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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2003 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 2) 2003 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 14 May. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [10.54 am]:  The budget debate is an opportunity for members to 
comment on the Government’s direction for the next financial year and to make some observations and 
comments in relation to their own electorates.  If I had to describe the budget I would say that in some places it is 
dishonest, but in other places the things the Government intends to do over the next financial year are quite 
positive.  I say that because all budgets provide for an increase in spending on health, education, disability 
services and other essential portfolios that relate to the plight of human beings in the community.  That has 
always been the case and I do not think I will ever see a budget that reduces spending.  It does not seem to be the 
lot of Treasurers to do that.  The important point is that there be some honesty in the way the budget is portrayed 
and to that extent I will make some further comments.   

I look at the Treasurer from time to time and he reminds me of the Iraqi Deputy Prime Minister, Tariq Aziz - he 
even looks a little like him.  The only thing that is absent is the green beret and pullover.  However, I do not 
expect the Treasurer to shave off his moustache based on those comments.  The sleight of hand, the way that the 
budget has been drafted and the fact that Governments deliver their budget speeches in a way that pulls the wool 
over the eyes of the general public - I suppose it has happened historically over a long period - is not good for the 
community.  This Government is probably the highest taxing Government that Western Australia has had for 
some time, with more than $410 million in taxes now being imposed on taxpayers in this State.  This has 
happened since the Government came to office only two and a half years ago.  In its first budget, payroll and 
other taxes went up by $132 million.  In its second budget taxes went up by $116 million and were concentrated 
on stamp duty and third party insurance.  In this budget stamp duty and other taxes have increased by 
$162 million.   

The references to the past that were made in the budget speech do not do the Government any credit.  
Interestingly, the Treasurer referred to Sir John Forrest and said that the budget for the pipeline from Perth to 
Kalgoorlie was equivalent to the whole of the State’s budget, and that Sir John Forrest was criticised for that.  
However, the Treasurer failed to say John Forrest was a conservative and the first federal Treasurer, who then 
proceeded to attack the federal Government for its failure to return to Western Australia the hard earnings of its 
taxpayers.  Further on in the speech the Treasurer referred to Sir Charles Court.  Everyone in this House and 
Western Australia knows that Sir Charles Court is a highly regarded former Liberal Premier of Western 
Australia who cut his teeth on industrial and resource matters in this State.  It smacks a little of hypocrisy for the 
Treasurer to refer to former Liberal leaders to bolster his budget speech.  He referred to Sir Charles Court’s 
comments in response to the Garnaut-Fitzgerald review of commonwealth-state financial relations.  Those 
comments were made in the context of Sir Charles Court’s time in office in the 1960s when Western Australia 
helped itself and had a very efficient Government.  He felt that Canberra and the eastern States were using 
Western Australia as a milch cow.  It is well known that the more wealthy States of Australia subsidise the other 
States.  It always has been thus and probably will continue to be in the long term.  However, that can be 
contrasted to the actions of this State Government.  The majority of this State’s wealth is created in rural and 
regional Western Australia, whether it be through mining, agricultural, fishing or forestry industries.  This 
Treasurer is complaining about the way this State is treated by the Commonwealth, but then proceeds to treat 
country WA in exactly the same way!  Again, that smacks a little of hypocrisy.   

I referred to the budget papers and their structure, and compared them with this year’s budget.  However, I will 
talk about that in a moment.   

I will now quickly refer to the goods and services tax payments to the States and Territories.  I was interested to 
hear the interjection by the member for Albany that Western Australia would not be cash positive as far as GST 
is concerned until 2007.  Again, I go back to this question of honesty; my concern is that the frontbench 
members of the Government are not telling the truth to their backbenchers.  A briefing note from the federal 
Treasurer, Peter Costello, states -  

In 2003-04, Queensland, the Northern Territory, Western Australia, Tasmania, and the Australian 
Capital Territory will be better off than they would have been had tax reform not been implemented.   

This means that after just three years since the introduction of The New Tax System on 1 July 2000, the 
shares of GST revenue for these States will exceed what they would have received had tax reform not 
been implemented.   
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The briefing note then refers to the taxes that would be abolished under tax reform.  For instance, in 2000-01, 
Western Australia received $2.374 billion in GST revenue.  Revenue increased to $2.518 billion in 2001-02 and 
to $2.911 billion in 2002-03.  The estimated return from goods and services tax to the State in 2003-04 will be 
$3.008 billion.  It bears repeating that Western Australia is already in a cash-positive arrangement as far as the 
GST is concerned.  The Government is trying to paint a picture that the State will not make any money from the 
GST until 2007.  Financial commentators in the media have not mentioned state stamp duty charges, which run 
to more than $100 million.  They have made no comments with regard to the GST.  I suspect that the 10 per cent 
GST on stamp duty transfers of land, houses and so on will probably mean the State will receive at least an extra 
2.5 per cent increase in taxes.  The Treasurer is using the Commonwealth Government as a medium to gain tax 
revenue via GST on the charges the Government has already implemented.  That has not been explained either to 
the Parliament or the people of Western Australia.  The Labor Party’s budget delivers a huge tax slug.   

I note with interest the increases in the health budget - it was always going to be so.  We all know that there is a 
huge demand for health services.  I am now starting to understand how the Treasurer brings down surplus 
budgets.  The major redevelopment of the Margaret River Hospital, which has been on the books for three years 
and has not even started, again appears in the budget papers.  I sincerely hope the project will go ahead.  The 
budget also refers to the provision of mental health services in the south west, which is a major area of 
deficiency.  

I refer to surplus budgets and the position in which the former Government left the State’s finances in 2001.  
Upon forming government in 1993 we inherited a budget bottom line of $8.5 billion worth of debt.  During the 
eight-year period the coalition Government was in power, it sold more than $4 billion worth of state assets, 
which reduced the state debt to $4.5 billion by 2001 when the Labor Party came to power.  By any measure, that 
is quite a remarkable achievement.  The previous Government has received little recognition for that effort.  
Critics argue that the state debt was reduced only by selling more than $4 billion worth of assets.  Had we not 
sold assets, state debt would still be about $8.5 billion, plus interest.  By any measure, the former Government’s 
achievements were remarkable.  The money that has been saved in interest by reducing the debt to $4.5 billion 
runs into millions of dollars, which was poured back into health, education and other necessary services for 
Western Australia.   

The previous Government enjoyed some windfall gains, as has this Government.  This Government has enjoyed 
more than $3 billion in windfall gains, yet debt has still blown out by more than $900 million in the past 
financial year alone.  What will be the Labor Party’s legacy to the people of Western Australia at the next 
election?  I put it to members and the people that this is a high-taxing Government.  Its legacy to our children 
will have to be fixed by a future conservative Government because this Government is financially incapable.   

It has been said that five of the previous Government’s eight budgets were deficit budgets.  I am only a farmer, 
but I will tell members what I mean when I talk about being honest with the public of Western Australia.  Three 
months from the end of the financial year it is very easy for a Government to either defer projects or to capitalise 
some recurrent capital works.  What does this Government do?  It moves from a deficit budget to a surplus 
budget.  It pretends to be a good financial manager when debt is actually soaring.  Any businessmen knows that 
when the Premier and the Department of Treasury and Finance repeat that the previous Government brought 
down deficit budgets, they are trying to persuade the public that the former Government was a poor economic 
manager.  However, the Western Australian community is not that silly.  The public will not be conned.  That is 
what I mean when I talk about being honest in the way the budget is brought down.  The difference between the 
Labor Party and the former coalition Government is that the Labor Party is dishonest.  It is as simple as that.   

The federal Government was to provide $15 million to Western Australia under the Regional Forest Agreement.  
Members opposite must acknowledge that the RFA no longer exists.  Therefore, why would the federal 
Government give us the money?  It has good excuse to withdraw it.  The federal Government places conditions 
on the State to receive those funds.  It places conditions on funding for the National Action Plan for Salinity and 
Water Quality and the roads to recovery program.  The Commonwealth Government and the State Government 
are having a tete-a-tete about who is to blame for the issues.  The arguments go on and on.  Both Governments 
act like a mob of school kids.  Rather than blame the Commonwealth, the Treasurer and the Premier must 
resolve the issues with the Commonwealth.  If it rains, the Government blames the Commonwealth - actually, it 
would not do that because that is a good thing.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  The Labor Party would take credit for that.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is right.   

We are all adults.  Members of Parliament have a responsibility to be honest about these things.  I tell my federal 
colleagues that it is all well and good for them to whack the Labor Party in Western Australia, which probably 
deserves it because it is being dishonest, but the ordinary people in country Western Australia suffer as a result.  
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Country people in particular suffer when the Governments argue about funding for timber, the roads to recovery 
program and salinity.  It is important for the State to receive funding to address the salinity problem that has been 
building up for decades, if not centuries, and even before the Europeans arrived.  We need to make some 
progress on that issue.  Rather than play petty political games and blame somebody else, we should grab the bull 
by the horns and fix the problem.   

I do not say that the Treasurer is akin to the Iraqi minister for misinformation just because the Treasurer looks 
like him; I say it because this budget has been delivered dishonestly and politically.  We must be above that 
when talking about the future of Western Australia.   

I now refer to national competition policy payments.  I am not a financial genius.  However, I read the papers 
provided by the Treasury’s financial advisers.  The papers show that the State Government has factored 
$75.2 million for national competition policy payments in this year’s budget.  Those funds have come to the 
States under the national competition policy.  They are contingent on the State Government reviewing its 
situation with regard to the national competition policy and also its response to the National Competition 
Council.  However, it is conditional on a review being conducted by the end of June this year.  The Government 
has factored into the budget $77 million for 2004-05 and $79 million for 2005-06, but there is nothing for 2006-
07.  That begs the question, what will happen after that?  What will happen when we talk about the four issues of 
retail trading hours, liquor licensing, taxi control and potato marketing?  Will the Government of Western 
Australia proceed with deregulation and receive those funds from the Commonwealth under the national 
competition policy?  Some of the issues must have some form of compensation.  The Government cannot just 
issue a large number of new plates for the taxi industry without devaluing the existing plates.  In many cases, the 
plates represent the superannuation of many taxi drivers.  It is a dilemma for the Government.  It needs to 
sensibly go through the issues. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am not prepared to listen to the minister because I have more important things to do. 

I will refer to the education budget.  I note with interest that the Manjimup Primary School is still not in the 
budget, either for planning or capital works.  The previous Government had set down the school opening for the 
beginning of 2004.  The Minister for Education and Training is well and truly aware of this.  He has visited the 
old school - I facilitated the visit.  He knows the existing school is substandard.  People in Manjimup have taken 
a fair whack through dairy deregulation and the restructuring of the timber industry.  One would have thought 
the Government would show some goodwill and at least keep to the program promised by the previous 
Government.  I have raised with the minister the issue of education support in schools.  Currently, we have a 
policy of inclusivity so that disabled children are part of mainstream schooling.  That is a good thing.  However, 
there is a need for teachers to have time out by establishing a special education unit.  That will allow teachers to 
teach more complex subjects to mainstream classes.  The Principal of the Margaret River Primary School has a 
very good grip on what should happen.  I will give an example of how schools are coping with children with 
disabilities.  The Margaret River Primary School has a principal and two deputies, which is the norm for a school 
of its size.  The principal has had to trade the equivalent salary of one deputy principal so that he can have part-
time teacher aides to assist with children who have autism or Down syndrome.  Sooner or later, the school will 
be under so much stress that the principal will have to have two deputies in administration.  That means the part-
time teacher aides will not be employed.  We know what that means for the students.  I understand that a local 
solutions paper has been produced by the Minister for Education and Training.  I am keen to have access to it 
and speak to the minister about trying to resolve some of these issues. 

I will now speak on the disability services budget.  The Government has increased funding for people with 
disabilities by $12 million this year.  The budget and supporting papers are drafted in a particular way.  
Disability services will receive a funding increase of $37 million over the next four years.  Next year, why not 
just say what the figure is for the year so that people are not deceived into thinking they will receive a huge 
amount of money?  I recall that when we came into government the disability sector was in disarray.  I was the 
minister for five years but, under the previous minister, Hon Kevin Minson, a program worth $125 million over 
four years was initiated.  That makes this budget pale into insignificance.  Our budget was so large because there 
was a large number of people in dire need in the community.  Why not just say that next year’s budget is 
$12 million and that next year’s will be $10 million?  There is no real growth in the budget.  I know that the 
member for Perth and the minister are dedicated to the task.  Approximately 70 per cent of people with 
disabilities in Western Australia are looked after by their families.  The previous Government had two 
consecutive five-year business plans that predicted the number of disabled people who would come on-stream 
and require respite, accommodation or whatever.  We must bear in mind that the age bracket of people who have 
children or family members with disabilities is very large.  At any given time, if there is a breakdown in the 
community, that figure will blow out.  There must be some flexibility in predicting how many people will 
demand places.  The number of places promised for next year falls far short of what is needed by people with 
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disabilities in this State.  There are 722 people with disabilities on a waiting list for community homes and 
clusters.  For in-home services, carers and respite packages, 1 090 people are on the waiting list.  For day 
activities the figure is 760.  We need appropriate accommodation for 175 people who live in institutional 
settings.  Therapy and specialised equipment is needed for 2 000 adults and children with disabilities.  The 
demand in the sector is far greater than the Government is providing for.  I implore the Government to look at 
this issue.  I must refer to the petitions that have been brought to the Parliament by people who are in dire straits.  
The Treasurer was given the petition for the Robinsons but he did not even read the whole petition.  I had to read 
the same petition in full some weeks later so that the people concerned could get their story on the public record 
in the hope that someone might pick it up and recognise their plight.  We are talking about 80-year-old people 
with 50-year-old children in an almost impossible situation.  Members can see how easily families can break 
down under the kind of pressure they are facing.  One person in three in Western Australia has some connection 
with a person with a disability.  One person in six has a disability.  If we ignore that, we are failing the people of 
Western Australia, particularly those with disabilities. 

I will refer to the budget for the Department of Agriculture.  We all know that its budget was reduced by 
$6.5 million this year.  I introduced a motion last week for a select committee to look at the future of the 
department.  The department’s budget went down despite that.  It went down $8 million last year.  It is just not 
good enough.  I have a copy of today’s Countryman.  Some of the headlines are: “Urban, country divide 
widens”, “Agriculture not a high priority” and “Disappointment over education and health”.  They all reflect 
comments by high-profile people in agriculture in Western Australia.  The articles are very graphic.  They are on 
page 3 - they cannot get much more prominent than that.  How do people in rural and regional Western Australia 
gain confidence in this Government when every year they are kicked and kicked again? 

Mr J.P.D. Edwards interjected. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The member for Greenough makes the point that agriculture was not mentioned in the 
Treasurer’s speech.  Not only was it not mentioned this year, it was not mentioned the year before.  The industry 
has been part of the foundation of Western Australia.  Its people are very proud.  They are suffering greatly as a 
result of the drought.  Certain issues must addressed.  Wild dogs are running loose near the Nullarbor and in 
pastoral and wheatbelt Western Australia on a scale never seen before.  It has been reported that one farmer has 
lost up to 1 800 sheep.  This issue has been brought before Parliament and the Minister for Agriculture, but to 
little effect.  The only thing that relates to this issue in the budget is $250 000 to match the local government rate 
for pastoralists and farmers to control wild dogs.  More than $1 million is needed.  We need trained people to 
deal with the wild dogs, which are not only killing but also maiming animals.  Sheep are being mauled and their 
entrails hang on the ground.  Young calves are hamstrung; in other words, their calf muscles and hamstrings are 
pulled out by the wild dogs and they are left to die a terrible death.  Although the situation is the worst it has ever 
been, the Government has responded by establishing another committee.  To that situation, we can add the 
underfunding of the Agriculture Protection Board.  The previous conservative Government is not blameless in 
this issue, because it changed the structure of the APB and reduced its funding.  There must be a new focus on 
agriculture in Western Australia, and the Government of the day, whether it is Labor or Liberal, must ensure that 
agriculture is properly funded.   
The wheat streak mosaic virus, which is a serious wheat disease, has appeared in Esperance.  We must ensure 
that that is controlled.  Skeleton weed, which was controlled by the APB, is becoming the responsibility of 
farmers.  There are 21 declared plants on a national basis in Western Australia that must be controlled by the 
APB.  We also have to consider Johne’s disease.  The member for Greenough and I recently met with a 
distraught family who run a highly successful mohair stud in Geraldton, which is in the electorate of the member 
for Greenough.  The genetic pool of the family’s goats is probably as good as any in the nation; however, their 
goats have been placed in quarantine.  As a result, if the family wants to sell its stock it must do so at rock-
bottom prices.  Further, it cannot trade any of its goats.  There is also an outbreak in Bridgetown of both ovine 
and bovine Johne’s disease.  Animals suffering from these diseases become skinny and waste away as a result of 
diarrhoea.  
I turn to the projected years in the 2001-02 budget for the agriculture portfolio, because they paint a very 
interesting picture.  The budget decreased from $165 million to $135 million.  However, in the out years, the 
projection was $132 million in 2002-03; $130 million in 2003-04; and, $129 million in 2004-05.  In comparison, 
this year’s projections for the agriculture budget are $128 million for 2002-03; $121 million in 2003-04; 
$121 million in 2004-05; $123 million in 2005-06; and $124 million in 2006-07.  This Government has reduced 
the importance of agriculture in Western Australia.  Agriculture is an industry of great importance to the State, 
and I will certainly pursue this matter in the Estimates Committee.  A range of research stations and agriculture 
centres are being closed in rural WA.  However, I will not go through them all, because I want to refer to some 
important electorate matters.   
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I now turn to the Premier’s visit to Pemberton.  Members will recall that the Premier and I were at loggerheads 
over his failure to visit my district, given that the Labor Party had been in government for a couple of years.  The 
Premier finally made that visit, and it was nice and pleasant.  We exchanged pleasantries with the local 
community.  The Premier visited Pemberton so that he could present a $160 000 cheque for the Pemberton 
Recreation Centre, which was very well received.  The project is worth $2.5 million, and most of the $160 000 
had been promised by previous State Governments and the federal Government.  It is a great credit to the 
community that after eight or nine years it has been able to achieve not only a licensed bar, but also all the sports 
clubs under one roof.  It is a good model for other towns.  The recreation centre has created some problems in 
the community, because people are concerned about competition.  However, what else do we do in rural Western 
Australia to ensure that people have access to good recreation facilities?   
The Premier, having absolutely devastated the timber industry in Western Australia, decided to visit the timber 
mill.  The day before the Premier arrived I was contacted by two men who had been Labor voters all their lives.  
They asked me whether I knew that the Premier was visiting and told me that they had been called in by 
management at the mill to ensure that the Premier was not upset in anyway.  The Premier visited the workers 
and, although they have had their lives destroyed and now face uncertain futures, they were models of good 
behaviour.  When we reached the top of the catwalks, I looked towards the log landing and saw not one log more 
than 600 millimetres in size.  Everybody knows that there are always big logs in a two-tiered forest.  The 
company went to the trouble of making sure that the television cameras could not see one big log on the landing.  
That was well done, because it would put the company in a good position for future negotiations with the 
Government.  Inside the mill a big beam extended from under the rollers beneath us.  Given that he comes from 
the United Kingdom, the member for Greenough will be aware that the 10 x 5 beams that are eight metres long 
are used for crossovers on railway lines for the export market to the United Kingdom.  I was so kind that day, I 
did not remind the Premier that our prime timber was being used for that purpose.  We had lunch with the 
Premier and it was all well and nice.  To this day, the Government has failed to announce the timber volumes.   
The Premier and the Minister for the Environment and Heritage continue to blame the Commonwealth 
Government for not handing over the $15 million for the Regional Forest Agreement they have decimated.  That 
is dishonest.  Manjimup is going downhill.  A once thriving commercial centre is now racked with uncertainty, 
because, until this Government makes an announcement on volumes, it does not know whether it will get the 
much needed furniture industry that will create jobs and certainty for its future.  The volume of jarrah required is 
about 180 000 cubic metres.  The federal minister, Hon Ian MacDonald, has stated that it should be at least 
200 000 cubic metres, otherwise WA will not get the $15 million.  Let us get on with it; too much time has 
passed and enough pain has already been experienced.  In Manjimup 15 men are working in the bush to harvest 
timber.  Only two years ago, there were 250 men harvesting timber.  In the time of the previous Labor 
Government, when former minister Hodge was responsible, 680 000 cubic meters of jarrah was being cut.  On a 
political whim, and because it was convenient - there had always been bipartisan support for forest management 
plans in Western Australia - the Labor Party embarked on its policy to stop the logging of old-growth forests.  
Since that day, the economy of that district has deteriorated.  Having made that decision, the Government has a 
responsibility to the people of the lower south west to ensure that value-added industries, such as the furniture 
industry, and value adding to agricultural products are fast tracked.  Thank God for agriculture in Manjimup, 
Pemberton, Bridgetown and the south west corner, because without we would certainly be under stress.   
There was also the situation in which the Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate bought the Simplot site after it 
closed down the potato chip factory.  The apple export syndicate bought that site for $2 million and then had 
liquidity problems.  However, rather than buy the Simplot site for $2 million and save the company, the 
Government let the company collapse financially at a cost of $1.5 million to unsecured creditors in Manjimup 
and surrounding districts.  Had the Government bought the site for $2 million, it would have saved the 
Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate and the unsecured creditors in that town.  It was a very simple solution.  In 
the past, when the old Manjimup canning company was there, the land belonged to the State.  All the State 
needed to do was to take it back, create a small industrial park and sublet it to the current owners.   
Mr M.P. Whitely:  Was it worth $2 million? 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  When Edgells bought it, it was worth $9 million.  It spent $27 million on buildings, which 
of course devalued over the years.  The new people - the Bendotti family, whom I know very well - who bought 
Simplot Australia Pty Ltd after the company went into liquidation, started the potato chip plant again and applied 
for a grant that equated to $800 000.  All the Government needed to do was to add $1.2 million to that and buy 
back the land.  Not only would the State then have retained the Bendottis, but it would also still have the 
Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate. 

I am running out of time but I want to refer to tourism because it is very important.  The previous and current 
Governments committed to the sky jetty in the Donnelly Valley.  Donnelly Valley is west of Manjimup and east 
of Nannup and lies in the middle of the triangle of Manjimup, Nannup and Bridgetown.  The idea of having a 
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regional facility there is very good, so much so that the current Government supported the previous Government 
and allocated $1 million.  The federal Government has allocated $900 000.  This leaves a shortfall of 
$1.3 million.  The Government has advertised for expressions of interest in obtaining that $1.3 million from the 
private sector under a public-private partnership, as the Treasurer has mentioned.  We want it to proceed.  I make 
it very clear that it is supported by all the shires in the area and all the tourist operators.  It will draw people from 
Margaret River and Busselton into that area who will then filter into the Blackwood Valley, Manjimup, 
Pemberton and so on.   

Another project that has been proposed by a private sector proponent is the Diamond Tree skylift.  The four 
partners involved have $1 million of their own money and a grant from the Commonwealth Government of 
$800 000.  They need some top-up money but they have run into a dead end.  The dead end is the assignment of 
lease issue.  A government department has told them that if they on-sell that project at any time after they 
construct it, they must indemnify the new owner.  They have $1.8 million in their hands, but they cannot proceed 
because of some bureaucratic red tape.  Surely the Minister for the Environment and Heritage or the Premier 
could sit down and sort out those kinds of things.  The lease could be renewed and the new owner could take up 
the new lease and indemnify the State.  How many people must the originator of the project indemnify over the 
next 20 years?  This trivial nonsense is holding up a $2 million project. 

The replica of the old Pemberton hydro-electric plant was built by the Government just after it came into power.  
The original wooden plant was built during the early settlement of Pemberton.  The Institution of Engineers 
Australia and the South West Development Commission championed the project.  The funds that would be 
generated by the project starting up again would be put into tourism in the town, which was a very good concept.  
Guess what happened?  Somehow the project was not managed properly.  The project company put a big black 
polythene pipe smack down the middle of the Lefroy River right in the middle of Pemberton.  Everybody said 
that it was an abomination.  The local reference group, which had a lot of greens and environmental members, 
asked why they could not build a boardwalk on the top of it and camouflage it rather than shift it.  A few 
extremists had the ear of the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and the Minister for Peel and the South 
West, and the decision was made to shift the pipe at a huge cost.  The pipe was cut up and stacked in a big heap.  
Guess what has happened?  It is still stacked up in a big heap today.  That is why the State has surplus budgets; 
projects that should have been completed have not been completed.  We can all see the rain falling outside.  How 
will that project be finished between now and the end of the financial year during some of the wettest months of 
the year?  Members talk about the black hole, but this is the black pipe.  It started off as a very good project.  
Had the project been managed properly and the pipe camouflaged on the side of the bank, by now the State 
would have a project that would be generating money through hydro-electricity being put into the grid.  Instead, 
it is a stack of black pipes over one metre in height right next to the rainbow trail and the trout hatcheries on the 
doorstep of the town.  Surely somebody should grab the project and make it work. 
In the last couple of minutes of my speech I will refer to some very important matters for the south west.  They 
include the reconstruction of part of the South Western Highway.  Some passing lanes are being constructed near 
Balingup.  That road is very dangerous.  The members for Mandurah and Rockingham say the proposed railway 
line is absolutely wonderful because they need not campaign any more and people will automatically vote for 
them, but a lot of people in my electorate could use some of that $1.4 billion.  This morning I drove in from 
Hillarys.  The traffic was banked up for 20 kilometres.  A train with three carriages was running alongside the 
freeway.  I had time to look in the windows of the carriages because the traffic was at a standstill.  Half the 
passengers were standing, so where are the train wagons?  I use the Kwinana Freeway on a regular basis because 
I travel south to go home and then I travel back to Perth.  It never has that kind of build-up.  Some members on 
this side of the House support the Mandurah rail project.  However, the project is 10 years ahead of its time.  
This is the third time I have said this.  If the member for Mandurah wants to take traffic out of the centre of 
Mandurah, all he needs is the Peel deviation.  Mandurah has eight sets of traffic lights.  That road is vital for the 
carriage of all the produce that comes from the south west of the State and all the people who travel to Margaret 
River, Pemberton, Denmark, Albany and so on.  One of the reasons that tourists are not travelling to the south 
west is that the South Western Highway is an absolute disaster.  Some work is being done on Muir Highway.  
Somehow Main Roads has transferred the responsibility for the maintenance of some of that road to the shire, 
which is improving the road.  Guess what it is doing?  It is improving all the straight bits of the road.  All the 
dangerous bends are being left.  It begs the question: how serious is this Government about good government in 
Western Australia?  I cannot see it.   
The last issue I will mention briefly, because I must mention it at another time, is the question of fire.  It is a very 
important issue about which I will speak later. 
MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [11.39 am]:  I will be brief because other members wish to speak.  I will 
refer to the effects of the budget on my electorate and the south east metropolitan corridor in general.  Before I 
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do that, I make one simple observation: both the Gallop and Court Governments achieved three budget 
surpluses.  This Government has done that in three years and the previous Government took eight years.   
I will come back to economic performance, but I want to talk about the impact of the budget on my electorate.  I 
have spoken before about these projects and the people involved, so I will not labour the point.  Some $125 000 
has been allocated to the Beckenham Primary School over the next four years as part of the 100 schools project.  
Since we have come to government, the benefits that have accrued to Beckenham Primary School include 
airconditioning and the fact that kids can go safely to school because William Street is now a safe road as a result 
of the Roe Highway being built.  Benefits to the community include $49.4 million for the extension of Tonkin 
Highway from Mills Road west to Thomas Road, which will be of tremendous benefit to people in my 
electorate, particularly people in Byford because it will get some of the heavy traffic off the South Western 
Highway and make their community safer and quieter.  Of a total $1 million commitment to the Byford 
recreation centre, $500 00 has been allocated, so the local community will no longer need to travel outside the 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale region to engage in recreational activities.  That is another fantastic boost to the region.  
Some $80 000 has been allocated to assist private rental housing in the Kenwick, Maddington and Bentley areas.  
Bentley is obviously not in my electorate, but Kenwick and Maddington are.  That will be of assistance to people 
who are struggling to make ends meet in that area.  
I want to talk briefly about the Maddington-Kenwick sustainability project, about which I am incredibly excited.  
It is a partnership project between the State Government and the City of Gosnells.  Benefits from it will accrue to 
the people of Maddington and Kenwick over a number of years.  It may take five to 10 years to see the full 
benefits of this project.  Maddington and Kenwick are areas of great need.  Most people living in those suburbs 
are in my electorate.  I am an enthusiastic supporter of this project, as are the members for Southern River and 
Thornlie.  I am proud to have been appointed chairperson of this project by the Premier.  The City of Gosnells 
has taken a lead role in the project.  It instigated the project and its enthusiasm has generated the project.  The 
State Government came on board.  I congratulate the councillors for their work, in particular Mayor Pat Morris 
for her work. 
I will speak briefly also about the work of some of the non-elected officials.  Ray, Rebecca and Maureen 
comprise an extremely enthusiastic and capable team; they will achieve great things in Maddington and 
Kenwick.  Their boss, Stuart Jardine, has his heart in the right place.  He is a very capable human being and puts 
the future of Maddington and Kenwick high on his list of priorities.  I commend their commitment to this 
proposal.  As I said, it is a long-term project; the benefits will not accrue overnight.  Things are happening in 
Kenwick.  Work is proceeding on the park behind the mud hut, the official name of which escapes me.  We are 
working with the owners of the Maddington village shopping centre.  I commend the efforts of Rodney Wright, 
an extraordinary human being who, I think, lives in the member for Stirling’s electorate.  He is a farmer and an 
owner of the Maddington village shopping centre who is doing work off his own bat with kids from the 
Maddington area who are in trouble.  He has pulled money out of his own pocket and put his own time into 
securing these kids a future.  He was instrumental in taking four kids to the south of the State to participate in a 
shearing course.  He is truly a remarkable human being.  With that cooperation between the State Government, 
local government and private enterprise, we will achieve fantastic things in Maddington and Kenwick. 

I want to talk a little about what has happened to the south-east corridor in the past two and a half years.  The 
Armadale Redevelopment Authority has started to do some fantastic work and in addition to the revitalisation of 
Gosnells.  Kelmscott has engaged in a process of inquiry by design.  Upgrades are being made to the Armadale, 
Gosnells and Kelmscott train stations.  Stages 4 and 5 of the Roe Highway have been built - a long overdue 
project about which I have spoken at length in the past.  That was delivered on time and ahead of budget.  I 
obviously had a personal interest in that.  I would no longer be in this place if the time lines had not been 
achieved, given my undertaking to resign if Roe Highway stage 4 had not been built by the end of 2002.  People 
at Beckenham are incredibly grateful to the Government for that and for the work done by the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure to deliver that project.  The Tonkin Highway extension is also about to proceed.   

The Kalamunda District Community Hospital will have $5.5 million pumped into it over the next four years, 
which will benefit the people who live in the north of my incredibly diverse electorate, including Walliston, 
Carmel, Pickering Brook and Bickley Valley.  A change is occurring in the mind-set of people in the south-east 
corridor.  They are up-beat and confident and they know that there is an end in sight after years of neglect.  They 
know that this Government has their best interests at heart. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  What nonsense! 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  They know that we have put our money where our mouth is; we have backed up our 
commitments.  If the member for Carine believes that is nonsense, she should look at her Government’s 
shameful history of deception on the Roe Highway issue.  People in the south-east corridor know that they are 
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getting a good deal from this Government and they know that they are getting another good deal from this 
budget. 

I want to talk briefly about the Government’s record of economic management.  I applaud the Treasurer and all 
ministers for the discipline they have shown in being able to deliver three budget surpluses in three years - not 
eight years.  The budgets have been based on sound economic management.  Members need not take my word 
for that, because obviously I have a barrow to push in this place and I am a very enthusiastic and keen member 
of the Gallop Labor Government.  Members should listen to people who are not, and in the past have not been, 
typically our allies; that is, the members of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia.  The 
chamber’s mid-term review of the performance of the Gallop Government gives a mixed report card.  Its 
introduction and summary states -  

From a business perspective, Labor’s record in its first two years has been a mix ranging from the very 
bad to the very good.   

The very bad aspects that the chamber outlined will come as no surprise to members.  It is critical of the fact that 
workers in Western Australia have enjoyed increased wages.  It is critical of the fact that we have supported 
workers in their endeavours to improve their situation.  That reflects the obvious difference in ideology between 
any Labor Government and the Chamber of Commerce and Industry.  I would expect it to be critical of us.  
Frankly, I welcome that criticism.  I wear it as a badge of honour that we are, in fact, the champion of workers.   

Mr R.N. Sweetman:  As long as you wear as a correlation the unemployment figures as a badge of honour as 
well. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  It is entirely predictable.  It is interesting to hear the member for Ningaloo interject and 
ask about unemployment.  It is interesting to note the rationale of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry for 
saying that we should not give increases in wages to low-paid workers and that there will be an increase in the 
rate of unemployment.  What is the record of this Government on unemployment?  The unemployment rate in 
our first year of government was 6.5 per cent.  It has fallen to six per cent and is anticipated to fall to 5.7 per 
cent.  In the three years we have been in government, employment grew by 1.1 per cent, 2.5 per cent and 
2.25 per cent respectively.  The Chamber of Commerce and Industry’s rhetoric does not match the reality of our 
performance.  Employment growth has been strong and unemployment has fallen.  The rate of economic growth 
has increased massively.  Real growth in state products in 2001-02 was 5.7 per cent, and it is anticipated to be 
4.25 per cent in 2003-04 and 4.5 per cent in the out years.  That is a fantastic job of economic management.  The 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry criticised the Government, predictably, for supporting workers by 
increasing their pay.  However, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry said that there were some very good 
aspects of our performance.  It said -  

On other issues, the government has made strong and significant progress where its predecessor 
languished.  CCI especially welcomes the reforms of the energy sector and proposals to break up 
Western Power Corporation.  

. . . 

The government has scored some significant achievements in management of fiscal policy.  It recorded 
surpluses in its first two years, and turned around the deficits projected just prior to the election. 

That is a ringing endorsement from people who are naturally inclined towards the other side of politics.  These 
are words from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry, not words from our sponsors.  This is not the Australian 
Council of Trade Unions evaluating our performance but a traditional supporter of members opposite.  The CCI 
said not only that this Government had done very well but also that the previous Government did very poorly.  
Referring to the Gallop Government, the CCI went on to say -  

. . . it has controlled expenditure growth more tightly than its predecessor. 

More importantly, it has put in place mechanisms to deliver ongoing budgetary control in future.  These 
began with the important first step of introducing a rational and transparent structure of government 
agencies by implementing the reforms recommended by the Machinery of Government Taskforce. 

That is a ringing endorsement of us and a slamming criticism of members opposite.  The CCI goes on to refer to 
further improvements that will be delivered by the Functional Review Taskforce and the cabinet expenditure 
review committee.  It continues -  

But these organisations will have little effect unless they are supported at Cabinet level to keep up the 
pressure for fiscal stringency.  The record of the previous administration suggests that this gets harder 
over time. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 15 May 2003] 

 p7865b-7878a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Brendon Grylls 

 [9] 

That is again a ringing endorsement of where this Government has got to.  It sounds a warning bell that we must 
continue but asks us not to go the way of the previous Administration. 

There we have it - the Chamber of Commerce and Industry giving a ringing endorsement of the performance and 
economic management of our Government.  That will continue in this budget because of the discipline displayed 
by the Treasurer and ministers in staying within their budgets rather than blowing them out.  They have been 
able to perform as a team and have seen the bigger picture.  I commend them on a brilliant job.  Members may 
want to read an independent analysis by the Under Treasurer of June 1998, in which he commented on problems 
that had been outlined in the budget process of the previous Government.  He highlighted four categories of 
budget incompetence.  I am conscious of the fact that other members wish to speak, but suffice it to say that 
there were four different ways in which individual ministers blew their budgets.  Who was the guilty party in all 
four cases - the only minister who got a mention in all four cases?  It was the then Minister for Education, the 
present Leader of the Opposition.  

Mr R.N. Sweetman interjected.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  It is very easy to be a good Minister for Education if one is extravagant; just blow the 
budget with no view of the bottom line.  It is not easy to deliver budget surpluses.  The previous Government 
could only do it three times, with the benefit of huge windfall gains such as stamp duty from the privatisation of 
AlintaGas.  The previous Government was incompetent.  That blows the myth of the Liberals being superior 
economic managers.  The present Treasurer and ministers have done well, and must keep up the good work.   

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [11.51 am]:  I will address three main areas in relation to this Bill: 
health, education and law and order.  I begin by congratulating the Government on introducing the nurse 
practitioners legislation.  I was very concerned that the Government might just be introducing this legislation to 
ease some of the problems it is having in country areas.  However, in the past week or so, the debate in the 
House on prostitution indicated how the Government can really show that it is committed to nurse practitioners.  
The key problems for sex workers are sexually transmitted diseases and drugs, and the associated psychological 
and social problems. 

I was fortunate to speak with some of the ex-prostitutes who had been able to leave the industry with the support 
they were given by Archbishop Hickey and Linda Watson, the ex-madam who now runs Linda’s House of Hope.  
I had the opportunity to speak only to girls, although I appreciate now, after looking at the Internet where these 
brothels are advertised, that there are both girls and boys in the industry.  They told me that some of them had 
drug habits, and they turned to prostitution because it was an easy way to earn money to feed those habits.  
Others told how, when they approached a brothel looking for work, the madams would look at their arms to see 
whether they were regular intravenous drug users.  If they were not, they would be turned away, because the 
madams said that girls who are on drugs give better service to the clients.  I listened to some of their stories, and 
watched some of the videos that have been made about the prostitution industry.  I seek leave to table one of 
these, entitled The Madam and Company for the information of members.  

[The videotape was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Last week, when I asked the minister about street prostitutes, she said that the police 
were clearly dealing with that problem.  Anyone who has the opportunity to look at that video will see a madam 
escorting her prostitutes down to the Fremantle wharf, and then handing out the cards as the sailors come off the 
ships.  There are many problems in the prostitution industry.  Some girls are on drugs before they go into the 
industry, but there is an increase in the use of drugs after girls enter the industry, not only because some of their 
clients introduce them to new drugs, but also because some prostitutes move to stronger drugs to help them 
ignore what is happening to them in the brothels.  Those prostitutes have health problems, and currently have 
regular checks for sexually transmitted diseases.   

I draw the attention of the House to some of the booklets prepared for prostitutes by Phoenix.  They refer to 
regular clients, how to get them and why they are needed.  They provide a list of parlours and escort agencies.  
There is also information about sexually transmitted diseases and the use of condoms.  Some of this information 
has been tabled in the upper House.  However, in all the information I have been able to collect I have found 
nothing about support services for prostitutes who want to leave the industry.  That is where this Government 
could make a big difference.  I have been told by many of these prostitutes that they lose their families; their 
children are taken away from them.  Some people see prostitution as a lucrative career.  However, because the 
prostitutes are using drugs and their drug habits increase while they are in the industry, some of these girls are 
spending well over $1 000 a day just to feed their drug habits.  When they want to leave the industry, they do not 
have a bank balance.  They may have been managed by a pimp, someone in the parlour, or a boyfriend or 
husband who also has a drug habit and is looking for his share of the profits.  When women want to stop working 
as prostitutes, there is usually nowhere for them to go.  I congratulate Linda Watson, the ex-madam, for setting 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 15 May 2003] 

 p7865b-7878a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Brendon Grylls 

 [10] 

up the House of Hope, which means some prostitutes now have somewhere to go.  It was stated in the House last 
week that there are something like 3 600 prostitutes in Western Australia alone.   

I have raised this issue under the health portfolio and I have congratulated the Government on the nurse 
practitioners legislation because the provision of nurse practitioners in this area would be an excellent way for 
the Government to try to assist prostitutes.  The Government would probably need to appoint six nurse 
practitioners.  This could be a designated area for nurse practitioners.  We know that school nurses already deal 
in schools with just about all the issues that nurses would need to deal with for adult prostitutes.  School nurses 
already provide education on sex and drugs, and assist with the social, physical and psychological problems of 
students.  Nurses could also work with prostitutes.  They could ensure that prostitutes who have sexually 
transmissible diseases or are taking drugs do not provide a service.  Such nurses would have counselling skills; 
they would have been involved in drug rehabilitation programs.  This would be a way for the Government to 
show that it would like to help these workers.   

I know that members of this Government are trying and have tried to help people in this area.  Before she 
became a member of the Legislative Council, Hon Sue Ellery wrote an article on understanding the employment 
relationship in the sex industry.  Although the Government did not provide all the information it needed to, it 
tried to do something when it funded Phoenix.  It is a shame that it did not include in that documentation more 
information on support services, drug control and rehabilitation centres.  Providing nurse practitioners to work in 
these areas would be a way for the Government to try to stop the problems associated with prostitution in 
Western Australia.  At the moment, drugs are ripe within brothels.  As I said before, drug dealers visit prostitutes 
as clients.  Once a drug dealer has seen a girl a few times, he will open up a satchel and ask which drug the girl 
would like to try.  Drug dealers are using prostitutes to introduce new drugs into the market.  The Government 
has so far put together documents on how prostitutes can keep their jobs and how they can look for employment.   

I am pleased that the Minister for Health has entered the Chamber.  I would like the minister to move into this 
area.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I think I’m a bit old, member.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I did not mean in a literal sense.  I meant that the Department of Health and nurse 
practitioners could play a major role in helping prostitutes, both in terms of teaching them more about sexually 
transmitted diseases -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I understand that it is intended that the prostitution legislation will fall under my portfolio.  If 
that is the case, I intend that it would be part and parcel of the process, and that the Department of Health would 
undertake all those things.  At the end of the day, women have a choice, but at the same time they must be able 
to make an informed choice.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Yes, an informed choice.  Does the minister agree that the current role of nurses covers 
every aspect that prostitutes face? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Absolutely. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Nurses would be able to assist prostitutes with their mental health and physical 
problems, provide drug counselling and deal with all the issues that confront prostitutes today.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I applaud the work of Perth Women’s Centre in Aberdeen Street.  I have visited that centre on 
a number of occasions.  That is exactly what that centre does.  Many of the staff of that centre are nurses.  I could 
not agree more with the member.  That is one of the reasons this Government is so insistent on moving that 
legislation into the health arena.  As well as making sure that there are proper sanctions in place that the 
community wants to support, there is also an absolute need to make sure that the health of women who, for 
whatever reason, become involved in this industry is properly supported.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am pleased to hear that, Minister for Health.  I would be delighted to help the minister 
further develop this role for nurse practitioners.  I spoke this morning with the Australian Nursing Federation, 
which also believes that this is a role that nurses currently perform.  The ANF agreed that it would be an 
excellent idea for this to be a designated area for nurse practitioners.  I know that the ANF would also be happy 
to work with the minister.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  As you may be aware, on Monday we appointed Dr Phillip Della as the first Chief Nursing 
Officer of this State.  That appointment now elevates the top position in nursing to the level of the chief medical 
officer in this State.  Nursing has been put on that platform.  I invite you to talk to Dr Della at any time to make 
sure that the nurse practitioner role is reflected wherever appropriate.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will speak with Dr Della.  I congratulate the minister on making that appointment. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Thank you.  He is a very worthy appointee.   
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Yes, and I look forward to working with him.   

I will now move on to law and order issues.  As I mentioned yesterday, the role of the police and the armed 
forces is to protect the community from harm that others want to inflict on it.  In terms of the protection of 
workers, the Government also has a role to protect the community from the manufacturers of certain products 
and the providers of certain services.  I will now consider the issue of smoking.  I am pleased that the Minister 
for Consumer and Employment Protection is in the House.   

Before I consider the Occupational Safety and Health Act, I will address one further comment to the Minister for 
Health.  Unless the Minister for Health cares to answer by way of interjection, I will ask him during question 
time today why, when the Health Amendment Act 1998 states that a review was meant to have been conducted 
after the expiry of the amendments on 12 January 1999, and was meant to have been tabled in this House one 
year after that date, the minister has still not tabled the review.  I believe that the minister is in breach of the Act 
and his role.  However, I will ask that question of the Minister for Health today. 

I will address the big question I have regarding the Occupational Safety and Health Act and smokers, to the 
Leader of the House.  The Act defines smoking as a poison, and we know that anyone who passively smokes 
within an enclosed space is exposed to those toxins.  The minister is fully aware of all the research that has been 
conducted in Western Australia, Australia and worldwide, yet he still allows people in the hospitality industry to 
work in enclosed spaces seven and a half hours a day or 37.5 hours a week.  I listened to government members 
state that the Labor Party has traditionally been there for the workers in offices and schools and in many other 
sectors such as the building industry and the public service.  However, the minister seems to have had no 
consideration for the workers in the hospitality industry.  This might have been acceptable five, 10 or 15 years 
ago, but it is not acceptable today because of the knowledge we now have about passive smoking.  We know that 
passive smoking causes heart disease, cancer and an increase in lung problems in children.  Each year 100 to 200 
children are admitted to Princess Margaret Hospital for Children because they are passive smokers because their 
parents smoke.  Tragically, this can also lead to sudden infant death syndrome.  The minister and the 
Government are well aware of the dangers of smoking, but the review has not been tabled.  Regulations were 
introduced several years ago of which the minister is well aware, yet no-one in this Government has done 
anything to help hospitality workers.  Although this Government has not done anything during its term of office, 
some people have worked very hard.  I congratulate the Australian Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous 
Workers Union, in particular Helen Creed, Sharryn Jackson - who is now Labor’s federal member for Hasluck - 
and Sue Lines.  I also congratulate the Australian Council on Smoking and Health and its director, a former 
federal Labor member for Stirling and Deputy Speaker of the House of Representatives.  Those two groups 
together with Professor Bill Musk, from the University of Western Australia, and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, 
were able to ensure that casinos were smoke free.   

Apart from research carried out by Healthway showing that 80 per cent of the community supports no smoking 
in enclosed public places, there is a strong move from within Labor Party ranks to stop smoking.  Many people 
find it difficult to comprehend why this Government has done nothing about the matter after two years in 
government.  Perhaps now the Government is ready to move; I very much hope that that is the case.  I hope the 
private member’s Bill that I tabled yesterday will get full support from the Labor Party.  It is not just the Western 
Australian community that would like to see that legislation introduced.  Legislation of this nature has already 
been introduced in New York and California, and last week it was introduced in the city of Boston.  Therefore, 
this State is a little behind the times, but the Government has the opportunity to come good in this area.   

Research has shown that young adults - those 18 years of age plus - who might be occasional smokers and who 
smoke two or three cigarettes a day or a week, move from being occasional smokers to becoming habitual and 
addicted smokers when they socialise with their friends in the hospitality area.  When cigarettes are being passed 
around in those venues, these young adults will smoke 10 to 15 cigarettes in an evening.  A ban on smoking in 
public places would protect not only the community from the harm associated with passive smoking, but also the 
young adults who are currently occasional smokers but are likely to become habitual smokers because smoking 
occurs inside hospitality venues.  I have spoken a little about health and about law and order.  I will now refer to 
education, from a slightly different angle.  The Government must not consider education from only the 
perspective of the three Rs.  I acknowledge that the Government is trying to improve education standards and 
provide adequate resources, and that the Minister for Education and Training wants to increase the age at which 
children can leave school.  I support funding to provide appropriate courses for the children who decide to stay at 
school.   

It is appropriate that the Minister for Education and Training is also the Minister for Sport and Recreation, 
because our youth are often neglected with regard to sport and recreation.  It concerns me that the minister 
supports the sale of school ovals and land.  Less than two per cent of land in one suburb of my electorate is 
public open space.  The minister is encouraging the sale of that land.  He says that it must be sold in order to 
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build a new school and improve the existing school’s facilities.  I am quite happy to take an interjection from the 
minister.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  The school is in your electorate, but you do not know what you are talking about.  My 
children go to that school.  That school is unable to use the two school ovals, which are part of the Department of 
Education precinct, because they are too far from the school buildings.  I am making a change that will allow the 
students to use a fully equipped and maintained oval, and the member is opposing it.  For the first time ever, the 
children will be able to use the oval.  They use the oval only one day a year, when they hold a sports day.  The 
rest of the time they have no play area, yet the member is opposing what I am doing.  In the same breath she says 
that more should be done for children with regard to sport and recreation.  She does not understand the dynamics 
involved in the issue.  I live in the area and my children go to school there.  I understand what I am doing, which 
is in the best interests of the children.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am very pleased the minister made those comments.  I am aware that the minister’s 
four daughters go to that school.  Some 18 months ago I saw the minister about the condition of the toilets at that 
school.  The young boys would hold on all day rather than use the toilets.  They could not reach the toilet button.  
The toilets were in a very poor condition.  When I asked the minister how he could allow that situation to 
continue, he informed me that his four daughters attend the school.  That is when I found out that the minister’s 
children attend that school.  The land at that school used to be a class A reserve.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  In 1959.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I beg the minister’s pardon.  Does he wish to interject again? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  In what year was it a class A reserve? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It was a class A reserve some 30 or 40 years ago. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  That is what I said.  It was a class A reserve in about 1959.  The Department of Education 
bought the land from the City of Melville for school purposes, to which it will now be applied for the first time 
ever.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I accept that the Department of Education bought the land.  Maps of the area at that time 
show that there was much more public open space in the area.  When the children left the school, they had other 
parks and venues in which to play.  The minister said that the children would have an oval to play on.  However, 
he has not said that the Government will knock down the buildings and sell the land.  Some of the parents are 
happy for a new school to be built, but they do not want to lose the open space.  They do not mind if some of the 
buildings are demolished and the lovely area where the trees are is kept for the children as a recreational area.  
However, that is not what the minister wants to do.  He wants the school bulldozed, the land sold and a new 
school built.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  We will build a new school.  I would have thought that most parents - not all - want it.  We 
will build a new school, and for the first time ever the children at that primary school will have access to an oval 
for play times and lunchtimes and after school.  They have never been able to access it before.  The member is 
right when she says that the current footprint of the building will be sold.  The first thing to do is to build a new 
school.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am informed that the children have access to the oval now.  Not only the children but 
also the public have access to that oval.  Under the Town Planning and Development Act - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  His children go there.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Unfortunately I do not have time to go into some of the issues under the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure’s portfolio.  I would be delighted to be given another 45 minutes - in fact another 
three hours - to deal with issues under her portfolio.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I understand that the member is acting on information that has been provided to her.  
However, I know that area intimately.  I know how much the two ovals are used.  In contrast, I know how much 
the Marmion reserve is used.  That reserve is just 250 metres away from the school, and organised sports are 
played there under lights.  I ask the member to give me a little more time, because I am also working on the 
redevelopment of the high school, which for the first time in many years will, I hope, open up the high school 
oval to community use.  I have not been able to nail that down yet, but within the next four to six weeks I hope to 
make an announcement about it.  The member knows that the high school is absolutely magnificent.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  That will come within my boundaries.  I am looking forward to that. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  It has not happened yet.  For the first time in many years, the Melville High School will be 
opened up for community use.  Although the oval at the primary school will be lost, a brand new school will be 
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built and the kids will be provided with an oval that they can use for the first time.  As part of that development, 
I want Melville High School’s oval opened for community use.  It is a good development.   
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I appreciate that the minister wants to provide better facilities for the students. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I am going to. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  He intends to provide better facilities.  What other options has the minister considered 
on the land in view of the fact that there is less than two per cent public open space in that suburb?  What about 
using the metropolitan regional tax fund to buy back the land or give it to the community so the community will 
not lose that public open space?  Money is exchanged from one department to another all the time.  Why can 
there not be an exchange of funds to ensure that the suburb and community do not lose their public open space? 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  There is a debate about whether the two school ovals are correctly designated as public open 
space.  They are actually for educational purposes.  The ovals are not able to be used in that way at the moment.  
They are so lightly used that the member would not believe it.  There is virtually no use of the ovals.  I know 
because I live nearby; I see it and I talk to people.  I understand that people want a nice green space to look at but 
no-one uses the ovals.  I guarantee that once the new primary school is built and one oval receives decent 
facilities and is cared for, the amount of use of the public open space, as the member calls it, will be much 
greater than it is now.  I guarantee that because it will be properly cared for.  I hope to reach an agreement with 
the City of Melville to share some management ideas.  The City of Melville has been told that the option is 
available for it to purchase the current school footprint site.  I do not think it will because it will have to spend 
money.  It says there is a chronic shortage of public open space at the very time it is allowing people to subdivide 
their blocks and potentially double the population and the impact on the available space.  I do not accept the lines 
of argument it runs.  When examined closely, one can see they are full of holes.  I have told the council and the 
department that I am willing to become involved in negotiations between them over the potential use of the 
school footprint site.  It is possible to achieve what they want to achieve but I will not give it to them.  The 
council sold the land to the Department of Education and Training at commercial rates.  I will not give it back to 
the council for the taxpayers of the rest of Western Australia to subsidise the City of Melville.  I am a ratepayer 
in the council.  The City of Melville is allowing subdivision to increase its rate base. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The Town Planning and Development Act states there should be 10 per cent public open 
space.  Where does the minister believe the responsibility to achieve that lies?  Is it a state government or a local 
council responsibility? 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  For a start, my understanding of the 10 per cent public open space requirement is that it is for 
new developments.  It is not my responsibility, as Minister for Education and Training, to help local government 
authorities in their aspirations - if that is what it really is; look at what they are doing - to tell their ratepayers 
they are providing more public open space by giving them education department land.  That is not my 
responsibility.  I would be negligent in my responsibilities to the rest of the State and the children of this State if 
I started handing over education department assets to local government authorities that are allowing subdivisions 
to build up population pressure many times over on the available public open space.  My responsibility is to 
properly provide for the children of the State and to manage the education department of this State.  I am sorry I 
took up so much of the member’s time.  I can provide details to the member in written form. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I would appreciate that because the community is very concerned.  The City of Melville 
has a new council.  There are two new councillors; they are both very community minded.  There has been a 
change in the balance of the council.  The 10 per cent public open space requirement should be enforced by the 
Government rather than by councils. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Retrospectively?  We cannot go around bulldozing houses in established suburbs. 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What about the Liberals for greenhouse gases group? 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  If I am granted an extension of time I will respond to the minister’s ridiculous comment.  
Unless I am given an extension the minister is not worth responding to. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I have encouraged the councils to negotiate with the education department. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  If so, I look forward to meeting with the minister, some councillors and the community. 
MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [12.36 pm]:  I welcome the opportunity to comment on this year’s budget.  As 
the newest member of this Parliament, this is probably the one and only opportunity of the year for me to provide 
a wide-ranging review of my electorate in the past year.  I will also comment on the effect that last week’s 
budget will have on my electorate. 
Before I start I welcome back the member for Swan Hills.  It is fantastic to see her looking so well and 
recovering from her illness.  It is great to see her back on deck giving this side of the House a hard time again. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Very statesmanlike. 
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Thank you.  The minister will probably not be saying that shortly! 

I hold shadow portfolio responsibilities in the National Party for water and business.  My initial comments on the 
budget will specifically focus on those portfolios.  I will then comment on my electorate and the effects this 
budget will have on it.  The most critical issue for the State is rain.  It is good to have a few solid days of rainfall.  
I am happy to report that the rain has been quite significant in the agricultural region, especially in the wheatbelt.  
I was happy to read in the farming press this morning that my home town of Corrigin has received some of the 
most significant rainfall in the State.  The rain has progressed from the south west of the wheatbelt to the 
northern wheatbelt, which normally is quite dry.  The seeding programs are well under way.  It is good to see 
such a great change in attitude by landowners and people planting crops, as well as by the whole community.  
They have all been affected by the bad season.  Local shoe shops, hairdressers and farm supply operators can 
look forward to a promising year.  The income is in the system and, hopefully, they can go forward without 
experiencing the significant problems caused by last year’s drought.  The rain is most welcome and will provide 
benefits to the agricultural region and the State.  Despite that, we are facing a crisis of some sort under the 
National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality.  The national action plan has been my key concern since I 
came to this place, and still there have been no results.  Members must be aware that I am talking about a 
$158 million offer from the Commonwealth to Western Australia that will allow the State to implement salinity 
and water quality projects.  The plan will match the State’s contribution dollar for dollar.  Therefore, over the 
next seven years, $316 million could be used to fight Western Australia’s salinity and water quality problems.  
Western Australia is the only State not to have signed a bilateral agreement with the Commonwealth 
Government.  In its budget speech, the Commonwealth Government referred to its concern about the direction of 
this issue and Western Australia’s inability to devise a plan that meets the criteria set down by the 
Commonwealth Government.  Western Australia’s ability to receive matching commonwealth funding is at a 
standstill, and it looks like the situation will remain the same in the near future.  That is extremely distressing to 
not only me as a member of Parliament, but also my electorate.  I am sure that everybody involved in land care 
in Western Australia is hanging on every word of both the state and federal ministers involved in reaching an 
agreement on the national action plan.   

I was disappointed that there was no allocation for national action plan moneys in the budget announced by the 
Treasurer last week.  It concerns me, because when questioned in the upper House, the Minister for Agriculture 
said that if an agreement on the national action plan had been reached before May, it would have allowed the 
State to access commonwealth funding, and then allocations for funding the plan could have been made in this 
budget.  I refer to a letter written by the Prime Minister on 31 March, which is well before the May cut-off date 
referred to by Minister for Agriculture.  In his letter the Prime Minister states -  

I am prepared to recognise $31.48 million towards initial priority projects for the NAP in Western 
Australia, as described in Attachment A.   

The initial priority projects eligible for commonwealth funding include $1.2 million for regional coordinators; 
$6 million for catchment demonstrations; $4 million for engineering evaluations; $1.57 million for state 
administration; and, $18.71 million for AlintaGas funds, which were allocated to salinity.  Therefore, the 
Commonwealth Government recognised that $31.48 million worth of funds could receive matching funding 
from the Commonwealth.  However, the latest budget does not contain that $31.48 million.  Once again, this 
situation is in limbo.  In the statements he has made to the upper House, the Minister for Agriculture has 
revealed the complete lack of interest that the Gallop Labor Government has shown towards salinity and water 
quality problems in Western Australia.  At the moment, we languish as the only State in the Commonwealth that 
has not signed off on the bilateral agreement.  Once again, political gains, trickery and skulduggery have been 
involved in this issue.   

I turn now to an editorial that appeared in the Farm Weekly a couple of weeks ago.  The National Party has been 
the only party to take up the national action plan fight with the State Government on behalf of landowners and 
people interested in the environment.  The Farm Weekly editorial states -  

After months of stalling, a bilateral agreement was finally signed between both parties in November last 
year.  With WA’s reluctance to sign the NAP coming under criticism from various quarters, Dr Gallop 
found $88m for an initial commitment to the NAP, with the proviso that the remaining funds to match 
the $158m would be negotiated by the two governments before the 2003/04 state budget.   

But again Dr Gallop wanted the upper hand - he made more demands by insisting that most of the NAP 
contributions had to be tied to six “priority projects” as nominated by his government.  Mr Howard 
rejected the notion, expressing concern at locking up such a significant proportion of funds this way.  It 
was on this basis that Mr. Howard instead offered the lesser amount of $31m for the “priority projects”, 
resulting in the current stand-off.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 15 May 2003] 

 p7865b-7878a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Martin Whitely; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Brendon Grylls 

 [15] 

The National Party is not alone in its extreme concern about the state of the national action plan.  The Farm 
Weekly, one of the two major rural newspapers in Western Australia, has also called on the Government to get its 
act into gear and to provide the funds for the NAP.  Sadly, like last year, this year’s budget does not contain any 
funding for the NAP.  Given the way this debate has taken place, I am extremely concerned that the State 
Government will not make any commitment towards finding matching funding for the NAP.  That would be an 
absolute travesty for Western Australia land care and for the State’s salinity problems.  The green tinge that the 
Government claimed after it ended the logging of old-growth forests has been lost in the wheatbelt, where 
salinity is a far more serious problem.  However, because that issue does not have a feel-good nature to it, not 
even $1 can be found for national action plan matching funding.   

I turn now to the water symposium, which was held last year.  I am extremely concerned that both the member 
for Warren-Blackwood and I were denied the chance to speak at the water symposium, particularly given some 
of the strange recommendations that are now being implemented.  Yesterday we had quite a lengthy debate 
about the Labor Government’s decision to gain an administration fee from farmers for their dams.  Today’s 
business section of The West Australian reports that mining companies are extremely concerned about that same 
charge.  Consider also the amazing scenario of subsidies being provided for the purchase of water tanks under 
the Government’s plan to save water, even though previous Water Corporation research has revealed that the 
water tank option is twice as expensive as the Kimberley pipeline.  Once again, the Government has flown in the 
face of research and science and taken the populist option to supply a subsidy on water tanks.  The Managing 
Director of the Water Corporation, Dr Jim Gill, is regularly on radio and in the media generally extolling the 
virtues of not drinking the water from home-based rainwater tanks because the quality of that water cannot be 
guaranteed.  I am extremely concerned that the recommendations of the water symposium do not reflect what the 
public wants and what the facts state.   

One of the issues I hoped to raise at the water symposium was desalination and the opportunity that it presents 
for not only country towns but also the wider country area.  The rising watertable in many country towns causes 
the salinity issue about which I have previously spoken.  As a result of an innovative plan, the watertables in 
some regional towns have been lowered.  The water is pumped from under the towns into evaporation ponds.  I 
do not know why the Government cannot find the funds to carry out extensive research and development to 
harness this water resource, which is already being pumped, and turn it into an asset.  The reason the Merredin 
desalination project received one year of funding and was then nipped in the bud alludes me.  Water and salinity 
issues should be a priority for this Government.  I will continue to ensure that desalination options from the 
wheatbelt are pushed to the fore.   

Recently I had a discussion with Harvey Water about some of the issues it is facing.  Harvey Water is 
responsible for the irrigation of vast quantities of the south west and much of the horticultural produce from 
which this State benefits.  It faces a problem with the dam safety program for the Waroona, Drakesbrook, 
Samson Brook, Stirling and Wellington dams.  The cost of the dam safety project will probably reach 
$100 million.  The irrigators and Harvey Water are extremely concerned that the $100 million will be sought 
from irrigators and customers of Harvey Water.  Placing a cost burden of an extra $100 million on the irrigators 
would increase their water costs by up to 100 per cent. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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