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HOUSING AFFORDABILITY 

Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): Members, today I received within the prescribed time a letter from the 

member for Rockingham in the following terms — 

I wish to raise the following as a matter of public interest today. 

―That the House —  

―Condemns the Barnett Government for its failures in the Housing and Planning portfolios as detailed 

in the recent report ‗A Fading Dream — Affordable Housing in Western Australia‘ and especially its 

lack of planning for the future, blowout in waitlists and red-tape problems.‖  

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER: The matter can proceed.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [2.50 pm]: I move — 

That the house condemns the Barnett government for its failures in the housing and planning portfolios, 

as detailed in the recent report ―A Fading Dream — Affordable Housing in Western Australia‖, and 

especially its lack of planning for the future, blow-out in waitlists and red tape problems. 

Housing is an incredibly and extremely important issue to Western Australians and Western Australian families. 

Indeed, there are few issues of greater importance in this state. The reason I rise on this matter is that there has 

been a litany of mistakes and failures by the government that needs to be brought to public attention so that the 

truth is known. I have taken this opportunity of using the report by the Community Development and Justice 

Standing Committee, ―A Fading Dream — Affordable Housing in Western Australia‖, which was tabled in this 

house this morning, and I want to quote some of the findings of the committee.  

Finding 1 states — 

The Housing Authority does not undertake any work on predicting housing affordability in Western 

Australia, nor does it have any targets for the Budget ‗out-years‘ for the expected size of the State‘s 

wait list, the average waiting time and the number of applicants. 

Finding 3 states — 

Recent strategies and frameworks prepared by State Government agencies show a lack of a whole-of-

government approach to social housing needs of Western Australians. 

Finding 4 states — 

This has resulted in a large and growing waiting list in Western Australia which is worse than most 

other Australian jurisdictions. 

Those findings in this report of this bipartisan committee are damning of the state government‘s approach to the 

issue of housing. It is time that the state government was held to account for its performance in this area.  

The first issue I want to go to is the waitlist. There has been a litany of incredible blow-outs in the number of 

people awaiting public housing in Western Australia over the past three years. Inside this bipartisan report are 

the waitlist figures that were tabled in this Parliament consequent to questions that I asked of the Minister for 

Housing. I want to quote those figures, so that members will know how bad the waitlist has become for poorer 

Western Australians awaiting public housing—the people who come into our electorate offices in desperate 

circumstances. In 2007–08, the last year of the Labor government, the total number of applicants for public 

housing in this state was 16 930, or nearly 17 000 people. At the start of this year, there were 24 550 applicants 

on the waitlist. That is an increase in the number of applicants for public housing in Western Australia of 41 per 

cent over the term of this government. According to this report, that 24 500 applicants equates to 55 000 men, 

women and children on the public housing waitlist here in Western Australia. These are not made-up figures. 

These are figures that have been tabled in this Parliament. That is the worst result, by a long way, in the history 

of this state.  

The only thing that makes the situation slightly better than it would have been is the fact that there has been an 

increase in recent years in the construction of public housing in this state. That is a fact, and no doubt when the 

government gets to speak on this issue it will claim credit for that. I want to explain to members why there has 

been an increase in the construction of public housing in Western Australia in the last couple of years. We need 

to remember that public housing is provided through a joint arrangement between the state and the 
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commonwealth governments. In the 2006–07 federal budget, under then Prime Minister of Australia, John 

Howard, the commonwealth contribution to public housing in Western Australia was $83 million. In the 2005–

06 federal budget, the commonwealth contribution to public housing in Western Australia was $82 million. In 

the 2009–10 budget of the federal Labor government, the commonwealth contribution to public housing in 

Western Australia was $423 million. In the last financial year, 2010–11, the commonwealth contribution to 

public housing in Western Australia was $386 million. So, basically we have had a fivefold increase in the 

commonwealth contribution to public housing in Western Australia. That is the only thing that has succeeded in 

keeping the public housing waitlist in any sense under control.  

The next fact that people need to be aware of is land releases in Western Australia. Remember the issue back 

when Alannah MacTiernan was Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. Remember how the then opposition 

said that no land was being released in Western Australia. I happen to have here a question and answer by the 

current Minister for Planning, the member for Kalamunda. The minister might like to listen to this, because these 

are his own figures. In 2006–07, on Alannah MacTiernan–Alan Carpenter‘s watch, the number of blocks made 

available for final approval in Western Australia—that is, put on the market for Western Australian families—

was 21 087. In 2009–10, the last year for which figures are available, the number of blocks put on the market 

was 10 900. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Less than half! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, a halving in the number of blocks.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: That comes from the minister‘s own question. The minister can answer it in due course. 

This report released today also goes to the other part of land releases, which is, of course, the private sector. The 

report says in finding 18 — 

About 25,000 subdivided and undeveloped lots are being withheld from the market in the Perth region 

by developers. 

Developers are withholding blocks. When we were in office, when the former minister was there, the dynamic 

Alannah MacTiernan, there was double the number of blocks made available in the marketplace to Western 

Australian families than what is there now. Blocks are being withheld by developers. This report says so in 

finding 18. But the question is: what is the government doing about that? The government should get out there 

and fight the developers. The government should get out there and take them on about releasing these blocks. 

The government should not just sit on its hands and let this situation continue as it is at the moment. 

The next figure that I want to bring to the attention of the house is for homelessness. A report tabled yesterday 

by Mission Australia, no less, said that last year, 8 400 children in Western Australia accessed homeless 

services—that is not adults; that is children under the age of 18—and 3 700 of those children were under four 

years of age. Yet when we came into this house a few weeks ago and moved amendments to the government‘s 

legislation to deal with residential tenancies to at least allow the courts to take account of the interests of 

children, not only in relation to public housing but also in relation to private housing, the government voted that 

amendment down. Yet we have a figure of 8 400 children who accessed a homeless service in Western Australia 

this year. 

We then go to another issue, the cost of housing in the north west of this state. That has been a problem for a 

long time. I do not run away from that. When the state‘s economy started to boom in 2004–05, of course the 

price of housing went up. Yet we find in reports released by both the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia 

and the Pilbara Development Commission that rental prices in the Pilbara have tripled in the past five years. I am 

sure the Minister for Regional Development will read out all his press releases about the things he has done. But 

the proof is in what the government has actually achieved. For anyone living in the north west of the state who is 

renting and wants to buy a house, that is an appalling situation.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will talk about that in a moment. I have given members the facts. But the government 

should be responsible for its own record. What has the government done about all these things? The Minister for 

Housing is not in this place today; that is not his fault. It is unfortunate that this motion had to come on today and 

he is not available to respond, but I have a copy of the affordable housing strategy with me; it is a nice blue 

glossy document that was released by the Minister for Housing in May. I might add that it has 56 photographs.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: How many? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It has 56 photos! 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: Six? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Fifty-six photos and 20 graphs are contained within the document, which I think must be a 

record for a document such as this; it has padded it out significantly.  

He released it to much fanfare in May, and what did he say at his first press conference? According to my notes, 

he said — 

A key component of the affordable housing strategy is that we will get 500 private sector landlords to 

provide properties to public housing tenants, therefore alleviating the public housing waitlist.  

Time has moved on since May, so I thought I might find out how many properties have been secured from 

private sector landlords for public housing tenants. I asked a question in the Legislative Council on 

21 September to the minister representing the housing minister, which was — 

… how many properties have become available to public housing clients under this new affordable 

housing plan? 

Now, members would think there might be one; no, the answer is nil. As of September, four months on, not one 

single property has been made available! This was a key component of the affordable housing strategy released 

by the minister in May!  

The other key component of the strategy, of course, was that there was going to be a mass handing over of public 

housing properties to the community sector, because, of course, the community sector might be able to leverage 

more properties and so forth. I think the jury is out on that, but that was the announcement. Members would 

think there would have been some properties handed over since May. As I understand it, there has been none. 

We are still awaiting an answer on that matter, but the community housing sector advises me that none has been 

handed over. The government has had three years in office, and it took it two years to come up with an 

affordable housing strategy. Nevertheless, the government has not succeeded in achieving one of those key 

components of the affordable housing strategy it released to much fanfare a few months ago.  

So, what is the other key component of the strategy to deal with this issue concerning homeless people, the 

housing waitlist and the lack of land releases? As detailed in this report released today, it is to conduct another 

review. As stated on the Tenders WA website on 8 September, there will be another review into the housing 

authority. Guess how much this one will cost? It will cost $395 000. This is a government of more and more 

reviews and analyses. It had its chance to do something with this review that it came up with after two and a half 

years—it has now been three years with no action—and it then goes out to have another review of the housing 

authority, which will be conducted by PricewaterhouseCoopers at a cost of $400 000. They are the actions it has 

taken. Every day, the minister stands there and claims credit for public housing growth that is based upon a 

fivefold increase in funding by the commonwealth government. It is absolutely and fundamentally undeniable 

that commonwealth funding built those extra public houses. What is the other change? The Department of 

Housing maintenance issue. The government outsourced Homeswest maintenance, and, as we all know, it has 

been a complete and utter disaster.  

But the motion refers to red tape, and the government will find that at findings 20, 21, 23 and 24 there is 

discussion on the increase in red tape. This is a bipartisan report. Finding 20 states — 

There are significant delays in Western Australia in obtaining planning approvals for new housing 

subdivisions. Some sections of the State‘s development and construction industry attribute these delays 

as the main reason for the rising costs of residential development and consequent decrease in housing 

affordability. 

The findings of a report signed off by two Liberal Party members states, on three separate occasions, that red 

tape is out of control and that nothing has been done about it.  

It does refer to the development assessment panel process that was put in place a little while ago, and members 

will recall that the government claimed that as its major reform. But as we all know, only projects with a value of 

more than $7 million go before it. I do not know about other members, but I do not know of many houses that 

reach that benchmark. That was the government‘s one effort. When we came before the house and suggested that 

maybe we should have a system of deemed approvals in relation to building applications, guess who voted it 

down? It was the government! We actually put the amendment on the Notices and Orders of the Day and we had 

a debate about it, but the government said no to deemed approvals for building applications, therefore sending a 

message to the entire building industry of WA that the red tape will continue, speed will not matter, and we will 

not do anything about improving the situation.  
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Lastly, of course, we have Keystart, which was supposed to be the great initiative of the 1980s that was designed 

to make sure that housing loans were affordable for ordinary families. Guess which institute has the highest 

interest rate of all the lenders? Keystart has the highest interest rates. On the government‘s watch, all of those 

things have taken place. When we came before the house and we said that red tape should be cut in the Building 

Act, we said that children should be defended from eviction from public and private housing by at least giving 

the courts a say, and when we said no more reviews—―Take some actions on the reports‖—the government did 

nothing. When we pointed out that land releases were double the volume a few years ago, all it did was come up 

with all sorts of excuses about how the situation is the private sector‘s fault. The government does not get out 

there and take action. It is not doing anything about what is a looming affordability crisis as the state‘s 

population increases and the economy continues to boom. The eventual outcome of that will be runaway prices 

into the future. The government will not have taken the necessary steps prior to that happening to deal with that 

problem.  

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [3.06 pm]: We are delighted that the Minister for Planning has stayed in the house for 

this debate, because so many of these excellent recommendations and findings relate to his department and the 

failures within the administration of planning in this state.  

Page 33 states that — 

The Department of Planning recently completed a ―substantial study into strategies for achieving 

affordable and diverse housing outcomes‖ 

Minister, where are these recommendations? Will the minister table them in this house today? Last year, the 

minister was crowing when he produced ―directions2031 and beyond: metropolitan planning beyond the 

horizon‖, yet, as this committee report notes in relation to Directions 2031 — 

This framework makes no mention of the State‘s acute social housing needs. 

We need the minister to table the latest advice, and, more importantly, the budget allocations he is putting 

towards that. Finding 3 states — 

Recent strategies and frameworks prepared by State Government agencies show a lack of a whole-of-

government approach to social housing needs of Western Australians. 

The Minister for Planning, along with the Minister for Housing, has a key role in ensuring that there are whole-

of-government outcomes in this area. Page 36 reads — 

Department of Planning supports the introduction of affordable housing quotas on new developments 

but questions whether 15% is high enough. 

Minister for Planning, we need to know the Barnett government‘s figure on quotas for new developments. Is it 

more than 15 per cent? Developers in this state need to know whether the Barnett government will slug them 

with a much higher quota. Is it 30 per cent or 40 per cent? What Barnett government figure are developers going 

to need to meet to introduce affordable housing quotas?  

Recommendation 5 states — 

The Minister for Planning establish affordable housing quotas on all green-field developments and large 

redevelopment sites and include the quotas into the Planning and Development Act 2005 by December 

2012. 

Will the minister be able to achieve that, and what progress has he made thus far on that very important issue?  

Page 73 of the report has a very excellent section on the role of redevelopment authorities. Many people within 

the planning industry argue that redevelopment authorities are faster and more cost-effective than the normal 

development process; something the minister crowed about as he rushed through the Metropolitan 

Redevelopment Authority Bill. I am quite alarmed that much of the MRA work cannot be done until its schemes 

are in place. In terms of the waterfront proposal: will there be a 15 per cent affordable housing quota put on 

developers because it is a greenfields site? Or will the minister require a 30 per cent quota, because the area is a 

transport hub, which is a key area for, and therefore a key recommendation for, affordable housing quotas. Will 

the waterfront project have a 30 per cent or 40 per cent affordable housing quota? However, we have now learnt 

that it will take up to a year to get the planning scheme in place that will allow the MRA to operate there. 

According to finding 17 — 

The State‘s Redevelopment Authorities have provided a model of stream-lined planning that provided 

strong outcomes ...  
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We know that. What is the minister going to do about it? What areas will he declare under the MRA to achieve 

these outcomes, particularly on greenfield sites? 

One of the most interesting findings and outcomes can be found on page 92 of the report and is about the need 

for an electronic land development program. During the last three budget estimates, I bored the minister stupid 

reminding him that under one of the greatest Treasurers this state has ever had the $20 million plan was funded. 

All developers know that this will speed up planning applications and the approvals process and mean more 

affordable housing more quickly in the market. Yet this government failed to fund it in budgets one, two and 

three, and it has taken a parliamentary committee to build on what I have been saying for three years. 

Recommendation 13 requires the Treasurer to report to the Parliament by May 2012 on the funding for this 

project. I got it out of the minister in answer to a question on notice during estimates that the funding will be 

$20 million; all we need is for the government to commit to it. We know that by the introduction of an electronic 

lodgement system in the state, developers will get approvals more quickly and that there will be more affordable 

land, particularly on greenfield sites. That is a very, very simple initiative for the government and it is incumbent 

on the minister to tell us when it will be done and how it will be done. 

Recommendation 17 states — 

The Minister for Planning use the shortage of suitable sand for buildings in Perth to encourage local 

government authorities to allow developers to use S-class and below lots to assist in developing more 

affordable housing products. 

When will the minister do this? Why has it not already been done? 

We look to other areas—for example, recommendation 19, which states — 

The Minister for Planning amend the State‘s R-Codes by June 2012 — 

That gives the minister seven months — 

to allow ancillary dwellings to be occupied by tenants who do not have a family connection in the main 

dwelling, … 

That is a clear issue. What is the minister‘s response to that? When will it be done? What is the consultation 

process? And will the minister be able to meet the June 2012 deadline? 

Clearly, residential design codes—the R-codes, as explained on page 113—are the key to achieving affordable 

housing.  

Finding 32, recommendation 22 states — 

The Minister for Planning provide funds in the 2012–13 Budget to assist local government authorities 

establish an online application portal for their building applications. 

The minister refused to accept the amendment on deemed approvals, which is one of the biggest sticks we can 

give to local government, the planning and water authorities and everybody else involved in the planning 

approvals to lift their game to get quicker approvals. The minister refused that! 

Recommendation 23 states — 

The Ministers for Housing and Planning assist the planning needs of local government authorities by 

providing more up to date population projections to identify their communities‘ future housing. 

We have many local authorities in WA; we have to give them the tools to implement this. The Cities of Vincent 

and Perth are doing it on their own, but we have 140 other councils that do not have the funding to do it. The 

minister is there to provide direction. 

A whole host of findings and recommendations pertain to the minister, and I refer particularly to page 148 and 

the Department of Planning‘s urban development program. 

The minister has great information in the Department of Planning about regional Western Australia, and he is not 

using that information. He is not creating a whole-of-government approach by using the great corporate 

knowledge in the department to demonstrate leadership. As the Minister for Planning, he should be taking a lead 

role. The Minister for Housing is only interested in ripping off federal government money and turning up to 

openings. The Minister for Planning is the intellectual heavyweight in the Barnett government. He is the 

visionary. He is the person who can provide leadership for a whole-of-government approach. Minister, this 

report contains simple recommendations to allow the government to turn around the problem by June 2012. Tell 

us that it can be done. 
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MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [3.15 pm]: The government acknowledges that the 

provision of affordable housing is a very important government responsibility and a very important public issue. 

However, it is a bit rich for the Labor opposition to bemoan what has happened over the past three years given 

its record in government when housing unaffordability increased massively. From memory, between 2004 

and 2007, the median house price in Perth increased from approximately $250 000 to approximately $470 000—

that is, it almost doubled in three years. That record increase happened when Labor was in government and 

members opposite need to explain why that happened.  

It is unfortunate that this debate is being held when the Minister for Housing is not in the house, because most of 

the recommendations from the report relate to the housing portfolio and I am sure that the Minister for Housing 

would have liked the opportunity to make a more detailed comment about the issues raised. Although I will 

make some comments about what is happening in the housing portfolio, I will now say that there has been a very 

large amount of reform in the planning system over the past three years. Changes have been made; changes that 

Labor could only dream about when in office. The previous government might have been talking about them or 

to some extent planning to introduce them, but it never happened; for example, the establishment of the 

development assessment panels by way of the legislation that went through Parliament last year. Other changes 

were made to the planning and development act last year; for example, changes to ensure the ability of the state 

to require planning scheme amendments to be initiated in local planning schemes, where appropriate, to ensure 

that safe planning policies are complied with and that planning scheme amendments are completed and 

gazetted—which has not always been the case in the past when local governments have wanted to put their foot 

on the hose—as well as a range of other changes. 

A review of the model scheme text is underway, and as I recall has substantially progressed. A review of the R-

codes is underway. Changes have been made to the multiunit housing code, which, in short, make it more 

possible for a larger number of apartments to be constructed in particular areas and therefore for more affordable 

housing to be provided. That change has already been made. 

Directions 2031 was referred to—a much more detailed and comprehensive plan for the Perth metropolitan and 

Peel areas than was the case under the previous government and — 

Mr J.N. Hyde: There was nothing about affordable housing in it! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Much of the work that is being undertaken is to ensure that land is available for development 

and to ensure that infill urban consolidation can occur more readily than has been the case in the past. That is 

part of the overall framework being established under Directions 2031. A lot of work is still going on within the 

Department of Planning and the WA Planning Commission to finalise the two subregional strategies—namely, 

the central Perth, outer Perth metropolitan and Peel strategies—to much more precisely indicate where growth is 

likely to occur over the next 20 years.  

The member for Rockingham made reference to the fact that a couple of years ago or so there was a reduction in 

the number of lots on the market; a reduction in the number of titles being issued. That is the case, but it has 

nothing to do with a lack of action by this government. It is entirely related to the fact that demand from 

purchasers has decreased substantially because of the changed financial circumstances. It is probably because the 

market did overheat previously to some extent; there was probably excessive speculation going on. Whatever the 

case, the demand from purchasers has softened substantially, and it is still relatively soft, although possibly 

starting to turn to some extent. 

As a general rule, land developers are not going to bring land onto the market to develop lots—to borrow the 

funds necessary to undertake the construction of residential lots—if they are not likely to be able to sell them. 

That is common sense. We would like people in the development industry to keep ahead of the game, and I hope 

they are taking action. I think quite a bit of development is going on at the moment, but the reduction in the 

number of titles issued is solely because there was a reduction in production directly resulting from the reduced 

demand from potential buyers to take up land that was being developed. It has also become harder for developers 

to obtain finance from the banks following the global financial crisis in 2008, and the availability of finance has 

been tightened up substantially by the banks, and that has certainly also played a role. 

Currently, about 3 700 lots are on the market—that is, newly developed lots and existing ones—through real 

estate agents across the Perth and Peel regions. That is the number of lots that are actually available as at the end 

of September—I am sure it has not changed very much—for people to go out and buy at the moment. There is 

no shortage of land available at the moment. In fact, the number of listings in the Perth and Mandurah region has 

increased quite substantially from November 2009 through to the current point. As I said, there are fairly close to 

4 000 at the moment. 
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Mr E.S. Ripper: Minister, isn‘t the issue whether the market could respond flexibly to a sudden increase in 

demand? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Of course we need to ensure that we stay ahead of the game. That is why we have put changes 

in place in the planning system. We have expedited approvals. I do not have the figures with me at the moment, 

but from recollection the time taken for subdivision applications has decreased quite substantially. The 

performance of the Department of Planning has improved quite substantially over the last couple of years. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The whole system is under much less pressure at the moment because of the slowness of the 

property market. The question is: if the system came under pressure, as it did between 2004 and 2007, could 

there be a flexible response? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We want to ensure that there is a flexible response. The department and the Western 

Australian Planning Commission are working together very well. They are very closely related of course, but 

there is a very strong degree of leadership in both the Department of Planning and the Planning Commission to 

be able to respond to these sorts of pressures when they arise. If there is the sort of increase in demand that 

occurred in the first half of the last decade, I am not saying that it may not be difficult to deal with to some 

extent, but I think we are better placed than we were seven years ago. 

Turning to the housing portfolio, I need to point out that action has been taken by this government. Reference 

was made to the social housing task force, which produced the report in 2009 entitled ―More than a Roof and 

Four Walls‖. Following that report, the government made a decision that partnerships would be developed 

between the private and not-for-profit sectors to finance, develop and deliver long-term affordable housing 

solutions for people on low to moderate incomes. The government has undertaken to generate at least 20 000 

additional affordable homes by 2020. New initiatives such as private rental brokerage schemes, community land 

trusts, public–private partnerships and key worker housing in regional locations are already being investigated 

and in some cases being put into effect. I know the Minister for Regional Development will have a lot to say 

about what is happening in regional areas. 

It is also important to point out that from June 2001 through to June 2008, the number of public rental dwellings 

increased by only 362, from 35 111 to 35 473. Compare that with the increase in June 2009 to September 2011 

when the number of public rental dwellings increased by 850. In the time of this government, within just over 

two years, there was an increase of 850, compared with a seven-year period under the previous government 

when there were only 362 additional public rental dwellings. No valid charge can be made that we are not doing 

all we can to address this issue. 

It is also important to put on record that the social housing stock has increased by 3 038 dwellings over the 

period of this government as at 30 September of this year. This state government is also delivering the 

commonwealth government‘s nation building and jobs plan, which involves the construction of over 2 000 

additional social housing units and the refurbishment of close to 1 400 existing social housing dwellings. These 

issues are being dealt with. I do not deny that there are real issues that need to be addressed but, for all of the 

reasons that I have demonstrated, it is certainly quite disingenuous of the opposition to argue the case that there 

has been a failure in the housing and planning portfolios. I could speak at much greater length, but I know that 

other members wish to speak as well. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Lands) [3.26 pm]: The motion before the house 

condemns the Barnett government for its failure in the housing and planning portfolios—except that under our 

government the median house price has come down. When the opposition was in government, it doubled. While 

we have been in government, the median house price has come back. I may not be an expert, but I would have 

thought that if the median house price is reduced, that is a pretty good thing if people are looking for affordable 

housing. We are being condemned for reducing the median house price. 

We are also being condemned, as the Minister for Planning just talked about, for increasing the social housing 

stock by 3 038 new dwellings in our term of government. That is probably the greatest ever investment into 

social housing. When I read this motion, I thought that we had got the matter of public interest for the day. I 

thought that it was about time; the opposition has had the MPI week after week, but at last the government has 

an MPI and we will get up and run through our agenda in the housing market. I was shocked to find that it was 

the opposition that moved this MPI. 

To a degree, the MPI is based on the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee report. I 

congratulate the committee for spending a lot of time in the regions and investigating the issues of the regions. In 

particular, the report had a strong focus on the Pilbara and Kimberley and areas where some of the 

problems have been quite intractable. The member for Rockingham was quite right in saying that the rents in the 

Pilbara continue to increase. That is something that we are disappointed about, but the rents are continuing to 
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increase against a backdrop of the most substantial investment in infrastructure and housing in the history of the 

Pilbara.  

Can I say that when we were in opposition, the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure said that they 

could not do any new subdivision in the Pilbara because they could not get graders. They could not get the 

equipment to do the subdivision, and that is why we saw rents skyrocket well above what we would describe as 

the normal median. Being unable to get a grader is one thing, but not doing the planning that allows people to 

move into more housing is impossible to defend. When we came into government, we found in the Pilbara that 

none of the planning for the future had been done. Native title had not been settled. If native title is not settled, 

subdivisions cannot occur. The planning schemes had not been updated to allow for higher densities. The 

groundwork had not been done in power supply, water supply, planning scheme amendments, native title; 

nothing had been done. That is why there was a doubling and tripling of rents in the Pilbara under the 

opposition‘s term of government. The problem is — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Native title in Karratha. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: It was not enough. The Labor government settled the Burrup and Maitland Industrial Estates 

Agreement, and all that land was gone. I know because all the land we are developing now was native title 

settled by us. The Labor government had no vision for the Pilbara. It had no intention of developing the Pilbara, 

so when the new government came along with the intention of turning Karratha and Port Hedland into cities of 

the north, we had to start from scratch. Number one, we put in the money; number two, we have now done the 

planning, and that planning means that native title has been settled to allow for the land release. We have secured 

the power and water supply.  

We have done the scheme amendments to allow projects such as nine stories of high rise in Karratha. It is a 

development that looks a lot like East Perth or Subiaco. A scheme amendment was needed to allow it to happen. 

Members opposite never did it. Do they know why? Although they have a report containing mock indignation 

about the challenges in the Pilbara, they had no vision, no plan and no intention of trying to address the problem. 

In very strong partnership with the communities of Karratha, Port Hedland and Newman, we now have a clear 

vision for 50 000 people living in Karratha, 50 000 in Port Hedland and South Hedland and 15 000 in Newman. I 

now know where the houses, the parks, the business districts and the hospitals are going to be because we have 

done the planning.  

It is absolutely extraordinary that the opposition is condemning us for not doing the planning, even though when 

we arrived in government, the cupboard was bare. I now know that since they have left government, land release 

in Karratha has increased threefold. Eight hundred lots were released to the market last year, while 300 was the 

best the then Labor government could do in the strongest of economic times—during the boom period when they 

had $2 billion budget surpluses. The best land release the Labor government could do in Karratha was 300 lots. 

This government released 800 lots, and that does not count the nine-storey apartment building with 114 

apartments that are currently being sold to the market. The second stage of that project is about to come out. I am 

so happy about this high-rise that I will table six copies of the document so that members of the opposition can 

see what proper planning and proper vision for the Pilbara is all about.  

[See paper 4186.] 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: This will mean that we have a very clear vision for the Pilbara. As all this product comes on 

stream, median housing prices and median rentals will start to come down because it is about supply and 

demand. If we do not supply, demand will be out of control and we will be in trouble. Government has finally 

started to supply. I apologise to the people of the Pilbara because if the previous government had done that 

planning, settled native title and secured power and water, we would be three years further ahead and those 

buildings would be occupied. The problem we had was that the cupboard was bare. They know it and they stand 

condemned for it. That is why the Pilbara community is so strongly behind the Liberal–National government, 

and members opposite are extremely worried about it. They can see new housing subdivisions, four-by-two 

houses and new apartment buildings. Right behind the apartment building in the photograph I will table is a very 

innovative product—100 affordable houses rented to service workers at between $300 and $500 a week. It is 

subsidised government housing to try to alleviate the challenges those workers face. Why did this government 

not do that? Why did it not provide 100 affordable houses for rent at between $300 and $500 a week? Members 

opposite will not like this: we are a couple of weeks away from saying exactly how that will happen in Port 

Hedland, and then we will do it in Newman and then we will do it all again because we are determined to turn 

the Pilbara into the most vibrant environment in Australia. The Pilbara is driving the national economy; it is 

helping to build the world and this government has a clear vision for it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: That is what we did in Geraldton. I would not be overconfident if I were you.  
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I know that the Leader of the Opposition is not.  

Let me now move to the Kimberley because the challenge of Indigenous housing is massive and one that this 

government is very proud to have made some inroads into alleviating. I acknowledge the role of the member for 

Kimberley, who has been a passionate advocate of Indigenous housing throughout her time in the Parliament. I 

think her advocacy on behalf of Indigenous issues has made and will make a difference. Hopefully, we will see 

better outcomes in the future. I stood in this Parliament in 2006–07 highlighting the challenge of 25 people in a 

community called Mardiwah Loop in Halls Creek who were living in massively overcrowded conditions. I am 

now very happy to say that there are 18 brand-new houses, 25 refurbished houses and three new houses on the 

way this year. If we count the ones we have upgraded, there are nearly 50 brand-new products, which will 

massively reduce the overcrowding in Mardiwah Loop. That was done with commonwealth support driven by 

the Minister for Housing and it is a great outcome.  

As well as that we are partnering closely with the Halls Creek shire council, which has built some innovative 

housing using local builders, local knowledge and local content. I think they have built them cheaper than 

governments have been able to do in the past. They used the country local government fund, the fund that the 

opposition continues to oppose. They have used their country local government fund to build innovative housing. 

I think it is better value for money that we have been able to achieve and government has a bit to learn from the 

Shire of Halls Creek in the way it has procured and delivered that housing. Because the Shire of Halls Creek has 

been so successful with that, we are now partnering with it again by providing $5 million to deliver innovative 

products for Indigenous housing. The shire has completed its planning process for that and that housing will 

soon be built.  

In Kununurra, on the Coolibah subdivision, we are building what is called transitional housing. It has arisen 

because of the challenge of moving someone from welfare into the workforce. Losing their social housing is a 

pretty big disincentive to move out of welfare into the workforce. At Coolibah we have a clearly defined project 

in partnership with the Wunan Foundation, through which we are looking to encourage Aboriginal people to 

move out of welfare into the workforce, and if they do, they will get access to brand-new housing. Rather than 

losing their house because they have found a job, which was the system under the previous government when 

there was no encouragement to get a job, we now have a specific project aimed at encouraging Aboriginal people 

to move into the workforce with the incentive to move into a new house. Wunan should be congratulated for its 

effort.  

To free up land it has been vital to settle native title across Broome, in Newman with the Yawuru deal, as well as 

in Roebourne, Karratha, Port Hedland, South Hedland and across the length and breadth of the Kimberley and 

Pilbara. We have been keen to partner with the traditional owners in doing that. We are doing that in Roebourne 

with the Ngarluma Aboriginal Sustainable Housing project with the Ngarluma mob and the Kariyarra group in 

South Hedland. I think the focus on housing by this government has been one of our major achievements.  

I turn now to Government Regional Officers‘ Housing. Government employees are vital to the social fabric of 

the community. GRO housing is touched on in this Community Development and Justice Standing Committee 

report. Four hundred brand-new GRO houses have been erected in regional Western Australia. There are more 

than, I think, 130 in the Pilbara, and more than 100 in the Kimberley. We are putting brand-new GRO houses 

into the communities that need them most. I am really excited about the innovation in the Department of 

Housing under the leadership of the Minister for Housing, who is looking at how we now leverage that 

$200 million spend to get many more houses without having to put up any more money. I think we can leverage 

that and continue to provide new houses into the market while being innovative. How do we encourage the 

schoolteacher and the nurse to buy their own houses in that community and to put down their roots and raise 

their family? If they buy their own houses in the community, they will stay in the workforce in those essential 

services for much longer, and that will be a good thing. There is absolutely no way to support the motion 

condemning the Barnett government for its failures.  

I note that the Chairman of the Community Development and Justice Standing Committee has gone, but on page 

149 of the report, reference is made to the Pilbara Cities concept having its detractors due to lack of community 

consultation. The Pilbara Cities project has been the most community consulted project in the history of 

government. The Community Development and Justice Standing Committee found someone to say the 

following — 

it is barely economic at the moment to air-condition houses so how do you provide environmentally 

liveable, sustainable houses in the Pilbara? The Government should have looked to see how Port 

Hedland could become the best fly-in fly-out city.  

I am offended by that. That quote could have been from Morag Lowe, a real estate agent, but I do not think she 

would have said that because she has had some value out of selling land in Port Hedland. It could have come 
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from Bob Neville from Bloodwood Tree, but he is putting to me a project on foundation housing to provide 

better housing options; or it could have come from Patrik Mellberg from BHP Billiton. The quote references 

those three people. I categorically reject the notion that the government should try to make Port Hedland a fly in, 

fly out city. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: It does not say that. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Yes, it does; it is a quote. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: You‘re verballing the committee. You verballer! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: It states — 

The Government should have looked to see how Port Hedland could become the best fly-in fly-out city. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: You‘re misleading the house. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Read it. It is on page 149 of the report and is a direct quote. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: You‘re being misleading. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I reject that. Clearly the member for Perth is keen on FIFO in Port Hedland; I am not. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: It doesn‘t say that. You verballer! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms A.R. Mitchell): Member! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We are looking to build the products so that FIFO stops. I look forward to talking with those 

three people — 

Mr T.G. Stephens interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I am on my feet. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: I beg your pardon. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Continue, minister. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I need to bring my comments to a close because other members wish to speak. The member 

for Pilbara told me that that comment was made by Morag Lowe from First National Real Estate. The quote in 

the report states — 

it is barely economic at the moment to air-condition houses so how do you provide environmentally 

liveable, sustainable houses in the Pilbara? The Government should have looked to see how Port 

Hedland could become the best fly-in fly-out city. 

If Morag Lowe does not believe that, I will be happy, because I do not believe it. We are absolutely determined, 

through the ―Pilbara‘s Port Cities Growth Plan‖, to make sure that Port Hedland becomes a very liveable city. 

The complete rejuvenation of almost every public building in that town is making that the case. I look forward to 

talking with Morag about the work we have done and finding out whether she now believes that Port Hedland is 

now a more liveable and affordable city. The government has clear vision for the cities in the Pilbara. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [3.42 pm]: This motion, of course, is typically hypocritical. When Labor was in 

power, its greatest failure—it had a number of them—was in the housing market. The Labor Party turned 

Western Australia, and Perth in particular, from a place where a person on a modest, median income could raise 

a family and own a home into a place where they can no longer afford to do that. The Labor Party basically 

destroyed the future of many young families in particular. What is worse is it did it in complete denial. When 

people in the media, industry and even the planning community said that things were not right, the then Minister 

for Planning and Infrastructure howled them down and told them they were lying and did not know what they 

were talking about. The minister continued to destroy housing affordability in this state. The Labor Party stands 

to be condemned for that and should not blame us for its own mess. The truth, as the Minister for Lands just said, 

is that housing affordability during virtually every year over the period of the Liberal–National government has 

improved. That is a fact. Median house prices have come down. In part, that is because of a slowing of demand. 

There is some concern about whether our arthritic planning system could respond if we got hit by another wave 

of demand. That is a legitimate question that the Leader of the Opposition asked. 

When I was watching this issue as a commentator, I wondered why Labor did not put more effort into public 

housing. During the peak of the boom, it put very little effort into housing. The member for Willagee is not here, 

so I will not mention him. The majority of people who depend upon and live in public housing are living in 

Labor electorates. I think that is a legitimate statement. I briefly read the report issued today by the Community 

Development and Justice Standing Committee titled ―A Fading Dream — Affordable Housing in Western 

Australia‖. It is a balanced and accurate report. It did not raise all the issues, but that would take many tomes. It 
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states quite clearly that the current pressures in the state housing market program can be traced back to the 

experiences of 2006–07, and it provides a table to demonstrate that. During 2006–07, the average waiting time 

jumped by 12 per cent, the median waiting time increased by nearly 20 per cent and the number of housing 

assists of all types provided by the then Labor government dropped by 20 per cent. In other words, during a 

period of large population growth and an escalation, if my memory is correct, of 40 per cent in housing prices, 

particularly for houses in the lower price bracket, the government cut back assistance to people who needed 

affordable housing. The report states — 

During 2006–08, the Carpenter Government reduced the number of housing assists by over 25%. 

That is mainly to Labor‘s own people. The report continues — 

This put even greater stress on those needing assistance. The waiting list data worsened further in 2007–

08 despite the Department of Planning submitting to the Committee that there were then 35,000 vacant 

residential lots in Perth–40% more than there had been in 2000. 

There was a drastic increase in the number of people on the waiting list for public housing, but what did the 

government do? It cut it back. The report further states — 

Despite the current Liberal/National Party Government increasing the number of housing assistances by 

more than a third — 

Mr J.N. Hyde: Federally funded. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will get to that. The report continues — 

between 2008 and 2010, there has been a dramatic increase in the size of the waiting list … 

In other words, these things have leads and lags. We had a dramatic increase in the housing price and there was a 

cutback in housing assistance from the government. The people who came here could not find housing. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.45 pm]: The matter of public interest we raise today condemns the Barnett 

government for its failure in the Housing and Planning portfolios as detailed in the report ―A Fading Dream — 

Affordable Housing in Western Australia‖ and especially the government‘s lack of planning for the future, the 

blow-out in waitlists and the red tape problems. In the five minutes available to me I do not intend to argue about 

what he said or she said or that when we were in government, we were great and while this government is in 

power, it is not so good and so forth, because the facts in the report that was tabled today speak for themselves. I 

am not particularly interested in the Minister for Lands‘ vague statements that the government has taken action 

and has put partnerships in place and the like. He cited the rent brokerage scheme partnership as an example, yet 

despite the government‘s announcement of a rent brokerage scheme in conjunction with the Real Estate Institute 

of Western Australia and saying that 500 rent brokerages would happen, not a single deal has been brokered. 

When we look behind all that, we see there is a lot of talk, a lot of great ideas and a lot of people saying that they 

are gunna do this and they are gunna do that, but at the end of the day a government must be judged on its 

results. 

There are two very telling tables in the report that was tabled today by the Community Development and Justice 

Standing Committee. On page xiii of the report is the table titled ―Table ES1—Changes in public housing data 

for Australian Labor Party Governments (2001–08)‖ and underneath that table is a similar table summarising the 

data for the Liberal–National government from 2008 to 2011. The member for Rockingham has already alluded 

to these. A telling point is that in the seven years between 2001 and 2008, the average waiting time blew out 

from 63 weeks to 83 weeks, an increase of 31.7 per cent under Labor. However, in just three years under the 

Liberal–National government it has blown out from 83 weeks—an amount of time that the then opposition said 

was unacceptable when we were in government—to 113 weeks. That is a 36.1 per cent increase in just three 

years. If the government keeps going at that bad rate, we will see a blow-out of about 70 per cent if it remains in 

government for much longer. The median waiting week times on those same tables show a similar story. In 

seven years during the Labor Party‘s term of government, there was a 65 per cent blow-out but in just three years 

under the coalition Government, the median waiting week time has blown out by 71 per cent already. 

I draw members‘ attention to the table on page 46 that shows the Department of Housing‘s funding sources 

between 2001 and 2012. The table tells a very interesting story. I am particularly familiar with this, having taken 

the submission to the Cabinet Expenditure Review Committee in 2008–09 — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I remember. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Belmont remembers it because he parted with the money!  

State funds amounted to $581.3 million. Subsequently, in 2008–09, a further $20 million was allocated for 

royalties for regions. In our last budget in 2008–09, there was over $600 million in state funds. In 2009–10, that 
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dropped down to $265.8 million in state funds and $94 million in royalties for regions. If we add them together, 

they come to a total of $359.8 million. It is even worse in 2010–11, when state funds were $132.5 million and 

royalties for regions funds were $63.6 million. That is a total of $196.1 million in state funds for 2010–11. We 

can compare that with the total in 2008–09, which was $600 million. About $400 million worth of state funds 

have just disappeared. In the federal story, in 2008–09 there was just $122.8 million in federal funding, but under 

the federal Labor government, that funding went up to a massive $423.7 million in 2009–10 and $386.7 million 

in 2011–11. We have seen a quadrupling of the amount of federal funding.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (22) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr P. Papalia Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms A.S. Carles Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr A.J. Waddell 

Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr B.S. Wyatt 

Ms J.M. Freeman Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens  

Mr W.J. Johnston Mr A.P. O‘Gorman Mr C.J. Tallentire  

Noes (26) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Sutherland 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr A. Krsticevic Mr T.K. Waldron 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr W.R. Marmion Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A.J. Simpson (Teller) 

Mr I.M. Britza Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  

Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Mr C.C. Porter  
            

Pairs 

 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr T.R. Buswell 

 Dr A.D. Buti Mr G.M. Castrilli 
 Ms R. Saffioti Mr M.J. Cowper 

 Mr M.P. Whitely Mr J.E. McGrath 

 Mr P.B. Watson Mr P.T. Miles 

Question thus negatived.  

 


