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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–14 BILL 2013 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 13 August.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.41 pm]: This is the budget that 
demonstrates that the Premier did not keep his word to the people of Western Australia. This is the budget of 
broken promises that will hurt Western Australians, Western Australian families and the state for years to come. 
The Premier has managed to achieve a near-impossible feat in this budget—record debt, record revenue, record 
broken promises and record tax and charges increases. It is not just about the promises that have been broken but 
also about the things that were never mentioned in the lead-up to the state election just four and a half months 
ago, such as the attack on users of public transport with massive increases in fares and paid parking at train 
stations. This budget is about the 75 000 Western Australian families who believe they signed a contract in good 
faith with this government for the feed-in tariff scheme and then found that the Premier wilfully betrayed that 
contract and that faith after the election.  

The Western Australian community is paying for the Barnett government’s failure to manage the economy and 
his failure to keep his word. Under the Premier, and his big taxing, big spending Liberals, the debt burden for 
Western Australia will soar to $10 600 for every man, woman and child by 2016–17. The spiralling cost of the 
interest bill alone on the Barnett government’s debt will approach $1 billion per year. It is a budget that clearly 
shows the deception and the arrogance with which the Barnett government has treated the people of Western 
Australia in the recent election campaign. The Premier took a plan to the voters that he said was fully funded and 
fully costed in virtually every policy document released, when it clearly was not. That is the big daddy of broken 
promises that the government took to the people in the state election campaign in March this year. Now the 
Premier arrogantly dismisses the promises he made to the people of Western Australia because, as he says, he 
“doesn’t think people study”. Never in the course of political history has a Premier dishonoured so many fully 
funded, fully costed promises in such a short period. 

Now I turn to the budget aggregates. After the election the Premier and the Treasurer were arguing that 
something had changed that had given the Premier the licence to break his promises to the people of Western 
Australia. The financial circumstances of the state, due to royalties, goods and services tax and the like, were 
somehow massively different from the finances of the state in December and February when the midyear review 
and the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement were released respectively, and different from when the 
last budget was released in May 2012. However, very little has changed since then. If anything, financially, 
things have improved according to the government’s own position on the budget. The Premier made his 
promises to the people of Western Australia under the same economic conditions that exist today; indeed, 
economic and budgetary conditions that are not as good as they currently are. He knew the impact of population 
growth on the budget and he knew what the government’s share of GST would be. He has no excuse for 
breaking his promises other than that he misled the people of Western Australia when he said he had a fully 
funded and fully costed plan in the lead-up to the election.  

I would like to turn to the GST for a moment. I think all members on both sides of the house agree that WA is 
not getting its fair share of GST revenue from the commonwealth. When constructing its election promises and 
its budgets, the state government always knew that our share of the GST was falling and, in fact, it subsequently 
turns out that it is slightly better than was predicted for this year. The fact that it is falling should come as no 
surprise to the Premier. He was the deputy Liberal leader in the Liberal government that signed Western 
Australia up to the GST deal with John Howard’s Liberal government nationally in 1999. I was present in this 
house when we argued against that arrangement. We said that it would not be good for Western Australia and we 
said that the share would decline over time. Indeed, the government had Treasury advice that pointed that out, 
yet Mr Barnett, the Premier, supported the signing of that arrangement that was patently not going to be good for 
future generations in this state. Yet somehow, despite being one of the fathers of the GST arrangement, he tries 
to use GST revenue as an excuse for his government’s poor management of the Western Australian economy—
an excuse for his failure to deliver on the promises he made in the lead-up to the election. 

It also needs to be noted—I raised this point recently with a group of journalists—that GST revenue is roughly 
11 per cent of the entire state budget. Admittedly, it could have been better had the Liberal Party not signed us 
up to that deal and had it stood firm when the Premier supported the signing of that deal, but it is only 11 per 
cent of our revenue base. We should look at the facts on revenue growth since 1988. Total revenue in 2013 is 
estimated to be $27.9 billion, an increase since 2008 of 44 per cent. Revenue has gone up 44 per cent for the 
state government since 2008. Mining royalties are now estimated to be $5.8 billion, an increase of 246 per cent 
over the past five years of this government. Payroll tax is estimated to be $3.7 billion, an increase of 92 per cent. 
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The government has nearly doubled payroll tax receipts from small, medium and large businesses in Western 
Australia. Revenue from its own corporations is estimated to be $1.3 billion, an increase of 51 per cent. Receipts 
from goods and services are estimated to be $2.1 billion, an increase of 55 per cent. This is a government that 
inherited total state debt of $3.6 billion in 2008—in just five years—with those significant increases in revenue 
that I just outlined. That debt has grown to $21.9 billion this year and is predicted in the government’s own 
forward estimates to rise to $28.3 billion in 2016. That is an increase of 786 per cent in two terms of 
government, despite the fact that revenue is increasing hugely over those two terms of government. This is an 
increase in debt from a government that said in its election commitments given to Treasury that it would add 
only $1.2 billion to debt, that debt was levelling off, and that it would never preside over a deficit budget. Next 
year, the budget is forecast to go into deficit despite strong revenue and years of uninterrupted economic growth. 

I now turn to one of the important issues facing the people of Western Australia: the increased cost of living. 
Families and pensioners have a right to feel angry. In the lead-up to the election they were told there would be 
relief from the massive increase in fees and charges that occurred under the Barnett government. During the 
leaders’ debate, the Premier made the commitment directly to Western Australians that electricity prices would 
be kept “at or around the rate of inflation”. We now know that that statement was untrue. That was not the only 
occasion on which the Premier said it; he said it regularly in the lead-up to the state election. That was his 
formulation and they were the words used by the Premier, and we now know that that was completely and utterly 
untrue. The price of electricity will rise by four per cent this year when the rate of inflation is only 2.5 per cent; 
that is 60 per cent greater than the rate of inflation. This financial year there will be an 11.8 per cent increase in 
the cost of electricity for local governments for street lighting that will flow directly through to the rates of 
Western Australians, when the Premier promised the increase would be at or about 2.5 per cent. Under this 
government, the cost of electricity for ordinary families has now risen by 70 per cent. In the forward estimates 
the government is planning further increases of seven per cent in 2014–15, 2015–16, and 2016–17.  

The accumulative impact of these increases will result in a 107 per cent increase in electricity prices over the two 
terms of this government. That is a huge impost on families, pensioners and businesses, and a direct and 
deliberate broken promise by the government. Then the government, with malice aforethought, decided to rip up 
the 75 000 contracts it had with those Western Australian households who installed solar power systems. With 
malice aforethought the government decided to rip up those contracts with Western Australian families.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: The contracts have not been ripped up at all.  
Mr M. McGOWAN: When asked whether the contracts were being ripped up, the Treasurer answered “yes”. 
Contracts with Western Australian families for the solar feed-in tariff scheme were being ripped up. It was only 
after the Western Australian public rebelled and we indicated that we would raise this issue in Parliament that it 
became plain that the government had an issue and the Premier had to back down. He backed down in a manner 
that was somewhat through gritted teeth and pursed lip. All this is on top of other massive losses in the energy 
portfolio, including the $330 million failed refurbishment of the Muja AB power station. That figure was revised 
upwards in this budget. In the Premier’s words, he said that project would not cost Western Australian taxpayers 
a single cent. The community is paying for the government’s gross mismanagement of the energy portfolio. 
Other prices have gone up even more than the cost of electricity and significantly more than the rate of inflation. 
Water prices have gone up by six per cent this financial year and will rise by seven per cent in each of the next 
three years. Gas prices have gone up by 6.4 per cent this financial year, which is a 67 per cent increase from 
2008. Today, Western Australians are paying $1 686 in household fees and charges, compared with 2008, 
including another $254 in this budget. On Thursday evening, the Premier described that increase as slight. I will 
tell the Premier what slight is; slight is the Premier’s comprehension of what is going on with the household 
budget of ordinary Western Australian families when he so rudely and arrogantly described the increases in that 
manner. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: We do not have ordinary people in Western Australia. The member is just patronising them. 
What is an ordinary family? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier is an expert on ordinary. 
In the area of economic management, the Barnett government’s record has been shocking. Shortly after the 
election, he lost the Browse and the Oakajee developments through his own interference. The government has 
failed to deliver on the promised tax cuts in its first term of government, and within months of being elected for a 
second term, it introduced legislation to abolish a legislated tax cut for small business that was due to commence 
on 1 July this year. Within months of being elected, the government—the Liberal Party and the National Party—
introduced and passed legislated tax cuts for the small business constituency of this state totalling more than 
$526 million. There are now more than 15 500 businesses paying payroll tax as a result of the government’s 
failure to index the threshold, which is up from 11 400 in the 2007–08 financial year. That is another 4 100 small 
and medium-sized businesses caught by the payroll tax net. In the course of five years during this government’s 
time in office, the number of businesses caught by the payroll tax net has increased by one-third and, as I said 
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before, the government’s tax take on payroll tax has increased by 92 per cent over the same period. The 
government committed to lift the threshold in this budget but it has not lifted it sufficiently to provide relief to 
the many small businesses that were previously not subject to the tax.  

The Insurance Commission of Western Australia provides compulsory insurance for all drivers. The commission 
will now be required to pay a dividend to the state government, a move that this government assured the RAC 
prior to the state election would not happen. In this budget, we have now witnessed the first consequence of this 
action with the decision to halve the private vehicle concession for motor vehicle registration vehicle fees from 
January 2014. This will increase costs on every family motor vehicle by $36 in 2013–14 and by more in each of 
the following years. There is concern that the payment of the dividend will undermine the financial capacity of 
the Insurance Commission of WA to introduce a no-fault insurance scheme. A no-fault insurance scheme is an 
integral part of the state government’s commitment to the National Disability Insurance Scheme. A properly 
targeted, affordable no-fault insurance scheme is needed in Western Australia; however, these changes will make 
it more difficult to bring in such a scheme.  

Prior to the election, the government promised in its small business policy document to lift the tax burden on 
Western Australians. Instead, we have seen increased taxes. The government broke its legislative word to put in 
place $526 million of stamp duty relief for small and medium-sized enterprises in Western Australia. The repeal 
of that legislation went through this house without ever being mentioned before the state election and against the 
votes of the WA Labor Party members. Now we find an unheralded, unmentioned 12.5 per cent land tax 
increase. This was never part of the fully funded, fully costed plan the government put out there before the state 
election. This land tax will cost WA renters and landlords $388 million over the next four years. It is another 
broken promise.  

When the government said it was going to lift the burden on Western Australians, I think people thought it meant 
it. Then we find that lifting the burden meant lifting the taxes on Western Australian families, businesses, 
landlords and tenants across this state. What makes it especially sad is that all those people who voted for the 
Liberal and National Parties probably thought its members meant it when they said they were going to reduce the 
tax burden. It is terribly sad to watch the faces of the newly elected Liberal MPs who are sitting there wondering, 
“What have we gotten ourselves into?” I listened to their speeches when they were first elected and talked about 
smaller government, reducing taxes, ensuring that we made life easier for families and kept the debt burden 
down for Western Australian families and businesses. I feel terribly sad for those newly elected Liberal members 
of Parliament who made those speeches — 

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! Member for Albany!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: A very rude Premier, Madam Acting Speaker. I feel terribly sad for all those members of 
Parliament elected for the Liberal party who gave those speeches about small business and enterprise and small 
government and keeping the debt burden and taxes down, who are now finding out that they were conned.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Alfred Cove! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: They are now part of a government that did exactly the opposite, and what is more, they 
are voting for it!  

I will now turn to public transport users who play a vital role in ensuring congestion on our roads is kept under 
control. They have been savaged by this government. They will be slugged by massive increases in ticket prices 
and fees will be introduced for all parking bays at major train stations from 1 July 2014. This will add on average 
an additional $460 for workers who commute to the city from Joondalup, Rockingham, Midland, Armadale, 
Fremantle or any of the stations in between. In addition, train fares will increase. For someone who is paying for 
a two-zone fare, that represents $450 extra each year on top of the parking fee, and by 2016–17, it will cost an 
extra $1 104 for someone who buys an eight-zone fare to travel from Mandurah to Perth. Significant concerns 
have been raised about this. This change will add to congestion and parking pressures in streets surrounding train 
stations. What makes this especially problematic is that none of this was mentioned in the government’s fully 
funded, fully costed plan in the lead-up to the state election.  

For all the debt and tax increases, the Premier has managed to fund only nine per cent of the promised airport rail 
and 22 per cent of the Metro Area Express light rail. Both projects will not be delivered by 2018, which again 
was promised during the state election campaign. As the Treasurer said in his budget speech, we expect it by 
2020! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I said 2019.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: The Treasurer said 2020 in his budget speech.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: In fact —  

Mr T.R. Buswell: It’s a nice round number!  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park and Treasurer, I do not know whether you noticed, but the 
opposition leader has the floor, not the two of you. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Madam Acting Speaker, I quite enjoyed the Treasurer’s interjections in any event because 
he did say in his budget speech “2020”.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s right, but it also says in the budget paper that it will be finished by 2019.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is just another year; it is up there with “fully funded, fully costed” in the pantheon of the 
government’s truthfulness! In fact, the bulk of the costs sit in the forward estimates of the next couple of budgets 
when our state’s debt will skyrocket even further. Now it is clear these promises were never fully funded or fully 
costed and the Barnett government is now struggling to find ways to pay for the promises by hitting commuters 
and ratcheting up state debt. For all of those commuters in Ellenbrook who were first promised a railway by this 
Premier directly and personally—there is no railway there—and then the Ellenbrook rapid transit system, there is 
nothing. There is nothing in the budget for that project either. Clearly, access to public transport for the people of 
Ellenbrook is not a priority for this government.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier just interjected with, “They should have voted for Natasha Cheung!”  

Mr C.J. Barnett: A more effective member!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: This government is showing that people receive things depending upon how an electorate 
votes; in other words, people are punished if they do not vote for the Premier. People are punished, either as a 
constituent or as a member, if they do not vote for the Premier. I will tell the house the other political figure, the 
other Premier, who used exactly the same words, and that was Joh Bjelke-Petersen. He was famous for that 
approach to political life. Here, we have in Western Australia the modern iteration of Joh Bjelke-Petersen 
leading a state, without the articulateness!  

The health portfolio is again littered with broken promises. Front and centre is Royal Perth Hospital. The Royal 
Perth Hospital redevelopment has been abandoned again by the Barnett government. Despite committing to the 
redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital in two successive election campaigns, the Barnett government has now 
all but cancelled the project, putting it off until after the next election. Budget papers show that $100 million has 
been removed from the forward estimates for that project to which the government committed at two elections. 
The Barnett government has broken its promise to the patients and the families of the northern and eastern 
suburbs. Royal Perth Hospital now continues with ageing and tired facilities, when this Premier promised at two 
elections to refurbish it. The Barnett government also promised $30 million of new money for medical research; 
however, it has committed only $12 million of new money. This is a complete slap in the face for medical 
researchers in Western Australia who listened to what the government said before the election when making that 
commitment. This is a broken election promise that will harm medical research and health services in Western 
Australia and explodes the Premier’s statement that the next four years were about broadening Western 
Australia’s economy through creating a culture of science and education. Across the health system, the failure to 
increase the health budget in alliance with demands will continue to put pressure on a health system that is 
already not coping. The Barnett government has announced growth of just 4.5 per cent in health expenditure. 
This is in stark contrast to average growth of eight per cent in the previous five years. To achieve such a low 
growth rate, patients will have to wait longer and hospitals will have to cut services. This is at a time when the 
government’s figures show that demand for services is growing at 6.9 per cent per year. All this is happening at a 
time — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: Ever heard of efficiency! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Treasurer!  
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Treasurer has not delivered it so far! He has had five years and he has not delivered it. 
This is happening at a time when 2013 is shaping up as the worst on record for ambulance ramping. For the first 
half of the year, patients have been left waiting — 
Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park and the Treasurer—not across the chamber, please.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: For the first half of the year, patients have been left waiting outside emergency rooms for 
over 7 000 hours; it is over double the same time last year and a fourfold increase on the previous Labor 
government. With some 25 000 extra emergency patients predicted for next year, the government actually has a 
crisis on its hands. This is another example of a broken promise to the people of Western Australia.  

Education is again a big loser in this budget, with the Premier failing to deliver on his commitment in his second 
term of government to rebuilding secondary schools, concentrating on those schools built before the 1980s. No 
significant investment has been announced for schools across the state that fit that category. Only $16.7 million 
of new money has been allocated over the forward estimates to be shared among six older high schools, with no 
significant rebuilds of old secondary schools provided for. Indeed, the government has broken a number of 
specific election commitments made during the election, including $7.5 million for new facilities at Collie Senior 
High School and $27.5 million for the second stage redevelopment of Rossmoyne Senior High School. Nothing 
is provided in the budget for either of these projects. These are just two examples of a long list of broken 
commitments to school communities. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Rather than honour this commitment — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, can we let the opposition leader be heard in silence? We did that for the 
Premier. I would appreciate for my purposes that we continue in silence. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Just a year ahead of us in time! 

Rather than honour this commitment, the definition of depreciation has now been changed so that the useful life 
of a school will now be 50 years rather than 40 years. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, it’s not. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As the Premier says, that is right. 

This is a deceptive accounting mechanism to delay important improvements in ageing schools in Western 
Australia and another blow to Western Australian families and students. The people of Midland and surrounding 
suburbs have a right to feel misled with not a single dollar being made available to support the establishment of a 
university campus in Midland, which the Premier promised at the state election. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Remember that: a university in Midland that the Premier promised in the state election? 
Not a single dollar is in the budget for that university campus that the Premier promised for Midland. It is clear 
that the Premier has walked away from his commitment to improve the rates of tertiary education in the eastern 
suburbs. Furthermore, the overall funding to education does not match the projected growth in student school 
numbers, which are expected to grow by three per cent next year. The budget increase is 1.7 per cent. The 
government has also foreshadowed its intention to rip out $282 million from education over the forward 
estimates. It is hard to see how this will not have a detrimental impact on the quality of education for our young 
people. Is it any wonder that the Premier will not sign up to the Gonski program, the federal government’s Better 
Schools program? It is because it requires an additional investment in education. That is the true reason. That is 
the real reason this government will not sign up to — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The reason this government will not sign up to the Better Schools initiative is that it does 
not want to make the resources available. All the other reasons the Premier uses are red herrings, except perhaps 
that he does not want to give Kevin Rudd another success in the lead-up to the federal election. 

Housing affordability is a major issue for Western Australians, and this government has made it worse. We have 
seen a significant decline in approvals for residential lots. Get this Madam Acting Speaker: on the latest figures 
from the Western Australian Planning Commission—that headless body over which this government presides—
there has been a 39 per cent reduction in residential lots made available from 78 365 in 2004–08 to 47 715 in 
2008–12. That is a 39 per cent reduction in housing blocks. Over a time of significant population growth these 
approval rates are simply appalling. This is a significant factor in making housing more expensive. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Treasurer!  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: On top of that, around 50 000 Western Australians are on the waitlist to be placed into a 
Department of Housing home, which is a significant increase on the department’s waitlist. 

The budget also includes massive increases in fees and charges for the WA Planning Commission of between 
54 per cent and 243 per cent. For example, if a mum and dad undertake a simple two-lot subdivision, it will now 
cost $1 522 a lot, up from $720 a lot. That is a doubling of cost in this budget for simple mum-and-dad investors 
undertaking a subdivision. These cost increases will not only hit developers but also be borne by people 
subdividing their blocks and by ordinary home purchasers. This increased revenue will not be used to employ 
more planners and to fast-track planning approvals; the money will just go to support the government’s 
disastrous financial position that it has created, and it is another impost on those people wanting to get into the 
housing market in Western Australia. 

Local governments in regional Western Australia are big losers from changes to the royalties for regions 
program. An allocation of $120.5 million that was in the budget for local infrastructure asset renewal and new 
assets in the midyear review has gone—it has disappeared. Local governments in the regions make plans for 
forward years. They make plans into the future and they rely upon — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I wish they did. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Did the Premier say, “I wish they did”? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Yes, we do. That’s one of the things we’re trying to get them to do. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Local governments make plans to construct infrastructure for their communities into the 
future and they budget for it. They budgeted on the basis of the legislated country local government fund. At a 
time when the government is heading down a path of forced amalgamations for local government, that money 
put aside to help regional councils work together has also gone. An allocation of $139.7 million has all but gone, 
with some money next year and then nothing in the forward estimates beyond that. The country local 
government fund was an important component of royalties for regions. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Ha-ha! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Treasurer keeps laughing about it; it is his program. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You opposed it! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is actually not a true statement. It is true that I had difficulty with it being used for a 
dog pound in Northam—I stand guilty of that—but I do support regional communities getting their fair share. Its 
abolition will have a significant impact on communities and a significant impact on country communities’ 
planning for the long term. It is also clear that, despite all the promises and all the government-funded 
advertising before the state election, royalties for regions is no longer a fund of additional money on top of what 
the government would ordinarily spend in the regions. Now royalties for regions actually has to fund the 
Department of Regional Development, the development commissions and the ordinary business of government, 
which the National Party promised would never happen. The statement that royalties for regions comprises 
25 per cent of royalties is clearly and absolutely untrue, and any advertising that says that is clearly and 
absolutely untrue. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Albany pipeline is in a unique category and is up there with Royal Perth Hospital; it 
has been promised in two successive elections and has never been delivered. Only $7 million of planning money 
has been allocated and nothing to build it. That is yet another broken promise to the people of Albany and has 
the Premier’s fingerprints all over it. There was $7 million in the budget for that plan that the Premier promised 
in 2008 and in 2013. The government is clearly not delivering it in the time frame in which it said it would 
deliver it. On tourism — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Premier! 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Albany! 

Mr P.B. Watson: interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Albany, can you stop calling across the floor? 
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Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: You held it up, he responded. Stop calling across the floor and it will stop, okay? 

Mr P.B. Watson: Okay. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Barnett government also promised to support the development of other industries to 
broaden the state’s economy. Liberal Party policy documents describe tourism as a critical driver and provider of 
jobs for the state. That is why the government keeps providing jobs for the tourism minister. That is actually 
what the government meant by providing jobs. It keeps swapping the tourism minister around virtually every 
year of the government. Immediately before the election at a forum attended by the tourism industry, the 
government committed an additional $24 million over four years. Indeed, the Premier himself held the tourism 
portfolio. Last Thursday’s state budget will deliver only $9.2 million of that $24 million. That is another broken 
promise. The Tourism Council itself has said that the government’s broken promise will cost Western Australia 
$80 million in lost tourism dollars and 1 300 jobs. 

The environment has suffered one of the cruellest cuts of all. The Barnett government has abolished the funding 
for the environmental community grants program. That clearly demonstrates a lack of understanding of the work 
done by small, and sometimes large, volunteer groups across the metropolitan area and the regions that go out on 
the weekend and plant trees, save endangered species and rehabilitate wetlands. The Premier has cruelly cut a 
small grants program to community groups in every electorate around Western Australia. I met many of those 
groups some years ago as environment minister. They are admirable people who run businesses or work in 
companies, corporations or government departments during the week and spend their weekends trying to 
improve the environment in their area or region. The very small amount of support that those groups received 
has gone in this budget. 

In its election documents, the Liberal Party promised $8 million for the virtual environmental data library to 
support the mining industry—the resources sector of Western Australia. That was going to be an online database 
of all the environmental reports and approvals across Western Australia that could be accessed by those 
undertaking environmental or approvals work. During the election $8 million was promised for this, but there is 
not a single cent in the budget or across the forward estimates. Before the election, those opposite announced 
expenditure on the Swan River. We increased expenditure on the Swan River when we were in government. We 
put in place the fertiliser action plan, the new Swan and Canning Rivers Management Act 2006 and the Swan 
River action plan. What has happened? The government has not delivered on the commitments it made on the 
Swan River, or the money that was promised in the lead-up to the state election for the Swan River, which means 
that all that work will not be done. This government has cut environmental expenditure by 9.2 per cent. 

In the lead-up to the election the government promised safety for our seniors and promised to put in place 
$15 million over four years. I recall the former police minister—an incredibly active senior himself—talking 
about these issues and promising $15 million over four years to cover the purchase of personal safety alarms and 
other equipment to keep older Western Australians safe in their homes. A $15 million program over four years 
was promised by the government before the election, with only $1 million over the forward estimates. 

The government then went to grandparents who have full-time responsibility for their grandchildren. It promised 
them $5.3 million, but as the budget shows, over the forward estimates, $1.7 million has been provided for those 
grandparents who take on the role of looking after their children’s children. I have met many groups in this 
position and they are very serious cases. They asked for some support from the state government. The Premier 
went to them before the state election and said, “We’ll improve this situation with $5.3 million.” What do we 
find now in this budget of broken promises—$1.7 million. This is another group in the community whose hearts 
have been broken by the government’s broken promises. 

Now we come to debt. Despite all the broken promises, the extraordinary revenue growth, the taxes and charges 
increases, debt has grown massively—and that will be the Premier’s legacy. The Premier thinks his legacy will 
be other things, but he will be remembered as the biggest increaser of debt in this state’s history—someone who 
burdened future generations with the highest debt levels ever seen. In 2008, the last year of the Labor 
government when Eric Ripper was the Treasurer of this state, debt was down to $3.6 billion—a record low 
driven down from $5 billion under the Court Liberal government. That record low debt was achieved while 
building the Mandurah railway line, the rail extension to Thornlie and the rail extension on the northern rail line, 
and doubling the amount of rolling stock; while building the Forrest Highway and the Roe Highway extensions; 
while building the Kwinana desalination plant—against Liberal Party opposition I might add — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Bring Alannah back! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: She may well be the Prime Minister at some point, so I would not be making too much fun 
of her. 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, Treasurer and Premier! Attention to the Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: And planning and commencing the Binningup desalination plant; rebuilding 10 hospitals 
and health facilities around Western Australia; planning, commencing, prefunding and naming the Fiona Stanley 
Hospital; building 63 new schools and dozens of new police stations; and the new Northbridge and Albany 
theatres. The point I am making here is that it is possible to build infrastructure and drive down debt with careful 
financial management. We know it is possible because the last government did it. Compare the record today—
we have record revenue that has increased from $19.8 billion in 2008 to $27.9 billion today. Yet we have seen 
debt expand from $3.6 billion in 2008 to $21.9 billion in 2013–14 and predicted to rise to $28.3 billion in 
2016-17. It will not even peak then; if one reads Treasury documents, it is predicted to go way beyond that in 
future years. 

This is hardly surprising with this Premier. We all know about the Langoulant letter written by the Under 
Treasurer in June 1998. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The Langoulant letter from thirteen years ago—read it out! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is pretty good and the reason I will read it out is that I suspect there are lots of people in 
the media and in the Liberal Party who have never heard of it. It is an extraordinary letter. The former Under 
Treasurer—the well-respected John Langoulant from Western Australia—was forced to write to Premier Court 
to express his concern about the current Premier, who was then the minister for education and energy. I quote — 

I have expressed my concern to you on a number of occasions about the disturbing trend of Cabinet and 
individual Ministers to embark upon expenditure proposals out of context with the budget. This trend 
manifests itself in the following ways … the Education Minister’s announcements on matters such as 
reduced class sizes which are not funded. 

Individual Ministers attempting to capture the budget process by seeking in-principle approval for 
significant expenditure programs before the annual budget process begins and often before the current 
budget has passed through the Parliament. A classic example is the current proposal by the Minister for 
Education to expand the Local Area Education Planning initiative, the same Minister’s proposal on 
regional power … 

And so it goes on. The person regularly outed in this piece of correspondence was the minister for education and 
energy—guess who it was? It was the current Premier; and he says, “Wow”. It is an extraordinary letter. The 
Under Treasurer of the state was forced to write to the Premier to tell him how negligent his own deputy leader 
was. The Premier acts as though it is all back in history—imagine raising something that is back in history! The 
Premier has not changed his spots; back then he was only a minister out of control, now he is the Premier out of 
control. Prior to this budget and just five months after the election I identified 15 broken promises of the Barnett 
government. I was able to set up a website about the broken promises with all the supporting information. Now I 
think we are going to need a bigger website to contain all these broken promises. It is a budget that clearly shows 
the deception and arrogance with which the Barnett government has treated the people of Western Australia. The 
Premier took a plan to the voters that he said was fully funded and fully costed—it clearly was not. They will not 
be using that advertising slogan again. The government had a very large credit card and now every man, woman 
and child in Western Australia will be paying back this debt for decades to come. 

The biggest political issue in Western Australia is a Premier who has no regard for his promises—the promises 
he made prior to the election upon which he was elected. Every day we see all the deception and untruthfulness; 
the callous disregard for all that was said before the election. When I have the temerity to stand in this place and 
raise it he says, “Why are you worrying about that? That was five months ago. That was back then.” He says, 
“Look forward and worry about the future; stop dwelling in the past.” That is his advice to me on promises he 
made a mere five months ago. I have news for the Premier; we are going to keep reminding Western Australians 
about what the Premier promised in the lead-up to the election because they have a right to be reminded. They 
have a right not to be lied to and misled. Western Australians do not like being treated like fools. They hate the 
idea of the Premier thinking he can break all his promises and still skate through without being held to account. 
Western Australians will remember this betrayal and dishonesty, and it does not matter how much the Premier 
tells us to stop raising these issues in the Parliament, we will keep doing it because truthfulness and honesty 
count and the Premier’s truthfulness and honesty are seriously in question.  

Western Australians want a government that does not mortgage their future; that does not make their lives 
unnecessarily difficult; is honest with them; and delivers on its promises. The Premier failed this on all these 
counts. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What is the protocol for having government members missing? 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 14 August 2013] 

 p3379a-3390a 
Mr Mark McGowan; Mr Rob Johnson; Ms Lisa Baker 

 [9] 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Because it’s boring. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! The Member for Hillarys has the call. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [1.33 pm]: In addressing the second reading of the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2013–14 Bill 
2013, I remind members of the Address-in-Reply speech I gave on 8 May, when I expressed grave concern about 
the financial position of our state and of the commonwealth. Facts supporting those concerns have emerged since 
that speech, and it gives me no pleasure to see my fears eventuating. I said that fees, charges and taxes would 
increase substantially; that there would be widespread redundancies, both voluntary and forced; that this year’s 
budget would be one of the most austere in recent times; and that state debt would spiral out of control ending up 
in the not too distant future at around $35 billion. The day after my speech the Treasurer went out and confirmed 
that the debt could end up at $40 billion unless some drastic action was taken. Some drastic action has been 
taken in the past few weeks and yet we are still on target to hit at least $47 billion within 10 years. Regrettably, 
the predictions that I made have all eventuated except one. My only prediction outstanding—and I am 
desperately hoping that we will take the action required to avoid it—is the loss of our AAA credit rating. 

I say that is the only prediction outstanding, however, I might just remind members of what I also said in my 
Address-in-Reply speech — 

People do not like being deceived. The challenge facing the re-elected government of WA is how it will 
maintain the trust and faith of people who voted Liberal or National and honour its election promises in 
the knowledge that in doing so it will increase the state debt even more. 

It has become quite obvious and it has been acknowledged by the government that we are not able to keep all of 
our election promises, and yet the state debt is still going to increase to the levels predicted and beyond. The 
public does not like being given promises in an effort to get elected only to find out they have been deceived 
immediately after the election. I am concerned that the government made promises when we knew, or at the very 
least should have known, it was unlikely that we would be able to keep them. We were warned by Treasury not 
to make promises that could increase the debt and lead to a budget deficit. This was proven to be correct just 
after the election when all government departments were ordered to cease ordering any stationery items, cut out 
any advertising and not replace any staff that left. The situation was getting so desperate that police stations had 
to borrow notepads from other stations with a surplus in their stationery cupboard rather than order any 
replacements. 
In the past, we have always prided ourselves on our prudent management of the state finances. I fear that we may 
have great difficulty in persuading the people that we are still up to the job after the fallout from this budget and 
our ballooning debt. Right now, only the sheer incompetence and spin doctoring of federal Labor is making us 
look good. The challenge for us is to recover and fall on the right side of this, because certainly every sign points 
to the fact that an incoming federal Liberal government will display far more fiscal discipline than we have in 
this state.  

Being Treasurer is not an easy task for anyone to take on, particularly when premiers or ministers demand funds 
be spent in their particular areas. Treasurers have to be very strong in their responses. Recent past Treasurers, 
former Premier Richard Court and Hon Eric Ripper, did very well managing and reducing state debt and 
ensuring ministers did not significantly overspend in their portfolios. Mr Ripper did not blow out debt like Labor 
has done federally and in Queensland, and this current state government inherited a debt of just $3.6 billion. 

On a net basis, all this debt was in the commercial sectors of the government. The non-commercial general 
government sector had positive financial assets of $3.4 billion. Let me refer to the “2007–08 Annual Report on 
State Finances”, which states on page 24 — 

The general government sector is net debt-free for the fifth consecutive year, with financial assets 
exceeding gross debt liabilities by $3.4 billion at 30 June 2008. 

These financial assets included $1.31 billion set aside in a dedicated legislated account which, with interest 
earnings, was projected to be sufficient to build Fiona Stanley Hospital debt free. This government has burned 
through these positive financial assets and is taking this non-commercial sector into significant debt. In the 
general government sector, debt was $4.5 billion at 30 June 2013. It is projected to rise to $13 billion by 30 June 
2017. This is debt for assets that do not produce commercial income. In other words, it is debt that has to be 
serviced by general revenues. Net state debt for the total public sector at 30 June 2013 was $18.5 billion. In this 
budget it is projected to rise to $21.9 billion by mid-2014, and by almost $10 billion to $28.4 billion by 30 June 
2017.  

These forecasts are alarming enough, but what should absolutely terrify members are the debt forecasts over the 
next 10 years. Treasury officials have exposed a troubling outlook with long-term modelling published on 
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page 74 of budget paper No 3. That modelling shows that even assuming continued implementation of the 
government’s fiscal action plan, debt will reach $47.3 billion at 30 June 2023.  

Let us remind ourselves of two elements at least of this fiscal action plan: no more than consumer price index 
wage increases for public sector workers and a cap on growth in agency salary costs to the CPI. If public sector 
workers are to get even a CPI wage increase, employing additional nurses, teachers, police officers or doctors 
will have to be offset every time by cutting equivalent staff numbers elsewhere. This will have to go on for 
10 years just to keep the debt to $47 billion. For 10 years nurses, doctors, teachers, police officers, fire fighters, 
prison officers and child protection workers will have to live with CPI-only wage increases just to keep debt at 
that $47 billion level. If members believe in Father Christmas, they will believe this scenario is plausible. For 
those of us who prefer to live in reality, we know this is clearly unsustainable.  

If this government and its successors falter in implementing this fiscal action plan, Treasury modelling shows 
that the debt could rise to $86 billion. My prediction is that we would almost certainly end up with a minimum 
debt of about $70 billion. This modelling is a challenge for the Barnett government, but what will the opposition 
do in the run-up to the 2017 election? Will it campaign against the fiscal action plan and in effect argue for more 
or less spending to control the debt? The debt forecasts are also a challenge for the community generally, even 
though I concede that the subject of debt does not capture the imagination of the voting public. A mature public 
debate is needed about our real financial position, what we can actually afford to build and what our priorities 
should be. A good start would be to publish formal cost–benefit analyses and business cases for each major 
project contemplated. For example, the public would benefit from information about the substantial annual debt 
servicing and operating subsidy costs for the major rail projects that the government is about to commence.  

What can be done to bring this debt juggernaut under control? Logically, there are a limited number of 
alternatives. Firstly, run bigger operating surpluses through further increases in taxes and charges or even fiercer 
cuts to expenditure, or a combination of both sets of measures. Bigger cuts to spending will require a much 
bigger and mostly compulsory redundancy program in the public sector. This is hard to explain in the presence 
of a substantial budget surplus. Secondly, cancel or defer by more than a decade some of the projects currently 
scheduled. Thirdly, get more money from the commonwealth or more commonwealth investment in Western 
Australian infrastructure, which seems politically unlikely. Lastly, start privatising state assets such as ports, 
electrical utilities or the Water Corporation. This budget means that ahead of the 2017 election both sides of 
Western Australian politics will be driven to consider privatisation. The option of private financing of public 
sector projects such as the rail projects will not reduce effective state debt until the private sector partners take 
significant commercial risks, which is hard to see happening in the case of public transport projects.  

As I said before, it is usually coalition governments that pay off Labor government debts. This will be the case 
both federally and in Queensland; however, I fear it will be the reverse in WA. If we leave it to a future Labor 
government to repay this debt, it may choose to address it in ways that members on this side of the house do not 
want to see. For example, it may cut expenditure in areas such as law and order or seek to introduce land tax on 
residential properties above a certain value, as Premier Geoff Gallop attempted to do. We need to stop spending 
money that we simply do not have. A critical difference between the two sides of politics is that on this side 
members normally understand the role of government as a public trustee authorised to raise and spend money on 
behalf of the community but without impoverishing the community in the process. The Liberals are normally the 
political side that understands the practices of prudent financial management.  
Mr W.J. Johnston: Not any more.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am saying what usually happens.  
Prudent management means having to say no far more often than saying yes to calls on government to deliver 
more of everything. It is this aspect of what the Liberal Party stands for, and has delivered in government in the 
past, that causes me to be greatly concerned by the state’s rising debt level. A lot of government investment has 
to proceed as a matter of public necessity, even if it has to be debt-funded under worse financial circumstances, 
but a $20 billion debt to $47 billion debt increase suggests our spending is running well beyond our means. Our 
state’s finances are now critically tight, and we are not in a position to be spending recklessly. Despite the clear 
financial constraints facing the Liberal–National government since 2008, over time it has steadily increased the 
propensity to say yes to the demands all governments face. In some ways, there has to be a feeling as though we 
were back in the pre–global financial crisis days with billions in revenue bonanzas that allow every call on 
government spending to be met. This natural desire to please as many people as possible is the great threat to any 
government’s ambition to manage public finances responsibly.  
I share the outrage of the community at broken promises, but the promise to leave our children and their children 
a massive debt is a promise not worth keeping. This is all easier said than done, but today I am going to begin to 
outline areas that need to be addressed.  
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I begin with the $2 billion rail line to the airport project that will add to our already large and growing debt. Only 
a few months before the state election, the airport rail project was flagged by the Minister for Transport as a 
project a decade or two away. No one baulked or seemed overly perturbed that a rail line to the airport was some 
time away. Much work had been done by transport and planning agencies prior to the transport plan being 
released, with its longer term outlook for the rail line to the airport. This idea was one of many in response to the 
surge in airport traffic, as passenger numbers rose dramatically due to both the fly-in, fly-out workforce growing 
and the ability of a growing number of our citizens to travel outside the state. However, experts have been 
cautious with airport rail links in light of overall disappointment at the results of other similar projects. Airport 
managers have expressed their caution at the future growth forecast by delaying major investment while also 
reducing the investment they have made. It begs the question: what was the game changer that saw a long-term 
rail project suddenly declared an urgent starter? This is not a small project. At $2 billion, it is the biggest single 
project that will add a large slab to the state’s growing debt, yet we have seen nothing to explain why it is 
suddenly urgent. It is the most expensive single project the Liberal–National government announced during the 
election campaign, yet according to the statements of the Minister for Transport and his experts only a few 
months earlier, this project was not a priority and would not be for many years to come.  

I see no obvious signs of the facts underpinning the transport plan released by the government that could have 
changed so dramatically in a few months to suddenly make the airport rail link a top priority. What I did see 
during the election campaign was disturbingly similar to the 2008 election that produced the Ellenbrook rail 
promise that ultimately saw a good and conscientious government member hung out to dry. Pressure increases in 
the campaign, pollsters make people nervous, and suddenly the pressure valves burst and out comes a mega-
promise. Members will recall a similar moment in 2005—albeit not involving the rail line. I am sure the media’s 
blitz with Labor’s Metronet campaign must have jolted the polls at the time, but experience tells us that media 
hype cannot sustain a questionable idea for long under the scrutiny applied during an election campaign. Labor’s 
campaign tactic was always likely to flounder because it offered too much to what many people thought would 
be credible, and it was therefore rejected. However, a week of media hype for Labor’s exciting but unaffordable 
plan was too much for some key decision-makers to handle, and the Liberal Party responded with a big 
announcement. Out came the airport rail plan at a cost of $1.8 billion at the time. I note that it is up more than 
10 per cent already. At that rate, it could be more than $2.5 billion by the time it is finished with no apparent 
justification other than some people raised it with the Premier.  

That is obviously not an adequate explanation for such a major financial commitment, and I look forward to 
seeing far more detail before we can ask the public to carry the financial burden of this project. I expect the 
transport minister will carry out his duty in fully informing government members of the details underpinning this 
project, even if those details are not favourable to the project. I also expect the same minister in his role as 
Treasurer to ensure that the project is put through a rigorous analysis and that the work be presented to 
government members, even if, again, they are not supportive of the project.  

Members on the government benches have a duty to the community that elected them to ensure that public 
money and public debt is not misspent on projects driven by political imperative but without the substance to 
justify them. Government members cannot be asked to blindly support the most expensive single project ever 
announced just for the sake of political image. Image is not substance, and the community knows the difference.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The public at large will want to know, just as I do, that the most expensive project ever is 
warranted. The public understands what is in its interest, and spending large sums on unnecessary projects just so 
that a government can say “We kept our promise” is not in the public interest. The public deserves to see the 
evidence to assure it that it is not going to pay for a grandiose promise made in the heat of an election campaign 
because the inner circle of Liberal Party decision-makers lost its nerve.  

The federal opposition leader, Tony Abbott, has had the courage and honesty to say that federal funding will not 
be available for this project, so with the federal election looming there is no question in my mind that we need to 
review our commitment to this project. Mr Abbott may well turn out to have saved this state a large debt 
commitment, let alone the ongoing operating losses that such a project will almost certainly incur.  

State debt has been described by some as being like a family mortgage—nothing could be further from the truth. 
That is an insult to responsible families who ensure they live within their means and do not max out the credit 
card or borrow far more than they can pay back. A family mortgage enables people to buy a house to live in, 
which is far more responsible than paying rent. With a mortgage, people can borrow only what they are able to 
pay back on an annual basis, and if they do not pay back their borrowings, the bank will surely foreclose and 
take their house. State debt should be looked at more like running a business, for which money is borrowed to 
purchase equipment so that goods can be produced for sale and make a tangible return. The secret is to borrow 
only what it is affordable to repay from income, albeit over a period of time.  
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In the past, credit rating agencies have accepted that to protect our AAA credit rating we should not exceed a 
debt-to-revenue cap of 47 per cent. The net-debt-to-revenue ratio at the end of the last financial year was 
48.7 per cent; it is projected to reach 53.3 per cent at the end of this financial year, and 61.6 per cent by 30 June 
2017. As I have said before, I truly fear us losing our AAA status.  

I urge my colleagues to acknowledge the fact that as parliamentarians we have an obligation to defend and 
represent the interests and views of our communities, and the fundamental principles of the Liberal Party on 
which we were elected, even when those views may not necessarily align with the government’s position. A 
glaring example is the solar feed-in tariff debacle in the past week, by which thousands of members of the public 
were going to be disadvantaged because the government had decided to renege on an agreement. I was not alone 
in feeling extremely uncomfortable and uneasy about this decision, and I felt it was too important an issue to 
keep quiet on. I spoke out in support of the thousands of people, including many loyal Liberals, who felt they 
had been let down by this government, even though I knew it would put me at odds with some members of 
cabinet. I was thrilled when commonsense prevailed and cabinet overturned its original decision. It just goes to 
show that with a bit of courage and fortitude and a strong voice, we can achieve good things for Western 
Australia. I have been heartened by the overwhelming number of letters and calls I have received in the past few 
days from government colleagues as well as from the general public, thanking me for speaking out on this issue 
and for helping to play a part in having the decision overturned. I am hoping to achieve a similar outcome with 
state debt—a situation that will impact on far more Western Australians than any issue we have seen so far. By 
speaking out now, I hope the government will take meaningful action and reconsider some of its massive 
financial commitments that threaten the financial security of this state and its future generations. We have the 
power to leave a legacy for our children and our children’s children that they can be proud of and build upon, not 
one that will be a chain around their necks for decades to come.  

I will finish with the words of another famous Johnson—a presidential Johnson somewhat more famous 
than I — 

If future generations are to remember us more with gratitude than sorrow, we must achieve more than 
just the miracles of technology. We must also leave them a glimpse of the world as it was created, not 
just as it looked when we got through with it. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [1.55 pm]: I speak today on an important issue involving members of our 
community who identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender or intersex and who I will refer to as LGBTI 
people. I want to thank Jesse John Fleay, Rachel Macey, Aram Hosie, Australian Marriage Equality and 
Rainbow Labor for their help in preparing this speech.  

According to the Freedom Centre, about 10 per cent of the WA community identifies as same-sex attracted. If 
family members, friends and relatives of these people are added to the count, the issue I will talk about reaches 
far in excess of 10 per cent of our state’s population. This is a community of people who live across our state and 
in every member’s electorate, and are potentially part of every member’s extended family group. As Western 
Australians we share a common history, built by finding shared ground amongst many different beliefs, identities 
and cultures, the most significant being those of our nation’s first people. The things that make us different and 
unique should not divide us. I ask members on both sides of the house to consider the rights of LGBTI people in 
the context of marriage equality.  

Western Australia has stood back and watched as, internationally, societies have examined the arguments for and 
against giving LGBTI people the right to marry. Key nations either have already adopted similar legislation or 
are in the process of achieving such legislation. Britain passed the same-sex marriage bill to extend the same 
marriage rights to LGBTI couples, and France followed suit. New Zealand introduced the Marriage (Definition 
of Marriage) Amendment Act 2013, which will allow same-sex marriage, and a number of US states currently 
allow same-sex marriage: Massachusetts; California; Connecticut; Iowa; Vermont; New Hampshire; New York; 
Maine; Maryland; Washington; Delaware; Rhode Island; Minnesota; and the district of Columbia. Of course, 
the Netherlands was the first nation to allow such marriages in 2001; I note that the social order in the 
Netherlands has not collapsed in the 12 years since it took that action. Marriage and family have not been 
eroded. 

In step with other democratic nations, we share a progressive view of humanity and respect for individual rights 
and responsibilities. We can learn from the experience of these jurisdictions in their journey towards marriage 
equality. It is important to reference the “Charter of the Commonwealth”, signed by Her Majesty Queen 
Elizabeth II, head of the Commonwealth, on Commonwealth Day 2013. Part II of that charter is entitled “Human 
Rights” and reads — 
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We are committed to equality and respect for the protection and promotion of civil, political, economic, 
social and cultural rights, including the right to development, for all without discrimination on any 
grounds as the foundations of peaceful, just and stable societies. We note that these rights are universal, 
indivisible, interdependent and interrelated and cannot be implemented selectively. 

We are implacably opposed to all forms of discrimination, whether rooted in gender, race, colour, 
creed, political belief or other grounds. 

The legislative sphere of this state has a social responsibility to make laws in the best interests of all Western 
Australian citizens, regardless of race, creed, culture, identity, sexuality or social circumstance. I ask all 
members to consider the facts and be guided by reason and conscience, rather than fear and prejudice.  

Marriage equality has come of age; the tide has turned. It is time for WA to act, or be left behind in ignorance 
and prejudice. We in the Parliament can make a difference that would set an example for the rest of the nation. 
Today I will explain how and why we can and should take that step. Firstly, I refer to the significant work 
completed in July 2013 by the cross-party Standing Committee on Social Issues of the New South Wales 
Legislative Council, entitled “Same sex Marriage Law in New South Wales.”  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3402.] 
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