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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.  

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [5.33 pm]:  I was saying before question time that one of the 
groups of people who pays a very substantial price for the current housing boom in Western Australia is the 
group that pays rent.  It is interesting to note that the Department of Treasury and Finance published its own 
report on this matter in March this year.  The report released by the Department of Treasury and Finance found 
that 31 per cent of low-income earners buying a house in 2003-04 expected housing stress - as the report called 
it - which occurs when a household that is in the bottom 40 per cent of the income distribution pays more than 
30 per cent of its income on housing costs.  It also noted that the up-front costs of buying a property for first 
home buyers in Western Australia had increased from just under $12 000 in 2001 to nearly $50 000 in 2006, and 
the report clearly confirmed that affordability had hit record lows.  I was interested in a report of April this year 
on renting accommodation that suggested the median house rent in Perth had risen $60 in two years and was now 
$280 a week.  Only two months later, just the other day, on Saturday, 2 June, a newspaper article said that the 
median house figure for rentals in Perth had now hit a record $300 a week.  The article in fact referred to a report 
from Australian Property Monitors that confirmed that the rental market across the country was exceptionally 
buoyant, with median weekly rents at record levels for all capitals except Darwin.  Apart from it being difficult 
for young people to get into a rental house, an interesting aspect is that older people who are renting houses - 
people sometimes referred to as old renters - also face a very bleak future.  Often, seniors in rented 
accommodation in WA rent units rather than houses.  The article that I have with me notes that in the past year 
the median weekly rent for a unit in Perth had jumped 25 per cent to $250.  However, the latest figures from the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics indicate that one in seven people over the age of 65 are in rental accommodation, 
and a high proportion of those people - about 20 per cent - are renting and paying bills alone.  That is double the 
rate for older couples who are renting.  However, it shows the pressure that is on both young people and older 
people in the rental market in Perth.  That is really part of the ugly side of the housing boom that we see in 
Western Australia. 

It is fair enough for someone to say: what is the Liberal opposition doing about it?  Members would no doubt 
recognise that late last year Paul Omodei, the leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party in Western Australia, in 
fact commissioned a housing affordability task force, under the chairmanship of Mike Nahan, to examine the 
issues in Western Australia and come up with some solutions.  The task force report was brought down earlier 
this year.  Some of the points that Dr Nahan and his team acknowledged were that in 2001 housing affordability 
in Western Australia was higher than at any other time in the state’s history and was the highest of all the 
mainland capital cities.  In 2001 there was also a change of state government in Western Australia, when the 
Labor Party took office.  By December 2006 the situation had reversed itself and Perth had the least affordable 
housing in the country.  A lot of the issues that the task force looked at showed that the planning policies that 
were being followed by the government were flawed, in both design and implementation, and were inconsistent 
with sustaining adequate levels of housing affordability.  Clearly, the current government policy does not take 
into account or represent the interests or wishes of Western Australian households.  Some of the other findings 
indicate that the household income required to buy a median-priced house in Western Australia had blown out to 
$110 000 per annum; that only three Perth suburbs provided affordable housing for families on a median income 
of, say, $59 000 a year; and that there were now no affordable suburbs in the whole of the Perth metropolitan 
area for low-income families; that is, families with an income of less than $51 000 a year.  When the task force 
published its report, it noted that the median house price for non-metropolitan Western Australia was $50 000 
higher than in Melbourne.  It further showed, as part of the work it had done, that first home buyer participation 
in Western Australia had fallen from 25 per cent in the 1990s to 12.4 per cent in November 2006.  They are very 
significant figures, with a horrific effect on young people.  

Hon Helen Morton:  It is a disaster. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  It is a disaster, as Hon Helen Morton indicated.  The parliamentary secretary read the 
budget speech when she presented the budget papers, and the speech is published in a glossy handout booklet.  It 
tries to show that things in Western Australia could not be better.  The only thing that could not be better at this 
stage of the game is the revenue that the government enjoys from the high taxes it imposes on the citizens of 
Western Australia.  Underlying the glossy speech that was presented to the house is a very significant situation 
encompassing a lot of bleak prospects for those who are renting or trying to get into the housing market, in 
particular for the first time. 

I have nearly exhausted my unlimited time, but I want to make one more point. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Do you want an extension?  I can move for one. 
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Hon GEORGE CASH:  I do not think I will need an extension, but I want to make a very important point.  It is 
a point that most first home buyers would be reflecting on as they go around at this stage - that is, in the two 
weeks or so following the budget - looking for their home, believing what they read in the paper about the stamp 
duty being at a lesser rate than before.  As they sign up for their first home today, one of the first things the real 
estate agent would say to them is that the stamp duty they are required to pay on this contract is the same stamp 
duty they would have had to pay 12 months ago.  When the first home buyer asks about the reduction in stamp 
duty for first home buyers that the government has been trumpeting for so long, the agent is obliged to say that 
when the contract is signed, the buyer will become liable for the stamp duty as it was 12 months ago, and as it 
was on the day of the budget.   

There is no current reduction in stamp duty, because the bill is not even in this house.  There are two or three 
sitting weeks before the end of the parliamentary session.  If those bills do not arrive in this house and are not 
passed by this house, there can be no reduction in stamp duty for first home buyers.  I ask the government: where 
are the bills it has been talking about for months and months?  The fact that there were likely to be reductions in 
stamp duty for first home buyers was not something that came out of the blue; the government has been talking 
about that possibility for a very long time.  One would have assumed that, when the appropriation bills were 
introduced, two minutes after having completed the speech, the government would have introduced the revenue 
bills to allow for a reduction in stamp duty rates in Western Australia.  Whether or not the bills have been 
introduced in the other place remains to be seen, but they certainly have not arrived in this place, and if they 
arrived today we certainly could not deal with them before the end of the week, even though I would hope that 
the opposition would expedite their passage to assist home buyers in Western Australia.  

At present, first home buyers are required to pay the same stamp duty they would have had to pay 12 months 
ago, and the same stamp duty they would have had to pay on budget day. The only consolation is that they can 
get a rebate in due course if and when the bills go through the house.  However, it is cash money upfront and a 
rebate in due course after the bills have gone through the house, because at the moment the law is the law.  The 
government has let first home buyers down by not addressing that matter in a more timely manner.  I ask the 
parliamentary secretary to get the bills into the house.  If they are introduced today, I will talk to my colleagues 
on this side of the house and see whether we can pass them by Thursday.  That is how important it is.  They are 
revenue bills.  They will reduce the stamp duty for first home buyers.  

Hon Ken Travers interjected.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Put up or shut up.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Was the member telling me to put up or shut up, or is he telling me just to shut up? 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  No, I was just interjecting in an unruly fashion across the floor.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Indeed.  I ask the parliamentary secretary to introduce the bills.  

Hon Ken Travers:  I think Hon Simon O’Brien was being very rude to you.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I will not digress, because I think there are probably other speakers.  I appreciate the 
interjections anyway, because one thing I learnt in my time in the Legislative Assembly is that -  

Several members interjected. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I want the Minister for Fisheries to listen to this, because it will give him an 
opportunity in due course.  When someone interjects, it is the best thing that can happen to the member on his 
feet because he has control of the situation.  That is why I know Hon Jon Ford would never interject.  That 
cannot be said for the minister who sits next to Hon Jon Ford, who often opens the gate. 

Hon Ken Travers:  The one thing we know about you, Hon George Cash, is that you can keep a speech going 
for as long as you want and kill it off whenever you want anyway. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Indeed, and to save the member from interjecting any further, I will kill it off right 
now.  I have made comments about the budget.  I will get another opportunity when the bills come into the 
house, because we are talking about the tabled papers at the moment.  I support the motion that was originally 
moved by the parliamentary secretary in respect of the tabled papers. 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [5.47 pm]:  This morning I had the pleasure of being shown the 
breast-screening department at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  Four or five years ago, I went to a breakfast given 
by the Cancer Council of Western Australia and heard about how the centre had one very old ultrasound 
machine that had already passed its use-by date.  It still has this machine, plus another one that is four years old.  
The one that is four years old is quite a modern machine.  This morning I sat amongst 10 women who were 
waiting to have ultrasounds, and there were another 10 in the front office.  The reason so many were waiting was 
that the old ultrasound machine is now 13 years old and the radiographers hate using it, for a good reason.  It is 
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practically obsolete.  This clinic is known as the clinic for excellence, but when it has only two ultrasound 
machines - one that works and one that is obsolete - it has a problem.  One doctor who sits in the office looking 
at X-rays could be used more often if there were two modern state-of-the-art ultrasound machines.  This 
ultrasound must service all the women in Western Australia, including many from my country electorate.  They 
are referred by the mobile breast clinic, which is an extremely good service.  I would not want anyone here to 
believe that I do not think the breast clinic is an extremely worthwhile service.  When I was sitting in the clinic 
this morning, I noticed that there did not seem to be much privacy; it is a very small space.  However, the staff 
are excellent.  I hope that the Labor women who are listening will take up this cause.  There are two in the house 
at present - Hon Shelley Archer and Hon Kate Doust.  The others are away on urgent parliamentary business, but 
I hope they will take up the cause.  I will certainly be taking this cause up myself because many women in 
Western Australia will be saved if they are detected early.  If we had two modern machines, more women would 
be able to be tested.  It may sound a bit below the belt, but if the chief executive officer of the Department of 
Health can get $500 000 for holding that position, surely we can have one more ultrasound machine.  I do not 
believe that it would cost $500 000.  It is an extremely worthwhile project.   

Last week in New Zealand a 44-year-old woman who needed an electric oxygen pump to breathe died after the 
energy company cut off the power to her house because a $122 power bill had not been paid.  That news was 
reported worldwide.  The Prime Minister of New Zealand had to come out and say that New Zealand was not a 
heartless country.  In Western Australia, during the first week of April a mother and her two sons - Cozette 
Pickering, her eight-year-old son Shayden and her 12-year-old son Reece - died when their Homeswest house 
burnt down in Karrinyup.  I put these tragic events together because Cozette Pickering owed some $300 to 
Synergy.  It allegedly cut off her power some three weeks before the house burnt down.  I have put questions on 
notice about this particular situation that have not been answered.  Her grown-up children tell me that the power 
had been cut.  I believe that Synergy had tried to engage her in some sort of payment plan but it failed in its 
attempts.  The power was then cut off.  I believe that is particularly heartless.  We can only speculate because we 
do not know what caused the fire but if the power had been left on, candles would not have been used and 
perhaps a mother and her two little boys might still be alive.  There has to be a better way.  How terribly pathetic 
it would be if it turns out that $300 could have saved three lives.  I have worded that very carefully because a 
coronial inquest is taking place, but that should never happen in Western Australia.  I am not saying that the 
Labor Party does not care - it was probably as horrified as I was - but I make the point that there has to be a 
better way.  I wish to put forward a better way.  As soon as people are having trouble with any utility, the utility 
must cut through the privacy laws and ring up the financial section of the Department for Community 
Development to see if the people concerned have children.  If they have children, there has to be another way.  
Utilities cannot be cut off when children are in a house.   

This state is in an economic boom.  The word on the street via the government’s spin is that everyone is 
prospering.  The figures certainly look impressive.  The Treasurer tells us that we have the nation’s lowest 
unemployment, highest business confidence levels and the fastest growth in retail sales.  The Treasurer says that 
the state’s economy has stepped up to a new level, a level we have never seen before, following expected growth 
of six per cent for the current year.  The economy is expected to grow by 4.5 per cent in 2007-08.  If the budget 
was and is so good, why did people criticise it?  Why did the Western Australian Council of Social Service say 
that this budget hit low income earners through higher fares and cost increases?  The government might not 
realise that every day, 35 people, many with children, are turned away from services for homeless people in 
Western Australia.  These figures come from WACOSS.  Specific groups have experienced harsher changes in 
the cost of living.  Age and disability support pensioners who are reliant on the rental market and public 
transport, for example, have experienced cost increases that are 30 per cent greater than underlying inflation 
rates.   

Housing affordability is in crisis.  Houses for purchase and rental accommodation at the low end of the price 
scale are scarce, with increasing numbers of Western Australians in housing stress, paying more than 30 per cent 
of their income on housing costs.  It is estimated that the percentage of children living in poverty is between 
13 per cent and 17 per cent.  I looked for figures on how many children in WA were in poverty.  The latest I 
could find were from Anglicare.  It went through the six marginal federal seats in the 2001 election.  It found that 
32 000 children under the age of 15 are living in houses where both parents do not work.  Hopefully that would 
have changed a bit in 2005-06 with the economic times.  If WACOSS is saying that 35 people are turned away 
from services for homeless people in Western Australia, it means that there are still a lot of children in poverty.  I 
must try to find the most up-to-date figures.  I suppose I will have to wait until the results of the next census 
come out because there are no ABS statistics in that form.  WACOSS also says that economic indicators put WA 
at the forefront of the nation for housing, jobs, business investment and resources on the back of business 
investment rising by 51.2 per cent.  Western Australia’s domestic economy grew at 14 per cent in the June 2006 
quarter compared with the same period a year earlier, higher than China’s growth rate of 11.3 per cent and the 
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fastest in the nation.  I do not always go by what WACOSS says but in the following case it is quite on the mark.  
In a media release it says - 

“At the same time that the Government is handing out $1.2billion in tax cuts and embarking on a 
massive infrastructure investment on the back of the boom, people being left behind from the boom are 
suffering from homelessness, ill health, isolation and a lack of support services, . . .  

I will go into that later - 

The treasurer has made a start at addressing the current crisis issues of housing and child protection, but 
we need to see the long term plan . . .  

I will also go into that later in my speech - 

Community agencies are turning away over a third of clients, unable to meet the demand for help and 
the budget fails to turn around this crisis, at best only partly plugging the leaking hole in community 
wellbeing.   

. . .  

The budget allocation for the reformed child protection system does not consider the resources required 
for promoting children and family welfare to prevent child abuse from occurring in the first place, or 
the role that the Department for Communities should play.  The Department for Communities has an 
operating budget . . . of only $30mil while the Department for Child Protection has an operating budget 
of $230mil . . .  

I will also explain that further.  WACOSS was not particularly happy with this budget.  I want to point out that 
there are people living in poverty and it seems that we are just skimming the surface where they are concerned 
because everyone likes to point out what a boom time we are having.  The government budget papers said that 
there were 2 220 children in state care as at 30 June 2006.  This was a six per cent increase on the year before.  
The government expects that there will be a further 20 per cent increase for 2006-07.  Either it has found the 
400 children who it is expecting to be living in poverty already or a further 20 per cent are now living in poverty.  
I am pleased that the government has finally recognised that there needs to be flexibility for placements to 
maintain a range of flexible, high quality placements and support for children in care, many of whom are 
vulnerable and at risk due to their past experiences.  There remains a need for intensive quality services to 
prevent children from entering care, support and treatment services whilst in care and services to manage their 
transition from care. 

Today members heard me ask a question without notice.  I think we would all be horrified at the answer to that 
question.  It relates to a 12-year-old who is in detention.  He was placed in care in 2001.  He has had 17 homes 
since then - he must have been placed in care when he was six years old - and then went to prison in 2007.  This 
child also underwent a prior period of detention in 2006, so he would have been 11.   

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Before the dinner suspension, I was talking about the children who have been 
placed in juvenile detention.  I was indicating that one child had been placed in 17 homes since 2001 and that he 
had been placed in detention when he was 11 years old.  Another 14-year-old child had been placed 16 times 
since 2001, before he and the other boy were imprisoned.  A 13-year-old had a period of care in 2004, but had 
10 placements prior to detention.   
Hon Barbara Scott:  Where are they being detained?   
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I presume they are at Banksia Hill.  One 13-year-old was placed in detention in 
2007 but had been in detention on three prior occasions: twice in 2006 when he would have been 12 and once in 
2005 when he would have been only 11 years of age.  From memory, the youngest age of a child placed in 
detention at Banksia Hill was 10 years.  The second 13-year-old placed in detention in 2007 had been in 
detention on four previous occasions, all in 2006.  It is very obvious that something is not working.  Two 
15-year-olds entered the chief executive officer’s care in 2005.  One of the 15-year-olds had 13 prior placements 
and the second had five prior placements.  
I guess government members sometimes wonder why I stand here and continue to talk about foster care and how 
foster care needs to be done better.  I maintain that if clinical psychologists and a multidisciplinary team are 
involved, those children can be better matched with foster parents so that they are placed only once rather than 
on 17 different occasions.  They would not end up in jail at 10 or 11 years of age.  If I were put into 17 different 
homes by the age of 10, I would probably end up in jail.  Every time those children change places, they need to 
change schools, get to know new people and get used to a different bedroom.  Everything is different.  How must 
they feel if they have to pack up their stuff and get taken to a different home 17 times?  Those children feel 
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unloved after being placed in a different home for the third time.  They know that nobody wants them and they 
feel unwanted and unloved.  They know that their future will not be very good.  This government must do better. 
Before the suspension I said that quality services are needed to prevent children from entering care support and 
treatment services whilst in care, and that services are required to manage their transition from care.  Members 
have mentioned the proposed hostel at the Kath French Centre.  I wonder why the government keeps on saying 
that it is the first proposal of its kind, because one already exists.  Does anybody remember a child the 
newspaper dubbed “Peter the Rabbit”?  When he was 10 years old, he would rob from houses and he stole cars.  
He was put into detention for two years, but it was not at Banksia Hill Detention Centre; it was at a facility run 
by the Department for Community Development.  I have been told that at times there have been probably 12 or 
15 children in that facility, and each child costs $1 500 a week.  “Peter the Rabbit” got out again when he was 
12 or 14 years old.  I think the newspaper report stated that he was about 14.  What did he then do?  He went on 
another stealing spree.  What does the government mean when it says that it does not have therapeutic services 
where the kids are?  I looked at last year’s budget, which shows that the government has allocated something 
like $8 million, from memory, for that facility.  I could be wrong, because I have not looked it up tonight.  Why 
is it costing so much for these children to be placed in that facility?  Surely the facility has therapeutic services 
and clinical psychologists; and, if it does not, why not?  Why has this little bloke, who has been locked up for 
two years, been released and why has he started the same type of behaviour all over again so that he is then put 
back into detention?  I do not know whether he was put in the same lock-up facility or Banksia Hill. 
Hon Barbara Scott:  He was sent to Broome on a plane with a 19-year-old cousin who is a drug addict. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Hon Barbara Scott tells me that he was put on a plane to Broome with a 
19-year-old drug addicted cousin.  If that is what the department is doing, it must have a serious look at what is 
being done.  As I said, there is already a lock-down facility.  Why does this government keep saying that there is 
not?  Government members can correct me if I am wrong, but I have spoken to people who work in those 
facilities, and so I know that there is one here.  The workers call the children $1 500 babies.  That boy did not get 
the help he needed.  I hope that when the Kath French Centre is done up, the kids will get the help that they need. 
Minister Templeman, the former Minister for Child Protection, said in the budget estimates in the other place 
that he visited a lock-down facility in Melbourne and noted that one important element of those sorts of facilities 
is the need to also provide therapeutic services so that a child has not only secure accommodation but also the 
other services that go along with it.  In Western Australia, 180 children have alleged that they were abused while 
in state care over a 19-month period.  Those children are not safe from their state caregivers.  On page 1178 of 
the Budget Statements under “Outcomes and Key Effectiveness Indicators” for 2005-06 under “Outcome: 
Children and young people in the CEO’s care receive quality care”, this government states that the proportion of 
children in the CEO’s care who are safe from abuse by caregivers is 99.8 per cent, and that for the 2006-07 
budget it is 100 per cent.  It was not long ago when I chaired the Select Committee on the Adequacy of Foster 
Care Assessment Procedures by the Department for Community Development that we heard of 59 children who 
were not safe from their caregivers.  They were being abused while in state care.  This has to be an untruth.  I 
will not say it is an outright lie because statistics can go up and down over the years.  It brings me to the issue of 
all those Aboriginal children who are abused and then placed with relatives and re-abused.  I have the figures to 
back that up.  In the Gwenn Murray report the figure for Aboriginal children who had been re-abused was 
something like 42 per cent.  That was not so long ago, so how can this government say that 99.8 per cent of 
children are safe in care?  They are not.  What about the 180 children who have alleged abuse?  The total number 
of children in care subject to substantiated abuse in 2006-07 is eight, according to the estimates hearings in the 
other place.  If only eight children’s cases have been substantiated, God help the others whose cases have not! 
The government estimates that new protection order applications will increase by 55 per cent compared to the 
previous year.  The extent of this increase is placing stress on the capacity of services that support children and 
families.  Why does this government estimate that sort of increase?  Why does it not get out and be proactive?  
Why are government members sitting there waiting to see that new protection orders will be 55 per cent more?  
That is one helluva figure.  Does this mean the government knows of children who are being left in 
unsatisfactory conditions?  Are there children who the department knows have been neglected but it cannot do 
anything about because of understaffing and lack of placements?  If members recall, neglect of children is the 
number one issue around the world.  They go under the radar.  Many Aboriginal children are neglected and they 
go under the radar; they are undetected.  In fact, in the last 22 years it has got worse.   
The Treasurer mentions families and says the government will continue to assist WA families by keeping 
increases in key state government tariffs, fees and charges below inflation.  How can members opposite put such 
a spin on what they are doing for ordinary taxpayers?  He goes on to say - 

Annual spending by a ‘representative household’ on the basket of State government goods and services 
will increase by $133.65, or 3.95 per cent.  Included in these figures is a $27.30 . . . increase in water 
charges for the average household.   
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. . .  

These decisions follow the freeze in key household charges in 2004-05 and the decision to remove, 
reduce or freeze a number of tariffs, fees and charges in 2005-06.  In seven years, Labor has reduced 
key household fees and charges for a representative household by $413 . . . 

How can he say that?  Where did he get this figure from?  How can the truth be stretched to breaking point like 
this and people be expected to believe it? 
Hon Kim Chance:  What part of it do you dispute? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Just keep listening.  Every household in WA will pay an extra $134 per annum 
for the basket of household goods and services.  As Troy Buswell pointed out in the other place, there are 
approximately 822 000 households in Western Australia.  The amount of $134 multiplied by 822 000 will 
provide the Treasurer with an extra $110 million of revenue from householders in WA.  Last year it was only 
$31.  The government is good at spin.  In 2007-08, the Treasurer says, families will be better off under Labor.  
Spending by the representative household on the above basket of state government goods and services will 
decrease by $80.74.  He says this equates to a 2.5 per cent decrease on the previous year’s expenditure on the 
same basket of goods and services and is significantly below the forecast inflation rate of 2.5 per cent.  Who 
would know what a 3.95 per cent increase means and who would know exactly what 2.5 per cent means?   
Hon Kim Chance:  It means exactly what it says. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Different terminology is used for each year.  All I and many others in the 
electorate know is that this government has ripped us off, and it is continuing to do so.   
Hon Kim Chance:  What part of that don’t you agree with? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The government is fudging the figures.  
Hon Kim Chance:  It is a calculation of ordinary household expenditure. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, according to the Leader of the House.  However, according to me, 
Treasury has fudged it a bit.   
Hon Ken Travers:  Treasury is using the same system that it used last year. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  That is not right at all, and the member knows it.  I will point it out to the 
member afterwards, if he would like.  
Hon Kim Chance:  Why not take it up with Treasury if you don’t understand? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I understand it very well.  It is $720 more in Western Australia than it is in 
Queensland. 

Hon Kim Chance:  What is? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  A basket of goods.  I do not have that information, but that is the figure that was 
given in the other place.   

Hon Kim Chance:  You could be right, if petrol is counted in the calculation, because petrol is cheaper in 
Queensland.  Petrol is actually subsidised in Queensland.    

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It probably is, but $720 is quite a lot of money.   

I turn now to housing affordability.  I congratulate the government for providing tax relief for first home buyers.  
However, I also congratulate the opposition for pointing out the need for that tax relief to be provided.  The 
government knows how difficult it is for first home buyers to purchase a home.  I believe the government was 
wrong to wait until the budget to put this proposal forward.  I therefore agree with Hon George Cash that it is up 
to the government to bring that bill into this place very quickly.  An article in The West Australian of 8 May 
states -  

REIWA data shows home loans to first home buyers are 42 per cent down compared to the same time 
last year.  However, it is impossible to tell how much of the slump is a result of overall market 
conditions such as high house prices and how much can be attributed to people waiting for tax relief.   

Mr Druitt said while governments typically put off tax reform until the start of a new financial year, 
there was an urgent need for action to ease pent-up demand.   

Another problem is the shortage of rental accommodation in Western Australia.  That has led to what I would 
call a rental crisis.  Rents have skyrocketed.  Over the weekend, I looked in both The West Australian and the 
Sunday Times to see what rents are being charged in various suburbs in Perth.  A few rental properties are 
available for $180 a week.  However, for the majority of rental properties, the rents range between $230 and 
$400 a week.  In some suburbs, rents are as high as $500 a week.  Executive rentals are about $1 000 or $1 200 a 
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week.  That is a lot of money.  That makes it very difficult for young people to find a property to rent.  Many 
times in the past, when I was living in the country and my children were living in the city, I have had to provide 
my children with bond money of nearly $1 000, plus two weeks’ rent in advance.  My children now earn good 
money.  However, the cost can be very prohibitive for young people.  The rental crisis does not affect only 
young people.  I noticed the other day that the average wage has now gone up to $65 000.  However, $300 a 
week in rent is a lot of money for a family with young children to pay.  That makes it very difficult for people to 
save enough money to purchase a home.   

I welcome the government’s initiative to build 3 700 new public and community housing units over the next four 
years, at a cost of $376 million.  However, that does not seem enough.  The government’s lack of planning has 
been very obvious.  I note that some $417 million will go into social, affordable and Indigenous housing over the 
next four years.  Does that mean, therefore, that there is only $35 million for Indigenous housing and that it is for 
only Aboriginal town-based communities?  What about the communities?  Kalumburu Aboriginal community 
has been in the press lately because Aboriginal children are being abused.  I am pleased to see that charges have 
been brought against the perpetrators.  I believe 11 charges have been brought forward so far.  That is probably 
very unusual.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Of course it is unusual; Kalumburu didn’t have a police presence until last year. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I congratulate the government for putting a police presence at Kalumburu.  
However, many little Aboriginal girls are being abused. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes; it is tragic. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  We need many more police stations.  I am not telling the government that it is 
not on the right track; it certainly is.  What I am saying is that it will take many governments and many years to 
solve the Aboriginal problem, which I will refer to later.  However, I am pleased that 11 charges have been 
brought forward.  It is not only little girls who are being abused but also boys; and the perpetrators still roams the 
community free to do as they please.  Some 60 children in a four-month period had sexually transmitted 
incidents; 52 of them were Aboriginal and they were all under 14 years of age.  There has been known abuse of 
some 600 children in the past five years.  There is violence; poverty; sexual abuse; lack of housing; lack of 
education; lack of health services; babies dying from sudden infant death syndrome and co-sleeping; babies 
dying from preventable diseases; alcoholism; petrol sniffing; drugs; pornographic videos; gambling; and the list 
goes on.  Not many people mention pornographic videos; however, articles in the newspapers and people who 
work in Aboriginal communities mention pornographic videos.  Very young children watch those pornographic 
videos and then start acting them out.  That is dangerous for the little girls and boys in those communities.  I 
have said before in this house that state governments all over the country struggle to cope with these issues.  It is 
not down to only the government either; it must start with Aboriginal people being responsible for their own 
children.  Aboriginal men must stop abusing their women and girls.  Aboriginal women must take a stand; many 
are but there are just not enough of them.  Years ago when I was studying Aboriginal history, I read a book 
called We Are Bosses Ourselves written by Fay Gale and published in 1972 and reprinted in 1978; that is, 35 and 
29 years ago respectively.  It had an Aboriginal woman on the front of the book saying, “The white men come 
and they talk to our men.  Our men don’t talk to us.  Perhaps if we were at the front listening, too, we would get 
somewhere” or words to that effect.  They were really trying to get something off the ground.  I have watched 
various programs that have shown that Aboriginal women do make a difference when they take a stand; 
however, it is very hard for them with all the other issues in front of them. 

Getting back to health, last week I asked question without notice 360 about the legal situation if a member of the 
public died because that person was turned away from an emergency department as the allocated number of 
people being treated had been reached.  I asked what would happen.  I was being rather tongue-in-cheek about it 
because I knew that a legal opinion probably would not be forthcoming, and it was not.  I just wanted to 
highlight how dangerous it is to put a cap on the number of people admitted to an emergency department.  I have 
said in speeches before in this house that it would be either a very brave or a very stupid government that turned 
people away from emergency departments.  The Victorian Minister for Health has said that will not happen in 
Victoria as long as she is the minister.  I therefore asked in my question without notice what the allocated 
number was for each hospital.  The answer given was carefully constructed.  It did not tell me the number of the 
cap at each of the hospitals, just the number of treatment cubicles and observation beds each had.  At Royal 
Perth Hospital the number is 44; at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, 48; and at Fremantle Hospital, 47.  I say again 
that it will be a very brave government that caps the number of people who are allowed to come into emergency 
departments.  I was told that no-one has been turned away yet.  However, the issue has hit the news headlines in 
an article headed “Ambulance crews riled at hospital trolley plan” in The West Australian on 31 May.  It reads -  
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Ambulance officers are angry over what they claim is a half-baked plan to make them “pseudo hospital 
staff” forced to look after patients on trolleys in hospital corridors because they cannot be admitted to 
overcrowded emergency departments.   

The Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union said ambulance paramedics could find themselves in 
a vulnerable situation caring for so-called non-urgent patients in makeshift areas for long periods of 
time.  

It sounds a bit like a triage in a war zone, does it not?  The article continues - 

In a plan revealed by The West Australian yesterday, patients could be kept in holding areas supervised 
by ambulance officers once major emergency departments reach 120 per cent of their capacity, a limit 
agreed to by the State Government and senior doctors and nurses last week.  

. . .  

“The Government is saying the new limits aren’t intended to increase pressure on the ambulance 
service.  

“But our members think it will and if that’s the case, we shouldn’t have to have some special procedure 
put in place where our members are left looking after people out the front of hospitals.  

That is a very dangerous practice for the government to get into.  The laugh is that our Treasurer stands up and 
says we have the best quality health care in the nation.  I know that if people have heart attacks in the country, 
they are flown in to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and Royal Perth Hospital and get world-class treatment.  I 
understand that emergency departments are creating a situation in which people are going to seek help because 
they have no money.  General practitioners can be very expensive.  My daughter went to one in Winthrop, and 
she was charged $70.  I thought that was rather expensive, because a small country town doctor would charge 
about $42 to $45.  In Sydney, many doctors say they will see patients who pay upfront.  Half of me thinks that 
that is a bad thing and half of me thinks it is a good thing, because the people who can afford it would perhaps be 
out of the emergency departments and into those medical centres that stay open and charge upfront.  It makes a 
lot of sense to me to have clinics near hospitals.  I know that this government did that, and it is a good idea.  I do 
not have the health portfolio, but I wonder why these clinics are failing now.  Are they not open?  I know that if I 
wanted to go to Murdoch, I would pay $50 or thereabouts.  It is a private hospital, and I would get straight in and 
be seen by a general practitioner.  I do not know how many free clinics there are, but it seems to me that they 
would be a good setup around the place if people are going to emergency departments because they think it is 
their right to do so, or they do not know any better.  There needs to be something in between.   
Hon Kim Chance:  You have made a very important point.  I think the reason we do not see the bulk-billing 
clinics that seem to be everywhere in Sydney is that the proportion of GPs per head of population is much higher 
in Sydney than here.  There just are not enough GPs; it is a supply and demand equation.  
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The Leader of the House is right.  Perhaps we can do something about that in 
the future.  The Treasurer said that he was pleased that the number of people on the elective surgery waiting list 
was at a record low as at 31 March.  He did not say what that low number was.  I was pleased to see in the 
forward estimates that $237 million will be spent on mental health.  I do not believe that this will make a small 
dent in what is needed at a community level.  I am not knocking the $237 million by any means.  Today I alluded 
through interjection to a 16-year-old boy who needed help and who did not get it.  There are so many people in 
the community who really need help. 

As I was writing this speech, I wondered how many prescriptions are written out for antidepressants in Australia.  
I was staggered to find that between nine million and 12 million prescriptions are written out each year.  That 
does not mean that there are nine million or 12 million people on antidepressants - people could take out two or 
three prescriptions a year - but an awful lot of people in Australia are on serotonin uptakers, the antidepressants.  
I have always rallied against putting two-year-olds on antidepressants and the attention deficit disorder 
medication Ritalin.  Martin Whitely in the other house shares my line of thinking.  We do not believe that 
two-year-olds should be placed on antidepressant medication, let alone five-year-olds placed on ADD 
medication.  When I leave Parliament I would like to do a survey of all the kids who are in juvenile detention, all 
the children who grow up and who do not fit into society like we fit into society, who take drugs such as heroin 
and ice and end up addicts and see whether they started on ADD medication or some sort of antidepressant.  I 
have always been interested to know whether those kids go on to marijuana or heroin and form other addictions.  
It is not something I can prove because I have not studied it, but when I leave Parliament, I am going to do that.  
That will be an interest of mine, to see whether Ritalin or the medication that those children take when they are 
young leads to an addiction later in life.  I could be totally wrong. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You could do some work now really and find out whether you’re right or wrong.  It’s a 
long time to wait.   



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 5 June 2007] 

 p2648c-2658a 
Hon George Cash; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Paul Llewellyn 

 [9] 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I could, but there are other people - 

Hon Kim Chance:  We may have to wait another 30 years.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I hope so.  People have been reported in the press as saying the same thing.  
That is a pet theory that I will be taking up.   

I wish to mention education and training briefly.  There are not enough teachers.  They are on a fly in, fly out 
arrangement in Port Hedland.  It was interesting to see The Weekend Australian last weekend feature Port 
Hedland.  It was a very interesting article.  Members should read it.  We have had the debate on outcomes-based 
education.  We have had a new Minister for Education and Training.  The old minister has got local government! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I’m only 33; give me a break! 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The “old” minister is actually a month younger than me.  I am really pleased 
that my children have grown up and been educated and are no longer in the education system.  It is hard for 
parents to choose whether to put their children in private or public schools.  Mine have had both a private and 
public school education.  I think public primary schools are absolutely magnificent; I do not have a problem with 
them.  Parents obviously have a choice when it comes to high school.  I agree with that.  There are some really 
good government schools and some really good government teachers.  Sometimes the system beats them and 
gets them down a little with all the red tape, like everything else.   
I turn now to law and order and safety.  There are not enough police, and I notice that a million-dollar 
recruitment campaign is going on.  It is a little like the current community development recruitment campaign.  I 
think that 300 recruits are wanted in community development and child protection, and 36 applications have 
been received.  It will be interesting to see over five years how many police the government trains and how many 
of those young recruits leave over that time.  I know that someone in my family was trained as a young 
policeman here, but he left to go to the Australian Federal Police.  I know that quite a few young state police 
officers leave to go to the AFP.   
I was talking today to a lady who lives out at Wanneroo.  She phoned me up and asked why Wanneroo has a big 
police station and nobody staffing it.  She said that the Wanneroo Police Station is unstaffed, and that phone calls 
are diverted to Joondalup.  The station is not in my area, but if anyone in this place represents the Wanneroo 
area, I hope that they will look at why the Wanneroo Police Station has not been staffed.   
Before I conclude, I need to mention some issues in my electorate.  The proposal to further tap the Yarragadee 
aquifer has been shelved because the government knew that it would be unsustainable to take a further 
45 gigalitres.  I uncovered a few interesting bits and pieces about that situation.  The Environmental Protection 
Authority report said that it would be unsustainable to remove 120 gigalitres.  I kept asking for the actual figure 
for the amount of water taken out of the aquifer.  At first I was told it was 71 gigalitres, with a maximum 
allocation of 116 gigalitres - so that was plus 45 gigalitres.  However, when the Environment and Public Affairs 
Committee had the chief executive officer of the Water Corporation answer my question, I was told that only 
45 gigalitres was taken out of the aquifer.  When I went looking for articles on the aquifer, some said that only 
50 gigalitres is taken from the Yarragadee.  The chief executive officer said words to the effect that the 
71 gigalitres figure was from all the aquifers - the Leederville and the Yarragadee combined.  However, I knew 
that that was not quite right, so I kept asking questions.  The response meant that the Water Corporation was 
trying to say that with the 45 gigalitres being taken now, plus another 45 gigalitres, only 90 gigalitres would be 
taken.  However, that was wrong.  Our current figures, which were asked for in Parliament, show that as of 
3 April 2007, the total and current allocations specifically from the Yarragadee are 83.5 gigalitres.   

Hon Kim Chance:  That is the allocation, too. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No.  The total allocation is 83.5 gigalitres.  That has been reduced from the 
initial 90 gigalitres through the Department of Water’s recent recouping activities.  I know that the highest 
allocation it can have taken out is 116 gigalitres; the licence holders do not take out 116 gigalitres, but that is the 
total that could be used. 

Hon Kim Chance:  There are three levels - approvals, allocations and abstractions.  The abstraction and the 
allocation figures are quite different. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The allocations consist of the 75-gigalitre licence entitlement, so I presume that 
the licensing entitlement is coming out. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, and 8.5 gigalitres is in reserve. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes. 
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Hon Kim Chance:  No.  Licence entitlement does not equal abstractions, because the abstractions are always 
lower than the entitlement. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  However, in one answer I was told that the actual extraction was 71 gigalitres.  
The Water Corporation is now telling me that it is 83.5 gigalitres and that it was 90 gigalitres.  Previously, it was 
trying to tell me that I got the whole extraction wrong.  I still might be wrong and I will allow for that, but on the 
information I have, I think I am pretty much on the mark.  The Water Corporation is now telling me that it knew 
it was extracting 90 gigalitres and that it was going to take some 45 gigalitres on top of that, which would have 
taken the total to 135 gigalitres, which would have been unsustainable.  I would like to know when the Water 
Corporation knew that it would have taken too much water out of the aquifer.  It has spent $16 million, when we 
probably could have told the Water Corporation that that amount was not sustainable a long time ago.  I am not 
grizzling about some of the millions that it spent because that money can be used for the future.  However, I 
wonder why I have reports that indicate that only 45 gigalitres, or a maximum of 50 gigalitres, are coming out of 
the aquifer.  I went back and read the question that I asked, and I have with me the answer that was reported in 
Hansard.  The south west has had a win, as has every Western Australian, in keeping the aquifer as it is. 

An article in today’s paper indicates that a lot of people are protesting about where the second desalination plant 
will be located.  They do not want it at Binningup.  Kemerton is an industrial park.  I wonder whether the 
government would consider locating the new desalination plant at Kemerton.  It seems to make a lot more sense.  
I know there is a question about money, but Kemerton is an industrial area, so surely it would not be too difficult 
to locate the desalination plant there. 

Hon Simon O’Brien tabled my petition on the Yarragadee aquifer asking the government not to take 45 gigalitres 
from the aquifer.  It was through this petition that the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs 
was able to access the Water Corporation’s heads of department to answer questions.  The Standing Committee 
on Environment and Public Affairs is a very important committee, as are all parliamentary committees.  
However, because this committee inquires into petitions, we get to see a good range of issues that people in 
Western Australia are protesting about, and sometimes this committee can do some really good work with these 
petitions. 
As a member for the South West Region, I note that the budget covers some three areas: the south west, Peel and 
the great southern.  My electorate office is in Albany.  Even though it is very much in the great southern, it is 
still called the south west for electorate matters.  It remains to be seen whether it will go into the Agricultural 
Region at the next election.  The south west, for its economic perspective, goes from Yarloop through to 
Walpole and covers 12 local government areas: Bunbury, Harvey, Collie, Dardanup, Capel, Busselton, Augusta-
Margaret River, Nannup, Manjimup, Bridgetown, Greenbushes, Boyup Brook and Donnybrook-Balingup.  The 
great southern, for its economic perspective, goes from Albany to Bremer Bay and covers 12 local government 
areas: Albany, Broomehill, Cranbrook, Denmark, Gnowangerup, Jerramungup, Katanning, Kent, Kojonup, 
Plantagenet, Tambellup and Woodanilling.  I will leave other members for the South West Region to comment 
on the Peel region, not because I do not like the Peel region - I actually love it - but because of time constraints 
with my speech.  There is nothing new in the budget for the south west and great southern regions.  The major 
expenditure for the south west is $80.2 million on a variety of waste water and water supply projects, including a 
$30.5 million upgrade to Stirling Dam.  This work is ongoing and should have been planned for long before 
now.  An amount of $48.2 million has been allocated to the Muja power station.  This upgrade has taken many 
years and the region that I represent is at breaking point now with its lack of power.  I really felt for the people in 
Denmark over Easter and at other times since then.  Denmark people had to throw out many food items over 
Easter, but, more importantly, it was the height of the tourist season.  Automatic teller machines would not work, 
nor would the petrol bowsers.  We take these things for granted in the city.  Donnybrook had a similar problem 
last year or the year before, during the apple festival.  That was also at Easter, although I could be wrong on that. 

I could go on about major blackouts and major concerns that I have with the electricity supply, but I welcome the 
upgrade.  I only have a couple of minutes left for my speech, so I might continue talking about the budgetary 
items for the south west and the great southern, especially Albany, in a later speech, because that is my area and 
I certainly do not want anyone reading my speech to think that I have neglected it.  I have a lot more to say.  The 
trouble is, members have only an hour to speak on the budget, and I could probably speak for three hours.  When 
I first came into Parliament I thought that speaking for five minutes was a really hard thing to do; then it was 
10 minutes.  I have now spoken for an hour and I wish that I had another hour.  However, I do not, so I will leave 
it for another time. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Paul Llewellyn. 
 


