not expect that their local wetlands to be potentially developed. I highlight that 
because I think it is typical of issues in a wide range of electorates. It seems that the government has talked up 
the need for urban infill and how keen it is to remove red tape for developers, but side by side with that is an 
obligation to look after communities and natural habitats and provide for lifestyle. I hope that the minister will 
bear in mind, when any decisions come before him, that there is strength of feeling throughout Helena Valley 
from everyone involved and that those 884 signatures were collected in a very short time and nearly all are 
signatures from residents of Helena Valley. 

Given that this is a general debate, I want to comment on standards in this house. I make it quite clear up-front, 
Mr Speaker, that I am not reflecting on the Speaker or the role of Speaker at all. I think the Speaker did his best 
to keep the house in order, but members have made that job very difficult. Today we saw the Deputy Premier 
make an obscene and lewd hand gesture, which, upon reflection, has brought this house into disrepute and may 
well be something that the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges should look at. I cannot image why 
the Deputy Premier, the deputy leader in the Liberal alliance government, would degrade himself and bring this 
house into disrepute by making that gesture this morning. I think it is a very sad day when someone of the 
Deputy Premier’s standing—not some newbie who has been here for five minutes—who has been in this house 
a very, very long time and risen to the high office of Deputy Premier does that. But it is not the first time we 
have seen really poor standards from that minister. 

We have had debates about the way health services have declined under his watch as minister. We have also had 
debates about him not having the tourism portfolio in addition to the health portfolio, and that he should just 
focus on the health portfolio. I want to recall to the house why he previously lost the tourism portfolio. It was 
because of some anomalies with his claims for his alleged living-away-from-home allowance—or whatever the 
title of that allowance is. 

We have had debates in this place before about standards. I do not think we have had too many debates of that 
type since the former member for Vasse resigned from this house. However, as I see it, the person at fault in 
maintaining standards is actually the Premier of Western Australia. The Premier has not enforced standards 
among his colleagues. Members might recall that the former member for Vasse had four or five chances. He was 
demoted, then reinstated, then demoted, then reinstated and so on and so forth. The Premier said that he was 
going to ride him harder than Black Caviar. Of course, as the record shows, that never happened. Despite the low 
standards displayed by the former member for Vasse, the Premier kept re-promoting him. 

I do not believe we can attribute most of the blame to the member for Dawesville in his case of continuing to 
claim an allowance for when he is in Perth. I understand that the system has been changed so that technically he 
does not actually claim. However, every week that Parliament sits he gets a bonus on top of his salary as 
a minister and Deputy Premier. A Deputy Premier’s salary is higher than a ministerial salary. I am not quite sure 
what the multiplier is but it is the second highest salary behind that of the Premier. In addition, he gets an 
additional allowance for the fact that he is a country member. Therefore, every week that he is in Perth, because 
he claims that his primary residence is in his electorate of Dawesville — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Which is nonsense—absolute nonsense! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is not very far away. I understand that the Deputy Premier is normally resident in the 
metropolitan area and that most nights he sleeps there. Indeed, someone who has a house on a canal in 
Mandurah, across from the house where the member for Dawesville claims to live, came into my electorate 
office about a year ago and told me that he very rarely sees the Deputy Premier or his family there. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I do not say this to necessarily have a personal go at the member for Dawesville, even 
though I understand why people may interpret it in that way. The person I am having a go at here is the Premier, 
because he presides over a system that allows his deputy to get paid—I do not know the amount—I assume 
hundreds of dollars a week every week that Parliament sits in addition to his Deputy Premier’s salary. There has 
been some debate in the federal Parliament about entitlements that pass the pub test. Bronwyn Bishop’s efforts 
did not pass the pub test and certain other people’s behaviour in the federal Parliament has not passed the pub 
test. This situation with the Deputy Premier has been allowed to continue, despite it not passing the pub test. The 
Premier, I think quite rightly, removed some entitlements to travel on the Indian Pacific and the Ghan and so 
forth, and said that they were entitlements that should not continue. I am just pointing out to the Premier in my 
response to the Premier’s Statement that this is another entitlement that should not continue. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: They are watching from the bar! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Watching from where? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: The bar. 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: This is another entitlement that should not continue. It is just wrong. It does not pass the 
pub test, especially for a government that has increased state debt from $3.6 billion to more than $30 billion; that 
has increased electricity rates phenomenally; that has put up gas and water phenomenally; and that has put up the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services levy phenomenally. Only in the past few weeks people have 
received their land tax bills. They have gone up drastically, and it was not the first time they were put up. 

I think people would be interested to know about the allowance given to the Deputy Premier for having two 
houses, one in his electorate and one where his family lives, and where I believe he lives, as his neighbours in 
Mandurah tell me that they do not see him very often at all and do not believe it is his normal place of residence. 
Yet for every week that Parliament sits, on average 22 to 23 weeks a year, the Deputy Premier gets an additional 
allowance. Perhaps somebody can tell me how much that allowance is. I imagine that it is a couple of 
hundred dollars a night, but I do not really know. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, I want to read standing order 92 to you, which states — 
Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on the Sovereign, the Governor, a judicial 
officer or members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly other than by substantive motion. 

I just want you to measure your tone, member for Midland. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you for reminding me of that standing order, Mr Speaker, but I am aware of that 
standing order. 
I am not suggesting for one moment that the Deputy Premier is doing anything improper in automatically 
receiving an allowance for a claim. I am saying that the Premier has no standards when he presides over a system 
that allows an extra benefit to flow to his deputy over and above the amount that some pensioners earn a week. 
As the government is tightening its belt because it has blown the budget, the iron ore price has gone down and it 
complains about the GST — 
Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Swan Hills has interjected on me and asked whether this happened 
when we were in government. There used to be a system for applications, and that is when the infringements by 
both the former member for Vasse and this Deputy Premier occurred because they got so muddled with their 
claims. As I understand it, this government has put in place a new system for people to be automatically paid the 
allowance for sitting days. 
Mr T.K. Waldron: It used to be like that before. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes. 
Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Swan Hills! 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: What does the pub test say? To the best of my knowledge, the member for —where are 
you from, Tuck? 
The SPEAKER: He is from Wagin. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I understand that the member for Wagin and his wife live in his electorate; therefore, he 
is absolutely entitled to the allowance when he comes to Perth, as is any Labor, National or Liberal member. 
A country member who genuinely lives in the country is entitled to the allowance. However, a claim by someone 
in this instance who lives on the fringe, in my view, does not pass the pub test. I do not blame him for either 
claiming it or receiving it. The person I blame here is the Premier, because he is the one who is supposed to 
enforce the situation. The Premier came into this place just a couple of weeks ago and said, “Look, I think that 
the claims for the Indian Pacific and train travel are no longer appropriate in this day and age.” If the Premier 
wants to maintain standards in this house, he should have a close look at whether or not his deputy is legitimately 
entitled to receive that extra money every week Parliament sits. He continually said in his third reading response 
to the Integrity (Lobbyists) Bill that I had somehow made an accusation about a particular incident. No, I did not 
make an accusation about anybody receiving a special favour from government as a result of making a donation. 
What I have said is that we should have in place a system that is beyond reproach whereby if people make 
donations above a certain amount, they should be declared, whether they go via the 500 Club or any similar 
organisation or whether they are made directly to the party itself. The Premier said that I have probably offended 
people in the 500 Club. That does not scare me very much. From what the Premier outlined, technically—this is 
a bit of semantics—it does not receive donations; people pay a fee for service or a certain fee to be a member or 
to go to a function. Clearly, people are paying a much higher amount than it costs to put on a function, because 
the 500 Club has, as we know, substantial profits and those substantial profits flow to the Liberal Party. I and the 
public should know whether major companies in this town choose to send money to the Liberal Party by buying 
tables or places at its functions. 
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I forgot to mention it earlier, and it is a shame that the Premier is not in the chamber — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: He’s in the bar! 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: If the Premier is in the bar and he can hear me, perhaps he can tell us whether he intends 
to hold the 500 Club’s Christmas party at Hale House this year. We know that he has misused—I take back that 
term, Mr Speaker, in light of your earlier advice. He has allowed the 500 Club to hold functions previously at 
Hale House—his office—and has said in this house that they were not fundraisers. I think he probably said that 
on the basis of the same kind of semantics as the cute and clever words he used today when he said that the 
500 Club does not get donations; people just buy tickets to go to functions or to attend things or to be a member 
and so forth. Presumably, people pay a lot of money for membership of the 500 Club and, as an entitlement, they 
get to go to certain functions. We know that one of those recent functions was held at Hale House. As part of 
paying their big fee, they got to go to Hale House, a public building, yet the Premier has said that it was not 
a fundraiser. Maybe people did not pay money specifically to go there; maybe it was just part of their package of 
entitlements. That is just sophistry. The fact of the matter is that whether people pay for each individual event or 
whether they pay a global fee that entitles them to go to half a dozen events throughout the year, it is the same 
deal, because they are buying a package of entitlements. Does anyone here know whether the party will be at 
Hale House again this year? Are members opposite having a party for the 500 Club at Hale House this year? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: We can talk about this later. Member for Midland, carry on. 
Ms M.M. Quirk: There are no ministers to answer that question. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is good to see that there are two ministers in the house. That is brilliant, because 
earlier today, as we know, the house was adjourned because no government members were in the chamber. 
Again, it shows the contempt in which the Premier and his government hold this place. I wonder how the 
government Whip earns his money if he cannot be in the house himself or ensure that someone else is in his 
place. I wonder how the National Party Whip earns his money. He has to do a count about twice a year when the 
Nationals decide to vote differently from the major parties, so he has to count to six or seven twice a year. Other 
than that, it is clearly not his role to make sure that any of his team are in the house at any given moment. I am 
not aware—I do not know whether you have been advised of it, Mr Speaker—of an incident such as today’s ever 
occurring before. I am not aware of the house being adjourned because there was not a single member of the 
government in attendance. They may just be slack and incompetent, or maybe they are just contemptuous of the 
proceedings of this house, but good on the member for Mandurah for moving the motion that he did, because the 
only people in this house for a period — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: We can talk about this later somewhere. Member for Midland, carry on. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The only people in this house for a period of 10 or 15 minutes earlier today on the last 
day of sitting were Labor members. That is why that motion was moved. What we have opposite is a government 
that is in disarray, is totally shambolic and treats the Parliament and parliamentary entitlements with contempt. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [4.55 am]: I rise at this late stage of the day to respond to the tabling of the report 
titled “Listen To Us: Using the views of WA Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children and young people to 
improve policy and service delivery” by the Commissioner for Children and Young People. The Joint Standing 
Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People tabled a report, but, unfortunately, I was not able 
to be here for that tabling, so I thought I would rise now and make a few comments in support of the report that my 
committee tabled. The commissioner’s report “Listen To Us” was tabled in Parliament on 4 August. It was a very 
clear message about listening to and hearing the voices of Aboriginal children and young people in Western 
Australia about what is important to them. When that report refers to designing services, it is very clear that any 
services that are designed in this state that impact on Aboriginal children and young people should be developed 
after consultations with them about what they would like and need. I think that conversation should be expanded to 
agencies talking to families and communities and then designing programs based on that broader discussion. 
The approach in the committee’s report “Listen To This: A review of Listen To Us: a report by the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People” reaffirms the commissioner’s approach that was taken in 
“Listen To Us”. The commissioner’s consultation is the largest of its kind ever undertaken with Aboriginal 
people in this state. The outcome is the culmination of the views of over 1 200 Aboriginal children and young 
people from across the state about what is really important to them and their hopes for the future. The children 
spoke about how their family and friends are very important in their lives. For instance, a 14-year-old girl from 
Perth said, “My family means the most to me in my life; I don’t know what I’d do if anything happened to 
them.” A seven-year-old boy simply said, “Family keeps me safe.” Culture, of course, was identified as having 
an important role. A 16-year-old Koori boy said, “I have a very spiritual connection with Aboriginal culture; it 
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helps me as a person.” A six-year-old child from Perth said, “It feels good to be Aboriginal; I feel lucky.” A 13-
year-old boy from the midwest said, “To me, it means that I have something to live up to.” Many of the children 
saw a clear link between gaining an education and achieving their future goals. The words of a 12-year-old girl 
from the Pilbara are, “What’s important to me? Finish school, good job, go back to my town, look after my 
family.” A 10-year-old boy from the Kimberly said, “Go to school, get a good education, get a good job, then 
you’ll be free.” These comments are really significant insights into what is important to these children. 
My committee’s view is that this type of consultation is very valuable and long overdue. We wanted to draw the 
attention of Parliament to this consultation so that the voices of these children, not heard in the past, continue to 
speak out and be heard into the future. That is why we tabled the report today. The committee found that the 
commissioner’s office should be available to provide specific advice to agencies that want to develop programs 
of direct consultation with children and young people. It also found that the commissioner should maintain a 
network of locally run Aboriginal organisations that can assist the agencies in the state with this endeavour. The 
commissioner’s office could then become a conduit through which agencies and local groups could be brought 
together. The committee also found that the commissioner’s office should back up the work achieved via the 
consultation by developing firm recommendations to the government. These recommendations should be used to 
guide policy and improve service delivery so that there are measureable improvements in the outcomes of the 
health and wellbeing of Aboriginal children and young people. 
To give an example—I spoke to my colleague the member for Kimberley about this this morning—when the 
Department of Housing made plans to put transitional housing on a block in Halls Creek, it built eight houses, 
which was a fine idea, but those eight houses on one block had no outdoor play area for kids. Some of those 
houses have up to eight children in them, but the only place they can play is on the street or on the access road 
into the transitional housing area. That is simply short-sighted; no child in Western Australia would say, 
“Build me a home amongst eight others with no place to play.” 
The report also makes a number of whole-of-government recommendations to ensure that the voices of these 
children are heard. Seeking the views of children and young people for whom policies are being designed is 
a logical approach. It is underpinned by article 12 of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child and is 
a legislated responsibility of both the commissioner and the committee. 
Three recommendations are made to the government in this report. The first recommends that improving 
outcomes for Aboriginal children and young people must be seen as core business for all agencies in this state. 
The second recommendation is that the government commit to a whole-of-government priority for agencies to 
develop guidelines specifically tailored to talk with Aboriginal children and young people. Thirdly, the report 
recommends that a whole-of-government commitment be made to consult with Aboriginal children and young 
people so that their views can be taken into account in policy development and service delivery. The committee 
urges the government to take up these recommendations. 
The significance that improving the wellbeing of these children will have on the recovery and resilience of 
Aboriginal communities cannot be overstated. The reason for this is simple: as stated by former 
Acting Commissioner Ms Jenni Perkins in the document “Listen to Us: Using the views of WA Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander children and young people to improve policy and service delivery” — 

These young people are our future leaders. I call upon everyone to take inspiration from their voices 
and work together to further shape policies, programs and services that respond to the needs of 
Aboriginal children and young people and promote a strong Aboriginal culture across Western 
Australia. 

A consistent focus on the positive reporting of Aboriginal children must have a flow-on of positive impacts on 
the overall wellbeing of these individuals. Having access to positive role models, a sense of belonging, strong 
support networks and strong connections to culture has an accordingly positive impact on the health and 
wellbeing of children and their families and communities. It is a cornerstone of the commissioner’s legislation 
that priority be given to the interests and needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children and young 
people. The consultation is a sound demonstration of the commissioner’s work in this area, and the committee 
would like to see more of this work continue. 

At the time of writing this report, the announcement of a new permanent commissioner was made. 
Mr Colin Pettit took up the position on 16 November 2015 and the committee encourages him to continue the 
work started in this “Listen to Us” consultation. In the committee’s view, it is essential for the children’s 
commissioner to be able to make favourable change happen, and we wish Mr Pettit well in his future efforts to 
achieve this. 

On behalf of the committee, I would also like to recognise the work of the former Acting Commissioner 
Ms Jenni Perkins. I would specifically like to thank her for having the insight to initiate and carry out this 
important consultation. I acknowledge the work of my committee members, who remain committed to our work 

 [6] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 26 November 2015] 

 p9106b-9112a 
Mrs Michelle Roberts; Ms Lisa Baker 

and to the role of the Commissioner for Children and Young People: Hon Robyn McSweeney MLC, 
Deputy Chair; Hon Sally Talbot, MLC; and Ms Eleni Evangel, MLA. Finally, I warmly commend our principal 
research officer, Ms Renee Gould, and our research officer, Ms Vanessa Beckingham, who provide valuable 
advice and support to the committee. 

Question put and passed. 
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