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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 11 June on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 
That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 2664A–D 
(budget papers 2019–20) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 9 May 2019. 

HON COLIN de GRUSSA (Agricultural) [3.13 pm]: I rise to contribute to the motion noting the budget papers. 
I quote from my colleague in the other place, the Leader of the Nationals WA, Hon Mia Davies, who said — 

In this budget, we see no commitment to real and meaningful regional development, and no commitment 
to royalties for regions. Despite what the Premier and the Treasurer continue to say about royalties for 
regions, there is no commitment to the communities that generate the wealth of this state. It is unfortunate 
that for the Labor Party, regional Western Australia is a political pawn. The people of regional 
Western Australia are either showered with funding or ignored completely. The government’s lack of 
commitment to a regional development plan and to a fund that was designed to assist those communities 
to grow and thrive will have long-term ramifications for this state. 

Regional Western Australians now know that this government was elected on a lie. It was elected on promises of 
creating jobs — 

The PRESIDENT: Order, member! There is a lot of additional noise, a little white noise, surrounding you. I say 
to members that if you have other things you wish to discuss, you might need to take them outside so that 
Hon Colin de Grussa can deliver his speech and Hansard can hear him clearly. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: Thank you, Madam President. As I was saying, regional Western Australians now 
know that this government was elected on a lie. It was elected on promises of creating jobs, keeping royalties for 
regions, maintaining services and making sure that ordinary householders were not impacted. It has done 
everything but. It has done exactly the opposite. My colleague made that statement in the 2018–19 budget reply 
debate, but it is relevant today; nothing has changed. This budget is incredibly disappointing for its lack of 
investment in regional development and, indeed, the exact same could be said about its investment in agriculture. 
As members know, agriculture is a particular passion of mine and, certainly, where the focus of my contribution 
today will be, as well as education in the context of agricultural education. 

The Minister for Agriculture and Food has been touting this government’s investment in the Department of 
Primary Industries and Regional Development as some kind of record of new funding and all sorts of things, but 
when we break down those figures, as happened in the estimates hearings in the other place, some interesting 
numbers come out of that. In fact, of the figure of $131 million that is touted, $58 million is from consolidated 
revenue and the remainder of $78 million is from royalties for regions, plus a mixture of other ongoing funding 
levies and fees. It also includes $22.5 million from the Grains Research and Development Corporation, so the 
government is, essentially, taking credit for farmers paying levies and returning that funding via the GRDC to 
agriculture in this state. 

It is quite inaccurate to claim that new money is being invested in agriculture. Indeed, if we look at some of the 
figures in the budget papers, we see that is not the case. Agriculture is an incredibly important industry to our 
economy. It is an important industry to all our communities, including our regional communities, of course. It is 
a very significant employer, exporter and contributor to our state and national economy. Western Australia’s 
agricultural industry is a powerhouse. It is also an exceptionally self-reliant industry. In fact, in 2017, government 
support for Australian farmers represented just one per cent of farming income, whilst in the EU the figure is around 
19 per cent, and it is 21 per cent in China. I will explore some more of the statistics and facts about this industry 
in further detail shortly. As I mentioned, I also want to talk about the integral role agriculture plays in our economy 
and, therefore, the need for agricultural education to be, in my view, a mandatory component of education. 

Earlier and more contemporary education regarding this industry will provide our youth with a better 
understanding of the careers available across primary industries and will help encourage talented, inventive and 
enthusiastic young people to support agriculture’s long-term success. It is incredibly important. I will talk a little 
about some of the things I have seen over the years and perhaps some of the mechanisms that can be used, adapted 
or borrowed from other nations that will help in this. Agriculture is also an industry that, as we have seen, is under 
siege by activist groups playing on the unknowns and creating fear among consumers. One of the fundamental 
problems is that agriculture is not well understood by many in our community, and, as a result, fear of the unknown 
can take over, and we see these activists on the rise.  

Both public and private investment in agriculture certainly needs to be sustained and increased. Government 
investment into agriculture must be taken a lot more seriously than it has been. Our industry deserves serious 
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investment, not the smoke and mirrors investment that this government has hyped. Let us talk about the significance 
of this industry across regional Western Australia and Australia in general. In fact, 85 per cent — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Cross-chamber chatter is not necessary. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. Of course, as you would be aware, the honourable 
member is welcome to make his own contribution to this debate at any time he sees fit, and I encourage him to do so. 

Let us talk about the importance of agriculture to our economy and our communities. Eighty-five per cent of income 
to farms is generated through agricultural production—not a significant surprise—and 11 per cent comes from 
off-farm employment or other activities. Only 0.6 per cent has come from grants, government transfers and relief 
funding, again pointing out how self-sufficient this industry is and how hard our farmers and farm businesses work 
to maintain a self-reliant industry that does not require masses of government handouts. One of a series of individual 
profiles by the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics and Sciences called “About my Region”, 
from 5 June 2019, references Western Australia. It states that agriculture in this state occupies 42 per cent of the 
state’s land area. That is about 1 064 700 square kilometres. It is a massive use of the land of the state and it 
employs 40 100 people, or three per cent of the state’s workforce, directly in those businesses. Western Australia 
accounts for about 15 per cent of the national gross value of agricultural production, which is $8.6 billion. It is 
a significant contributor to the federal economy and, as we all know, Western Australia is the engine room of the 
Australian economy in many respects. Agriculture is no exception to that; it is incredibly important to the economy 
overall. It is a significant industry. 

The report also gives a snapshot of the workforce across the nation. In 2016, 228 372 people were directly 
employed in agriculture. That is about 2.2 per cent of the total employed workforce in the nation. That is incredibly 
important, but what is also important is that the wider workforce connected with agriculture, more broadly than 
just the direct employment, was 466 625 people. That is half a million people employed in the wider workforce of 
the agriculture industry. It is a significant employer, particularly in regional areas across the nation, and that cannot 
be ignored. Workforce figures indicate that about 73 per cent of people employed in agriculture in Western Australia 
are full-time employees and that 46 per cent of people working in agriculture are employed in sheep, beef cattle 
or grain farming. We can also talk about the importance of that industry to the nation. Indeed, in Australia, 
individuals spend, on average, $4 700-plus a year on food, which is increasing. The cost of food is increasing, and 
obviously as a proportion of the average punter’s expenditure, that must increase as well. Food imports account 
for only 15 per cent of household food consumption. The majority of food consumed in this nation is produced in 
this nation, and that is an important figure when we talk about food security. 

Across the entire supply chain for agriculture we are looking at about 1.6 million jobs. Further to the figures quoted 
before, this is an important employer—1.6 million jobs across the supply chain, many of those in regional areas, 
hence the need to ensure that government does whatever it can to ensure good investment in the regions, keeping 
people employed in this industry and living in our regions and keeping our towns viable and thriving. 

I talked a little about the reliance of the industry on government support. By way of comparison, figures from 
around the globe show that although in Australia about one per cent of farming income is from government 
assistance, the USA is at nine per cent; the EU, 19 per cent; China, 21 per cent; Korea, 49 per cent; and Norway, 
62 per cent. Those nations spend vast amounts of public funds supporting that industry. Australia gets off very 
lightly, with a self-reliant industry that is innovative and well established in looking after itself. 

I will talk a little about grower groups. Grower groups are an incredibly important part of the agricultural landscape, 
certainly in Western Australia and Australia. Having been involved in a number of these over the years I was on 
the farm, I know that they are incredibly valuable entities to the farmers, a great way of learning and a great way 
of seeing what the neighbour over the fence is doing and why it does or does not work. It is incredibly important 
to share that knowledge, and farmers in general find that through the grower groups they are able to adopt new 
technologies quickly and adapt to different circumstances that arise. The Grower Group Alliance is an alliance of 
those grower groups in Western Australia and is very important to regional and rural communities. It plays 
a pivotal role as an overarching body representing those organisations. Western Australia has about 45 grower 
groups, with an average of 124 members per group. As well as the educational or informational aspect of them, 
and the technical nature of some of the projects and things they share with their members, they are a social outlet. 
At a time when things are difficult on the land, they are a great avenue for farmers to come together and share some 
of the stories from their properties and to learn from that knowledge and perhaps adapt as well. Fifty-six per cent of 
Western Australian farm businesses are members of grower groups. We see an investment of $12 million in research, 
development and engagement by grower groups each year. That is a significant pool of research and a significant 
avenue in which to conduct some of the research projects. It also allows for more farmer-scale research, and that is 
incredibly important too. It is fine to have the more technical research done by departments and other institutions that 
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is at a smaller scale and is much more technical and scientific, but to have farmer-scale work done that can be applied 
very quickly and easily to other farms is also important. In Western Australia, the cumulative total economic value 
generated through grower groups is around $3 billion a year. For that $12 million investment in research and 
development we are looking at an economic value of $3 billion. It is an incredibly effective way of generating an 
economic benefit and it is an incredibly important way to ensure that farmers are kept up to date with the latest 
technology, information and research and are able to adopt that in and adapt it to their own businesses. 

I have talked about grower groups and have given a background and explained their importance, but what about 
the rest of the community—the community not directly engaged with agriculture? That is when I come to 
education. I will speak about a couple of important projects in this space and a couple of important ideas. In 2014, 
in my travels overseas as part of my Nuffield Scholarship, I saw a great program through the California Farm 
Bureau Federation called the California Foundation for Agriculture in the Classroom. This was a wonderful 
initiative that, simply put, created lesson plans, tools and resources for teachers to be able to provide an education 
to students in the classroom about different agricultural industries. It was incredibly useful for the teachers because 
they did not have to have a background in agriculture or a particular understanding of the industry in depth. 
Industry experts provided the background knowledge and lesson plans. After being provided with a list of contacts, 
the teachers and students were able to go on site visits to learn a lot about where their food came from. This reached 
students in not only the agricultural areas in California, but also the heart of cities like San Francisco. In fact, they 
took a number of these programs right into those cities. It is incredibly important that we teach our communities 
about agriculture and what it does. I refer to a project funded under the previous government through royalties 
for regions, which produced a report called “Developing Student Interest in the Agriculture Sector”. I apologise; 
I have not been able to print the findings. It commenced under the previous government and concluded in 
December 2017. Some of the findings in this project are incredibly telling in terms of the need to improve 
Western Australian students’ understanding and knowledge of this wonderful industry. 

Looking at some of the statistics about respondents’ knowledge of agricultural careers, 49 per cent had a little bit of 
knowledge, 33 per cent had no knowledge at all, and only three per cent indicated that they had a lot of knowledge. 
These are incredibly telling figures. Although agriculture is an incredibly important industry to our community, it is 
not at all well understood by our kids. The 33 per cent who know nothing at all about agricultural careers is across 
the whole state, including metropolitan and other WA areas. The figure was about 35 per cent in metropolitan 
areas, so it was slightly higher than outside that area, which is no surprise, of course. In terms of students 
understanding the kinds of jobs available in the agricultural industry, the report shows that there is very little 
knowledge about what roles are out there, other than those stereotypical farmer roles. This points to the fact that 
we need to make sure that our schools and educators are teaching people about this incredibly important industry. 
One of the charts in this report is a little diagram that shows the drivers of career choice and their association with 
agriculture. Again, I apologise for not being able to hold up a printed copy of the chart. On the vertical axis, it 
points to low importance in the bottom left corner and high importance at the top. On the horizontal axis, it points 
to a low association with agriculture in the bottom left corner and a high association with agriculture over on the 
right. If we look at those things that have a low association with agriculture but are important to people, they are 
about salaries, roles available for graduates, and industries that are growing. People do not see agriculture as an 
industry that is growing. They do not see it as a fun environment to work in. They do not see it as a sustainable 
industry. They do not see it as an industry that is constantly evolving, despite the fact that Western Australian 
agriculture is at the forefront of agriculture in the world in its ability to evolve and adapt. It is incredibly telling 
that those thoughts and views are held by our young people. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Colin de Grussa is making a speech and I want to hear him. 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. Again, I am sure you have reminded the member 
that he is welcome to make a speech at any time. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You do not need to encourage him, member. Just talk to me. 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: One of the interesting things about this report, which has led this government to 
a project, is that technology is seen as being of low importance and as having a low association with agriculture. 
Agriculture is one of the most highly technical jobs and a career path that involves an incredible amount of 
technology. If other honourable members in this place do not accept that, perhaps that is something they may want 
to talk about. 
This government has made a great song and dance about a project called PRIMED, which is designed to showcase 
the diversity of careers across agriculture, fisheries, fibre, forestry and food sectors to WA secondary students, and 
that is incredibly important. The figures, reports and investments by the government show that there is a lack of 
understanding and therefore a need for the government to invest more into this industry and into educating our 
young people about the exciting opportunities that exist not only on the farm, but also across the industry as 
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a whole. We want to encourage highly skilled, innovative and motivated young people to be involved in this 
industry because that is how this industry will survive. What is happening to do that? This government has 
committed $5 million over five years to partner with industry in this project. Industry does need to have a seat at 
the table and invest in this because it is for its own survival. This funding is welcome. It remains to be seen whether 
it is indeed enough to get the project going. 
In 2013, New South Wales started a review into agricultural education and training and it is moving to mandate 
that agriculture be taught in the classroom across the state. This is incredibly important, given the value of this 
industry to the economy, and we should perhaps consider something like that in Western Australia. The review 
identified similar outcomes to the report I was referring to in that there was a definite lack of awareness by students 
about food and fibre. Early engagement with students about the key issues in the industry was important. Concerns 
were raised about the teaching of science and, as a consequence, agriculture, as it is a scientific pursuit in most 
ways. The need for provision of quality teaching and learning materials to schools is also important. This is very 
much a role that industry can fulfil. I saw in California that it was certainly a role that industry did very well over 
there. There was a lack of agricultural knowledge in New South Wales in approximately two-thirds of its schools, 
so, again, it found similar issues to those that we have here and as a consequence has moved to a system that 
mandates that agriculture be taught in the classroom. It is an incredibly important investment that would be 
worthwhile for this government. This education is important because the industry is under attack by a number of 
groups, many of which do not know a lot about the industry and prey upon the fact that the majority of people do 
not know a lot about the industry either. This leads to those unknowns creating fear. Again, this is where education 
comes in. With anything, education is important and it needs to be part of the solution to address some of the issues 
that have arisen. The unknowns about the agricultural industry are not being — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: Mr Deputy President, there is more white noise. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: The unknowns about this industry are not being hidden; they are just not being taught. 
Industry has a very important role to play. In my view, it is not doing enough. In Western Australia we have the 
problem of the industry’s representation being fractured, which is not beneficial to the industry as a whole. This is 
not sustainable. I have held that belief for many years and have spent considerable time talking about that in my 
own research findings from studies—that Western Australia needs a far more united and cohesive representative 
organisation for agriculture. It remains to be seen what that should look like, but I hope the industry gets on with 
making those changes and providing a far more representative body. Industry must unite to beat the threat posed 
by outside groups getting into the minds of people who do not understand the industry very well. 

In March 2019, another report by Ernst and Young Australia on behalf of the Department of Primary Industries 
and Regional Development highlighted a number of issues around the opportunity for agriculture innovation and 
how it would modernise and achieve a greater and more diverse outcome for investment innovation. The other 
thing that these reports have pulled together in various forms is the need for investment in something other than 
just agriculture—into regional development. Obviously, agriculture is a pursuit largely done outside of the 
metropolitan area. As a result, investment in our regional communities and towns is incredibly important to ensure 
that there are viable places for people to live. It ensures that the basic services that should be provided by 
government are indeed being provided in a way that gives people a degree of equity in accessing services such as 
health and education. There are many other regional development programs that encourage people to live and work 
in our regional communities. The pressure on our growing metropolis of Perth, for example, is incredible and 
cannot be sustained. It is incredibly important that we encourage people to live outside our metropolitan area. 

Another finding of this Ernst and Young report was that there is increasing inequity in regional economic performance 
in Australia while the fringe urban areas are at an increasing disadvantage, so the further we get from that urban 
area, the more disadvantaged we are and as a result the more investment needs to come from government. 

In a survey conducted by the former Department of Regional Development in 2016, a high proportion of 
respondents identified dissatisfaction with the standard of mobile telecommunications and internet services. That is 
no surprise. Whilst in government, we certainly invested significant amounts of money to improve communications 
in the bush. There is a heck of a long way to go with that. On the weekend I was talking to farmers down in the 
Esperance area about exactly this issue and their need to find an alternative solution to the data requirements of 
a modern farming business—indeed, the same as any other modern business. It is a great challenge for them and 
a great challenge for our telecommunication providers with a small customer base, but solutions do exist. The 
technology is very simple. It just requires some assistance to make those things happen in our regional communities 
so that our businesses out there are not disadvantaged. 

A colleague of mine, Bernadette Mortensen, a Nuffield Australia scholar, wrote a report in 2015 titled “Land Use 
and Development: Farming Viability in a Changing Landscape”. It is about planning and land use issues that create 
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problems for agriculture. We know that the world faces a resource management challenge that will require 
a renewed approach to communication, flexibility, understanding and planning in farm diversification so that 
farmers are able to remain financially viable and will continue to feed our populations right across the world. 
Again, she highlighted the issue that agriculture has a public relations problem and that it must be taken seriously 
by the industry as a whole. The government certainly has a role in that. Part of that role, as I have spoken about, 
is education. Confidence and trust in this industry must improve. 

We do not talk much about food security in Australia because we can go down to the shop and buy whatever we 
want whenever we want it. Food security is not really an issue for us. But our farmers do not just feed us; they 
feed a great number of people in other nations that are not so well off and where food security is incredibly 
important. As a consequence, our industry is part of an overall global mechanism to help prevent food security 
issues in those nations. It is probably hard to quantify in our own economic context but it is certainly important to 
provide food security for those other nations. We are well placed as a nation to contribute to improving food 
security in developing countries across Africa, Asia and the Pacific, and by sharing our expertise in agricultural 
research. It is not just about the product we export; it is also about the knowledge we export. Our counterparts 
across the ditch in New Zealand are extremely good at sharing their knowledge and helping other nations to 
develop very viable and powerful agricultural industries. They export their knowledge in many ways. It is certainly 
an opportunity for Australia, because I do not think we are capturing enough value for our own nation. Again, this 
is another area that industry and government, through a partnership, could certainly greatly improve. 

I wanted to draw my contribution to an end by giving a summation of what is happening. The government’s 
investment in this area is disappointing. It is not surprising. As I said before, the smoke and mirrors investment 
that has been talked about in this budget, as has been heard in the estimates hearings, has proven to be nothing 
more than that—smoke and mirrors; claiming credit for farmers’ own levies being part of government funding. In 
fact, in the Legislative Assembly, our members talk about a commitment to royalties for regions and, indeed, to 
regional development. In fact, during the estimates hearings in the other place, the Under Treasurer confirmed that 
there had been a significant underspend of the royalties for regions budget—in fact, it was $319 million. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: Regional Western Australia has been robbed of hundreds of millions of dollars. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: It is highly likely that that underspend will go to projects in Perth such as Metronet, 
rather than being used and invested in our regions, again robbing the regions to fund Perth projects. We have been 
on about this for a couple of years. Nothing has changed and nothing will change. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: I will get there. It is clear that the figures touted as a massive increase in investment 
in agriculture are nothing more than smoke and mirrors and there is nothing exciting in there for farmers. The 
agricultural industry is disappointed with the budget, given that it directly employs around 230 000 people. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Colin de Grussa has the call, and he alone. Other people 
shouting across the chamber at each other is not on. 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: I want to wind up my contribution so that the house can get on with its important business. 

Point of Order 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Mr Deputy President, it is very difficult when the honourable member is goading us 
across the chamber and raising fallacies. I urge you to encourage him to make his comments through you so that 
members on this side do not have to interject. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: There is no point of order. The honourable member has indicated that he is trying 
to draw his remarks to a close. These unruly interjections on my right are preventing him from doing so. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: I am sure that I can find a few more pages to continue my contribution, but I would not 
like to do that because the business of the house is incredibly important and I certainly do not want to hold that up. 
In conclusion, we know that the agricultural industry is a significant contributor to our economy. It is an industry 
that deserves respect; it certainly deserves more respect than it will receive from the state government’s budget. 
Agricultural production itself is widely regarded across the world as a growth industry. It is an industry that has to 
exist for us to eat and for food to be put on the tables of those less fortunate, as I have said before. The new jobs 
that are coming in this industry do not fit the traditional image of a farmer. That traditional image of a farmer is 
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not representative of the modern farmer. Indeed, it is one of the reasons we need to focus on ensuring that our 
community has a much better understanding of what agriculture is about. To help it develop into the industry that 
we need it to be in the future, we must make serious investment in this industry and into regional development to 
ensure the viability of those communities. As I have said, it is an industry that provides the basic essentials for 
living—the food we eat, the beverages we drink, the clothing we wear and the material for our homes. It is an 
industry without which we would not have any of these things. 
In concluding, I hope the government takes to heart the message that we need to work seriously with industry to 
increase investment, not through the disingenuous smoke and mirrors rubbish we have seen in this budget. We 
need to increase investment in wider aspects of regional development so that our communities may thrive, and 
people in regional communities can have equitable access to hospitals, schools and the other things they need to 
live in those places. With that, I might sit down. 
HON CHARLES SMITH (East Metropolitan) [3.51 pm]: I rise to make a few comments and to note the budget. 
That was an excellent speech from Hon Colin de Grussa, who has accurately analysed the budget. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! It is getting a bit too chaotic with the cross-chamber interjections. I know 
that you all want the call, but I have given it now to Hon Charles Smith, whom we will listen to in silence. 
Hon CHARLES SMITH: As we are all aware, budgets are always drafted to make the government look good 
and hide things that make it look poor. Although there are many things to examine in the budget, I would like to 
prioritise issues that are important to me and my electorate. I will start off with policing. Although I commend the 
spending on better police technology in this budget, as it allows police to respond to calls more rapidly, this extra 
boost is clearly there to blind the average person, and maybe the police themselves, as to the actual budget. As the 
current budget notes, Western Australia Police Force’s net appropriation determination is $84.692 million, with 
its forward estimate initially increasing slightly and then decreasing in 2021–22. Last year, the budget was 
$82.068 million, with an estimated actual expenditure of $89.706 million. That is over $5 million more than is 
estimated in this budget. Even with $89 million, our police struggle to make their calls, and still the budget is too 
small. A quick tech fix will not solve this overarching problem. As the Minister for Police may have noted, and 
has become aware from a recent Kimberley campaign—I think it was in Kununurra—more police equals less 
crime. It is amazing. They can respond faster to calls and the community feels, and is indeed, safer on the whole, with 
good, well-resourced police out in force. I also note and appreciate the redress scheme to support our medically retired 
police officers. I note that this is not included in the forward estimates, so maybe the government can confirm 
whether this is going to be just a one-off payment, or whether no estimate has been made of the future cost. 
The metropolitan policing table is also quite revealing. The 2017–18 budget shows 3 756 full-time equivalent 
employees. In 2018–19, that has decreased to 3 734, with an even lower estimated actual, at 3 634. This budget 
claims 3 697 full-time equivalent employees. Unless these extra three police are superhuman, I highly doubt that 
it will be enough to decrease response times in any meaningful way, or disrupt the increasing population-to-police 
ratio. I note that regional policing saw a nice minor increase in funding, but I am doubtful that this minor increase 
is enough to deal with the issues facing the regions. The only noteworthy significant increase that I have found is 
in specialist policing services, and that is very welcome. Although that is an improvement, I am sure the backlog 
of work is not significantly reduced with a modest increase in staff. 
I would also like the house to note the Road Safety Commission’s explanation of significant movements, conceding 
that minor infringements are generally used as revenue raisers, stating the following — 

The decrease in income between 2018–19 Budget and the 2018–19 Estimated Actual reflects lower than 
anticipated traffic infringement revenue from red light and speed cameras. 

Perhaps this explains why the minister wants to improve technology for policing, such as the text message–based 
infringement rollout, and no longer wishes to publish the daily mobile speed camera list. Perhaps this is her focus 
on modern policing—replacing police with cameras and technology. I also note that the budget for the speed 
camera replacement program appears to have increased from $572 000 to a whopping $7.6 million. Perhaps the 
government can confirm whether that is actually correct, because it is such a significant increase. I again strongly 
urge the government to recruit at least another 1 000 frontline police officers, to be able to respond to calls in 
a timely way and to provide the urgent backup and relief that our frontline police so desperately need. 
While I am talking about policing issues, I would like to provide to the house a recent story about one brave young 
police officer. I, like my former brothers and sisters in blue, would like to acknowledge his courageous action. This 
police officer’s name is Constable Joshua Gammon-Carson, from the Perth Police Station. During a recent incident 
in the Perth central business district, Josh tackled a heavily drug-affected offender who had just been involved in 
a serious and violent crime spree. This offender went to ground with Josh, and Josh soon found himself fighting for 
his life. The offender first attempted to take Josh’s taser. He then repeatedly punched and headbutted Josh as they 
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wrestled, and then attempted to take Josh’s firearm out of his holster, almost successfully. The offender had one hand 
on the firearm, and Josh’s hand was pushing down as hard as he could to try to ensure that the firearm remained 
secure. Josh believed that if the offender was able to remove the firearm, he would first shoot Josh and then others 
around him. He genuinely feared for his life, and believed that the offender intended to kill him. There are not many 
jobs in which people face that danger on an almost daily basis. To make matters worse, Josh was also unable to 
activate his duress alarm, calling for urgent backup, as his portable radio had become out of reach during the struggle. 
Josh was seriously injured as a result of this incident. He spent the night in hospital, and was still in hospital when 
the offender was released on bail the following morning. Since that incident, Josh has undergone an intensive knee 
surgery plan to repair the injury caused by the struggle. That offender has been sentenced to five years in prison, 
and will be eligible for parole in three years. That really sums up what I consider to be the state of our overly 
lenient justice system. I believe that people who seriously assault police should be imprisoned for a significant 
period. Members may know my views on parole as well, which I think needs to be seriously reviewed. 
In association with policing, I have a few comments on the prosecution service. A further issue that stems from 
policing is the prosecution of the accused. As many people are aware, cases are won or lost on evidence, which is, 
of course, the usual cause for appeal. In the 2017–18 budget, the Director of Public Prosecutions was given 
$7.893 million, which decreased to $6.284 million and now stands at $6.184 million in this budget. I am sure that 
members will agree that the prosecution of accused criminals is a vital aspect of community safety. By reducing 
the DPP’s budget, the government is decreasing the number of prosecutions the DPP can afford, and it leaves the 
door wide open for criminals to slip through its increasingly porous net. This is lunacy. The DPP needs 
significantly more funding. The workload is overwhelming, with court cases literally taking two, three, four or 
five years to get through the courts. Justice received a net appropriation determination of $218 million, with an 
estimated actual budget of $213 million. One has to ask: what happened to that $5 million? This year’s budget 
remains largely the same as last year’s budget. I am certain that the government is aware of the huge backlog of 
both criminal and civil cases in our justice system. What we really need, and I urge the government to consider, is 
an increase in the number of magistrates and judges in the justice system, and perhaps even new courthouses to be 
built to get these cases moving. 
I would now like to make a few comments on jobs. The great McGowan promise to Western Australia was to 
create jobs. He said that it is in Labor’s DNA. Since taking office, Western Australia’s unemployment rate has 
increased to its highest level in over a decade. Over 100 000 Western Australians are out of work. The ABC reported 
that unemployment had risen by over 10 000 jobs since Labor took office. As noted in The West Australian, the 
only decrease in the jobless rate comes from the shrinking labour force rather than job creation, yet the budget 
states that some 37 000 jobs have been created, with a further 23 500 on the way. With the public sector pay freeze, 
it is hard to see how the government has created any jobs, even if it has not offset the rate of unemployment, which 
is fast outpacing it. As an aside, I personally support large wage increases for the public sector, much more than 
this bog-standard, below-inflation $1 000 increase. There is a sound economic argument for significantly raising 
public sector wages, as this will flow on to the private sector, which needs to compete with the public sector, and 
it will therefore increase its wages. 

I have a few notes about education. Education has been a major failing of this government. First, there was the 
Perth Modern School fiasco, and then we had lead contamination in water pipes and then the closing and reopening 
of the Schools of the Air and other regional schools. Something that I am particularly interested in is violence in 
schools, and I highlighted this to the house on 18 March when I asked questions about incidents in schools. Since 
then, the minister has correctly introduced some new guidelines to tackle violence in schools, and I congratulate 
her for doing so. It is a great initiative. The feedback from teachers I have spoken to indicates that it is providing 
some relief to classroom teaching, and that is a good thing. However, something that is also raised with me time 
and again is the continued low-level classroom disruption. This is another real and concerning problem that needs 
the minister’s urgent attention. Australia is the highest ranked country internationally for classroom disruption. 
Our primary and secondary schools are suffering from this, and, as a result, academic standards are suffering. 
Australia is one of the highest spending countries in the world on education, yet our academic performance is right 
at the bottom of international tables. There is no direct correlation between levels of funding and education outcomes. 

There is something significantly worse in our education system. I have highlighted this time and again to the 
government over the last year or so. Accepting low Australian tertiary admission rank students to study to become 
teachers is a recipe for disaster, and we are now seeing the fruits of the dumbing down of our university sector. 
A common strategy with education is to throw money at the problem and hope that money alone will solve the 
problem. That appears to be the case yet again with this budget. Although I am certainly not opposed to education 
funding, we must look at the outcomes we are getting, and they have been getting consistently worse. Training of 
education staff should be among the highest priorities of government, particularly with the dismal education 
outcomes in recent years. I understand that 30 per cent of students either finish school with no qualifications or 
drop out in years 11 or 12. That really is a disgraceful statistic. Although the budget has increased relatively 
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consistently over time, the downward trend in results shows that whatever this training is, it is failing to make any 
improvements—yet somehow the government sees the international student business as the solution to all our 
problems. I have already spoken at length about the proposal to increase international student numbers in 
Western Australia to around 100 000. As reported by the ABC, StudyPerth, which aims to lure international 
students to Perth, gets $6.5 million, emphasising the importance of the sector to the local economy. This move 
comes despite Four Corners revealing that Murdoch University and other tertiary institutions around the country 
had been accepting international students with poor English skills and they were struggling to pass courses. 

The government has also increased the number of places in its graduate visa program from 800 to 2 250. These 
visas are available to the so-called best and brightest international students who study in Western Australia for 
at least two years, can speak proficient English and have an offer of employment. The aim is to attract an extra 
16 000 students to WA over the next four years, bringing the total number of international student enrolments in 
Perth to an estimated 88 000 by 2022. This in itself is expected to result in as much as $2.5 billion in state annual 
income and will generate around 15 500 jobs in the international education sector. I am still curious about how, 
when the unemployment rate is only getting worse, bringing in more international students with work permits will 
help everyday Australians and create jobs, as the government claims. Perhaps the government can enlighten me 
on how this will work. Clearly, education is being treated as a money-making scheme rather than a way to educate 
people. Now the McGowan Labor government wants to double-down on destroying primary and secondary 
education with a push to attract international students to our schools. What can go wrong? 

I want to conclude my remarks by talking about housing, which is another issue that I feel is increasingly important. 
As the house knows, stamp duty reform is something that I and others are interested in pursuing. With stamp duty 
receipts across Australia tanking, economists such as Shane Oliver and the chief executive of the Property Council 
of Australia, Ken Morrison, have lashed Australia’s state governments for being so reliant on stamp duty. 
Shane Oliver has urged the states to dump stamp duty in exchange for raising the GST and/or broadening land 
taxes. In an article in The Australian, he states that it is economically illogical that the states have got themselves 
into this silly situation because they should have foreseen it. He said that the situation highlights the case to 
eliminate stamp duty and replace it with something more rational, such as a broader GST or some sort of land tax. 
Property Council of Australia chief executive, Ken Morrison, describes stamp duty as a rollercoaster tax. He said 
that if governments continue to rely on it, more prudent budget planning will be required for when downturns 
occur. I think we are in such a downturn. When downturns occur, stamp duty is great on the way up, but terrifying 
on the way down. Governments cannot run their budgets as though property markets will never fall and then lift 
taxes as soon as they do. I think members will agree that certain costs of living have gone significantly skyward 
in the last few years. There is no disagreement from me. I consider stamp duty, as well as payroll taxes, to be 
one of the worst taxes going around. Not only does stamp duty hinder labour mobility by discouraging workers 
from relocating closer to employment, it also unnecessarily penalises people who move to homes that better suit 
their needs. Obvious examples include baby boomers downsizing from large family homes and young families 
upsizing to bigger, family-friendly homes. Such disincentives inevitably lead to an inefficient use of the housing 
stock, such as empty-nesters occupying large homes with multiple spare bedrooms. 
Stamp duty is also highly inequitable. Data from Domain shows that between four and eight per cent of housing 
stock is transacted annually. As such, we have a bizarre situation in which a small minority of the population pays 
taxes to support services for the whole community, all for the privilege of moving to a home that better suits their 
needs. Moreover, the big swing in sales volumes makes stamp duty receipts highly volatile and pro-cyclical. When 
times are good, as they were between 2013–14 and 2017–18, the states are flush with cash, but when the economy 
and housing market slow, stimulus is required to keep the housing market going, which is the case now. 
A recent stimulus is the government’s decision to loosen the Keystart eligibility criteria, which is an irresponsible 
move. The plan to broaden borrower eligibility criteria by lifting income thresholds up to $15 000 for singles and 
$20 000 for couples confirms the influence on the Labor government of property lobby groups, which seek to increase 
house prices in Western Australia. Although the policy adjustment sounds positive for those struggling to get into the 
market, the program will inflate the price of affordable homes as first home buyers flood into the market. The Keystart 
program is packaged to sound wonderful. The loan allows people to circumvent mortgage insurance and asks for 
a two per cent deposit for first home buyers under the certain income threshold. However, what will happen is that 
the so-called subprime borrowers will come into the market and cause higher demand for properties as they buy 
homes that they would not normally be able to afford—and with more demand, property prices will increase. 
Increasing the demand for housing is not the way to rectify the housing affordability crisis; in fact, this Keystart 
scheme will only exacerbate it. Rather, the crisis can be rectified by implementing policies that lower demand and 
boost supply. This scheme is not about improving affordability; rather, it represents a blatant housing stimulus package. 
That sums up the vested interests in property development, in particular, as I often go on about in this place, in 
lobbying for mass immigration—the Big Australia policy. I understand that during the last federal election, the 
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Real Estate Institute of Western Australia president, Damian Collins, called on all political parties to commit to 
put Perth back on the regional migration scheme to — 

… attract skilled workers and fill the current oversupply of housing. 
I hope the Premier ignores that call, just as he ignored the recent call for the so-called Belt and Road Initiative. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 4040.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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