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LIBERAL PARTY — ELECTION CLAIMS 
Motion 

Resumed from 4 December on the following motion moved by Hon Ken Travers — 

That the Legislative Council condemns Premier Barnett and the Liberal Party for misleading the people 
of Western Australia during the March 2013 state election, when they claimed they had a “fully funded, 
fully costed” plan for Western Australia. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [1.13 pm]: I rise to conclude my remarks, as I made my 
substantive points in last week’s debate. What I want to conclude with is that the claim that all the election 
commitments by the Liberal Party were fully funded and fully costed was nothing more than misleading and, at 
worst, deceitful. Primarily, the government must have known that the state’s finances were in a dreadful state. It 
had four-plus years to get the state’s finances organised, yet it made many promises on the basis that they were 
fully funded and fully costed, and only shortly after the election we found out that none of them was. In 
particular, this affects the people of the East Metropolitan Region, who were promised a light rail system. There 
is no clear route, no start date and no end date, and we are not sure how much it will really cost, even though the 
people of the East Metropolitan Region were promised that it was fully funded and fully costed. This also affects 
the people of the East Metropolitan Region in terms of health through the Royal Perth Hospital redevelopment. It 
also affects the people of the East Metropolitan Region in terms of roads, particularly the Malaga Drive–
Reid Highway intersection. It particularly affects the people of Ellenbrook and surrounds who were promised a 
bus rapid transit system, which will no longer occur. Earlier, of course, they were promised a train line to 
Ellenbrook. That will not occur either. The people of the East Metropolitan Region were also promised closed-
circuit television. That will not occur. They were promised tourism funding. That has now been taken away and 
it could seriously affect tourism, particularly in the Swan Valley. 

That is just a small snippet of the promises made to the people of the East Metropolitan Region that were fully 
funded and fully costed but now will not occur. By far and away the worst part for me is that the fully funded, 
fully costed promises breached the faith of the people of Western Australia and, in particular, the people of the 
East Metropolitan Region. 

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [1.16 pm]: I also rise to support the motion put forward by 
Hon Ken Travers, which states — 

That the Legislative Council condemns Premier Barnett and the Liberal Party for misleading the people 
of Western Australia during the March 2013 state election, when they claimed they had a “fully funded, 
fully costed” plan for Western Australia. 

It is extremely disappointing that the state government deliberately misled the people of Western Australia in 
order to be re-elected at the March 2013 state election. As we know, the Barnett Liberal Party had a large red 
seal stating “fully funded, fully costed” on all its election campaign material that was distributed to voters 
throughout the state of Western Australia. It is disappointing that the Barnett Liberal government made election 
promise after election promise and then, once it was returned to government, turned around and displayed such 
arrogant behaviour by breaking promise after promise. It sold to the people of Western Australia a commitment 
that everything that it had put in its election material had been fully funded and fully costed, and that just was not 
the case. I find that to be very arrogant and misleading behaviour. 

As some members may be aware, there is a very comprehensive website on broken promises at 
www.brokenpromises.org.au, outlining some 40-odd broken promises of the Barnett Liberal Party since the state 
election in March. Some of them have been explored by my colleagues. There are the delays to the extension of 
the Mitchell Freeway. The north Ellenbrook secondary school has been delayed by three years. Yanchep District 
High School is set to lose $10.5 million for new facilities. We now know that Roe 8 will no longer be built. 
There is no support forthcoming for grandparents caring for their grandchildren. There has been the closure of 
the tier 3 rail lines, the failure to provide funding to replace river walls in South Perth, the axing of the AvonLink 
train, and cuts to school funding, which is probably the stand-out broken promise. We know that funding has 
been delayed for the Reid Highway–Malaga Drive intersection, as Hon Alanna Clohesy pointed out in her 
contribution to the debate. There have been funding cuts to regional services and infrastructure; the rapid bus 
transit to Ellenbrook will not be funded; the safety and security rebate program has been significantly 
underfunded; there has been a 12.5 per cent increase in the land tax rate; closed-circuit television for crime 
hotspots has not been funded; the government failed to provide $24 million for tourism; and there is no funding 
for Treendale bridge or Eaton Oval. The list goes on and on. There is no funding for Collie Senior High School; 
500 jobs are to be cut from education; the upgrades to Mount Hawthorn Primary School will not go ahead; the 
stage 2 redevelopment of Rossmoyne Senior High School will not go ahead; there is a significant funding 
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shortfall for Willetton Senior High School; mental health facilities in Bunbury and Karratha are not being 
delivered; the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital is not being funded; and essential funding for medical 
research has been taken away. It goes on and on.  

There are a few matters I would like to focus on that will have significant impacts in the East Metropolitan 
Region I represent. Firstly, I turn to the election promise to keep electricity prices at or around the rate of 
inflation. During a live television debate between Premier Colin Barnett and Hon Mark McGowan before the 
election, the Premier made a commitment that electricity prices would not rise and would stay at or around the 
rate of inflation. He made that commitment to voters on live television but reneged on it within months. Since 
that announcement, the increase in the electricity price has been around four per cent, and we know that the rate 
of inflation is 2.5 per cent; the increase is nowhere near the rate of inflation. It does not end there. There have 
been increases in water charges of about six per cent, and gas charges have gone up by 6.4 per cent. Households 
in Western Australia, particularly in the East Metropolitan Region in places such as Belmont, Forrestfield, 
Armadale and Gosnells where people already have an overstretched family budget they are trying to meet each 
week, are now being slugged with this huge increase in electricity prices, along with other utility costs, that they 
had not budgeted for. People were given a very firm commitment by the Premier prior to the state election—it 
was on all the Liberal Party material—and, quite rightly, they would have taken that at face value. People would 
have looked at all the material before them, seen that it was stamped “fully funded and fully costed”, and 
believed it. Then within a few months the Barnett government turned around and said, “Well, actually we are not 
going to honour that commitment. You will just have to wear that increase because it is close enough to the rate 
of inflation.” If that is not arrogant behaviour, I do not know what is.  

A lot of people in the electorate of Belmont are already finding it tough to meet their cost-of-living 
commitments. It is interesting to note that, according to census data from 2011, the median family income in WA 
is around $1 722 a week, but in Belmont it is only $1 586 a week. The people of Forrestfield will feel the same 
impact meeting the high costs of living that they are now facing because the median family income in 
Forrestfield is only $1 627 a week. Those people are already working with a really tight budget, and they 
possibly went to the polls thinking they were being promised one thing, but a few months later the cards are off 
the table, things have completely changed and they just have to deal with it. It is not good enough.  

I refer to an article from PerthNow on 10 August written by Joe Spagnolo, titled “Electricity bills to increase to 
$2000 a year by 2016”, which states — 

FAMILIES will be slugged an average of $2000 a year for electricity by 2016. 
Several members interjected. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Does Hon Alyssa Hayden have an interjection she would like to make? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: No, thank you. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Okay. 

The article reads — 

This will take the average annual family power bill from $963 to $1998 under Mr Barnett's reign, 
despite his promise during the March state election campaign to keep electricity prices “at or around the 
rate of inflation” … 

… 

Opposition Leader Mark McGowan said the 7 per cent electricity rises were a clear breach of Mr 
Barnett’s election promise.  

“This is a doubling of the average household’s power bill at a time when Mr Barnett is increasing costs 
across the board and increasing taxes,” Mr McGowan said. 

That is a clear broken promise.  

Another issue of relevance across probably the entire state, but in particular in the East Metropolitan Region—it 
is raised a lot in my office and probably those of my east metro colleagues—is the forced council 
amalgamations. 

Hon Ken Travers: We even get it in north metro.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Hon Ken Travers even gets it in north metro—there we go! 

Several members interjected.  
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Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: That is good to know—and in the south metro region. It is a real issue across the 
entire state. I will probably focus my remarks on the East Metropolitan Region, but I thank Hon Ken Travers for 
that interjection.  

A member interjected. 

Hon Ken Travers: Always helpful.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Always helpful. 

The Barnett Liberal government went to the 2013 election making a very clear commitment that it would not 
force council amalgamations. It was in all its material, like everything else with the fully funded, fully costed 
seal of approval. There has been no clear business case for this amalgamation and it has sparked widespread 
condemnation from councils and residential and commercial ratepayers. I know that is happening in not only 
Belmont where my office is, but across the entire state. People are outraged. This is not in the opposition’s head 
or something that only we feel is wrong; the people of Western Australia are outraged that this is going ahead 
after a clear commitment had been made that there would not be forced amalgamations. Quite rightly, people are 
fearful of rate increases. Rate increases occurred in the eastern states after a similar approach was taken to merge 
councils to make them larger. It has actually turned around and—I do not want to say “bite them on the bum”, 
but I did say it.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

The PRESIDENT: No, you are not allowed to say that.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am not allowed to say that—sorry, Mr President! 

Hon Ken Travers: If you did, you would have to withdraw it.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I withdraw that remark. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It has had the reverse effect. It has not kept rates down, as promised; in fact, rates 
increased. I know from talking with my constituents—the residents of Belmont and Kalamunda—that they are 
outraged that the Shire of Kalamunda and the City of Belmont will be merged. The residents have not been 
consulted and they are 100 per cent opposed to the amalgamation. The City of Belmont and the Shire of 
Kalamunda are both unique councils in that their needs are quite different and quite separate. To merge them 
does not make a lot of sense. Neither council is in favour of this merger, nor are the residents. I am not sure why 
the government would impose this forced amalgamation on them. Community groups in Belmont and 
Kalamunda have strongly opposed this amalgamation and it has gone ignored by the state government. The 
Mayor of Belmont has stated that he has tried to work with the state government, despite believing that the 
amalgamation is not in the best interests of his community, and that the government is not acting in good faith 
with local government or the community. That is disappointing to hear. 

An article by Michael Hopkin published in WAtoday on 31 July this year states — 

The state government is to slash the number of local governments in Perth from 39 to 14, as part of its 
controversial redrawing of council boundaries. 

… 

Having said during the March election campaign they would not support forced amalgamations, Mr 
Barnett revealed nine new super councils would be formed. 

… 

Mr Barnett denied that the changes amounted to forced amalgamations, saying that local councils have 
two years to agree to the redrawn boundaries. 

However, he goes on to actually say — 

… there will be no room for negotiation … 

That sounds like forced amalgamations to me. Even former Liberal leaders think that it is outrageous that the 
Barnett Liberal government would try to force council amalgamations. An article by Rebecca Carmody on ABC 
online news on 16 September states — 

The former state Liberal leader Bill Hassell has lashed out at the Premier over the Government’s plans 
to force council amalgamations.  
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… 

Mr Hassell has written to all Liberal MPs urging them to keep the party’s pre-election promise of no 
forced mergers. 

Hon Ken Travers: He is a former member for Cottesloe. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: The former member for Cottesloe; is that right, Hon Ken Travers? The article goes 
on — 

The State Government is preparing to introduce legislation which will enable forced amalgamations, 
with the aim of reducing the number of metropolitan councils from 40 to 14. 

The article goes on — 

“I am deeply disappointed that what was committed is not being done, in fact the opposite is being 
done, in the face of those commitments,” he said. 

It makes it hard when even people on their own side are catching government members out! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let Hon Samantha Rowe make her comments through the Chair. There is no reason 
at all for interjections. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Thank you, Mr President. 

One of the other broken promises I want to touch on is the famous fully funded, fully costed Metro Area Express 
light rail commitment. During the election, the Barnett Liberal government committed to finishing the airport rail 
link by 2018. It has now blown out to 2019. It is becoming clear that the government cannot meet its undertaking 
to complete the construction of the airport rail link or the MAX light rail network by 2019. The government 
spent some $1 million of public money selling its rail promise during the election campaign, boasting that it was 
fully funded and fully costed, which turned out to be a clear broken promise. The Premier is now telling the 
media that politicians have fallen into the trap of being too specific about election promises before they are in 
possession of all the relevant information,. If government members did not have all the relevant information, 
why did they make the promise? Why would they make the commitment that the rail network was fully funded 
and fully costed if they did not have all the relevant information? This is misleading. Government members 
misled the people of Western Australia before the state election. 

Hon Adele Farina: They are not even embarrassed about it. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: They are not even embarrassed about it—that is exactly right, Hon Adele Farina. 

The airport rail link was designed in part to modernise the airport and to benefit those living in the areas 
surrounding the airport, such as the suburb of Redcliffe in the City of Belmont and also areas in Forrestfield. It 
was intended to link these areas to the rail network to the city and provide alternative public transport. More than 
eight per cent of households in Belmont do not have a car, which means that public transport is very important 
for people getting to and from work. That is well above the state average for households with no vehicle, which 
is around six per cent. Fewer than two per cent of people in Forrestfield catch a train to work as there is no viable 
rail option. That is not good enough. For a thriving city such as Perth, that is really not good enough. It means 
that people must drive to a train station and park their cars miles away. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Or drive all the way. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Or drive all the way, which is even worse—thank you, Hon Alanna Clohesy. It is 
not good for the environment and it costs more money. We all know that parking in the city costs a lot of money. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am sorry, Mr President. I will keep making my remarks through you, not being 
able to hear all the interjections. 

The PRESIDENT: No, you are not supposed to hear them and you are not supposed to listen to them. 

Hon Ken Travers: They are just seeking the call from the President to be the next speaker, I am sure. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Right. 

I draw the house’s attention to an article published on PerthNow on 24 November headed “Barnett considers 
halving $2 billion light rail project as coffers run dry”, which states — 
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The $2 billion light rail plan to connect Perth to suburban areas could stop short of the CBD. 

Informed sources have told The Sunday Times that Premier Colin Barnett is becoming increasingly 
concerned about extending the light rail through either of the malls on Hay St or Murray St. 

It comes after Perth Lord Mayor Lisa Scaffidi’s publicity campaign saying the project would 
“obliterate” foot traffic in the area and affect heritage landmarks. 

Under the Government’s pre-election light rail plan, a 22km network would be built from Mirrabooka 
to the CBD and then branch out to the western and eastern suburbs. 

But, sources now say there is a widening difference of opinion between Mr Barnett and his Transport 
Minister Troy Buswell about the route. 

… 

It’s understood Mr Barnett, who is struggling to come up with the money for the project, was 
sympathetic to the new plan. 

The article goes on to state that the government — 

… announced the ambitious rail plan during the March election campaign, promising to start 
construction in 2016 and foreshadowing millions of dollars in commonwealth funding. 

But new Prime Minister Tony Abbott has said he will not fund urban rail projects. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: He doesn’t like rail. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: He does not like rail; it is not part of his knitting! 

The article continues — 

If Mr Barnett does shelve half of the light rail project, it will put him at odds with Infrastructure 
Australia and the Property Council of Australia, which believe that linking the CBD to the eastern and 
western parts of the city—particularly the universities—was vital. 

“If the government stops this project at the City Link precinct it will be a disaster for the city,” PCA 
executive director Joe Lenzo said yesterday. 

It is certainly looking as though it will not happen. 

I want to make another two points before my time runs out. One is about the education cuts which we on this 
side of the chamber think are an absolute disgrace. 

Hon Kate Doust: Not just us. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: That is right—not just us but also the entire Western Australian community. 

Prior to the 2013 state election, the Liberal Party’s education policy states on page 3 that the Barnett Liberal 
government promised that it would — 

… invest in our children, provide them with a public school system that delivers the highest standard of 
education; superbly built and designed schools that enhance learning; and early intervention for 
children … 

Since that time, we know that in the education sector 500 jobs have been abolished and 30 per cent or 
$8.1 million has been cut from resources allocated to the school support program, which supports students in a 
range of areas, including literacy, numeracy, behaviour and attendance. We know there will be a levy for each 
staff member, and individual school capital works will not be funded; an amount of $3.2 million has been cut 
from K–2 education assistants, and $1.74 million has been cut from intensive English centres. We know that 
$17.87 million has been cut from base teacher allocations; $2.3 million from the Aboriginal and Islander 
education officers’ program; $7 million from national partnership rewards payments and $5.62 million from the 
level 3 classroom non-teaching allocation. I go back to the Liberal Party’s education policy, which states — 

The Liberals will … invest in our children, provide them with a public school system that delivers the 
highest standard of education; 

With all of those cuts, how could the Liberal Party meet the promises that it set out in its education policy? The 
cuts appear to leave every school in Western Australia worse off. I have highlighted a whole range of cuts in 
education, but I will focus on the $2.3 million worth of cuts to the Aboriginal and Islander education officers’ 
program that will affect Aboriginal students in Belmont. The Aboriginal population of Belmont is higher than in 
other metropolitan areas. Tranby Primary School, which is in the electorate of Belmont, has an Aboriginal 
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population of over 38 per cent and it appears Tranby is set to lose 0.69 of an AIEO full-time equivalent position. 
The cuts to education that the government has put forward totally disregard education for Aboriginal students.  

I refer to data taken from the 2011 census. Almost 52 per cent of WA high school students are educated in public 
schools. In Forrestfield, the proportion of high school kids attending public schools is almost 65 per cent. In 
Belmont, almost 60 per cent of primary school kids are educated in public schools. This is fairly alarming data 
considering how many dollars each school in Belmont and Forrestfield will lose. By our calculations, we 
estimate these cuts will cost Belmont Primary School $81 435; Carlisle Primary School $124 135; Cloverdale 
Primary School $119 255; Cloverdale education support centre, $8 540; Kewdale Primary School, $103 000; 
Redcliffe Primary School $77 000; Tranby Primary School, $57 000; and Belmont City College, $231 000. It is 
a similar story in Forrestfield, where cuts will be inflicted. Dawson Park Primary School is set to lose $122 000; 
East Kenwick Primary School, $119 000; Edney Primary School, $141 000; Maida Vale Primary School, 
$112 000; and Wattle Grove Primary School, $157 000. These are massive cuts that will affect our children and 
the future of this state. It is unacceptable for the Barnett Liberal government to think it can inflict such cuts in 
education in this state, that there will not be any retribution for this and that there will not be public outrage at 
such vicious cuts to education.  

Finally, I would like to make a few comments on policing and safety issues. A lot of Liberal Party election 
campaign material was delivered in the East Metropolitan Region around policing and safety issues, and 
promising that a whole lot of CCTV cameras would be installed. We have not seen any of that to date. In 2008 
the Barnett Liberal government made an election commitment to increase police numbers by 500. That did not 
occur; in fact, the government fell short of its promise by about 170 police officers. In the most recent election, 
in March 2013, the government committed to increasing police numbers by 550 officers, which of course was in 
addition to the shortfall of 170 FTE that it had not delivered under its previous broken promise. The government 
needs to find 720 additional police officers. Where are they going to come from? What is the plan? Can the 
Minister for Police advise the house where the government will find these additional police officers? How will 
the government fund this?  

Hon Adele Farina: Not to mention the ones they are letting go! 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Hon Adele Farina is exactly right and that is without mentioning the 196 officers 
they are about to lose!  

Hon Adele Farina: They have to replace them before moving on.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Yes, the government does, and by 2017 the government needs to find 916 extra 
officers over and above natural attrition and retirements. Crime is a major issue in Belmont. Belmont has one of 
the highest crime rates in the state. Policing and safety are really big issues for residents in that electorate. As 
members know, we do not have a 24-hour police station. The nearest 24-hour police stations are Cannington and 
Armadale, yet Belmont has the highest crime rate in the state.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Does it have a neon sign as a substitute for police officers?  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am not sure, but I do not think a neon sign would put many minds at ease when 
someone’s house is being broken into and they call police for back-up and are told to remove themselves from 
the situation. A neon sign is not going to cut it! People want to feel secure in their own home. That is their right. 
They are entitled to that! I would very much welcome if anyone from the other side could advise where the 
government will find the extra police officers; how it will fund them and how many will be in the Belmont 
electorate. I conclude my remarks on this motion.  

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (North Metropolitan) [1.48 pm]: I rise to support the motion. It is a very good 
motion and Hon Ken Travers needs to be congratulated for bringing it to the house—hear, hear! It is about time 
we had a fair opportunity to bring some of our concerns about what happened at the last election to the public’s 
attention, and we can do that best through this place.  

The Barnett government and the Liberal Party should be condemned for misleading the people of Western 
Australia during the last election campaign. They said they had a plan that was fully funded and fully costed. We 
now know that not to be true. In fact, just about every time the Liberal Party put out a policy document or a bit of 
hard propaganda, it applied a stamp that carried on it the words “fully funded, fully costed”. That was very 
deceptive. By and large, people tend to be fairly straightforward in nature, and if they are told that something is 
fully funded and fully costed I suspect they would believe that it is exactly as it purports to be. I do not know 
about members opposite but I was raised with the values of honesty and decency, to tell the truth and also to 
abide by the principles of fair play. I do not know whether that was specific to growing up in Midland, which is 
where I grew up, but they were the values that we grew up with. It was very disappointing during the last 
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election to see no evidence of the Liberal Party being honest and decent in the way it portrayed its intent if it was 
elected into government. Its sense of fair play just went out the window.  

While the major policies were being rolled out by the Liberal–National government and it made certain promises 
and put them out there in the public arena, Liberal candidates were running around on the ground making 
another set of promises. For example, the member for Morley, Mr Ian Britza, and members of his campaign team 
advised sporting clubs that they would get pots of money for this, that and the other. People genuinely believed 
that that was true and that is what would happen. Once the election was won, this money just was not available 
to be given to them. If members of the Liberal Party and the National Party can take heart from not playing fair 
and getting success through that means, that is a really poor reflection on them. It is really quite pathetic and they 
need to take a good look at themselves. Having said that, I think that people have woken up to what happened at 
the last election. They know that the election commitments were not fully funded and fully costed. They know 
that because the Leader of the Opposition is doing a good job, together with the shadow cabinet, to ensure that 
that message goes out there and it is heard loud and clear, as it should be. We should not allow members 
opposite to get away with these sorts of dirty tricks next time around. They will not get away with it because 
they will be on their ear. No-one who fills out a ballot paper will want to see the government in control of the 
Treasury benches again, especially after the performance of this government thus far.  

In preparation for my contribution today, I looked at all those things that the government said were fully funded 
and fully costed. Even if I read them out line by line, chances are that I would not get enough time to read them 
all out because there are so many projects that we were told were fully funded and fully costed and do not appear 
anywhere in the budget papers. They were announced on a wing and a prayer and a nod by members and 
ministers. They will simply never be seen. There has been no explanation from this government for why this has 
happened. It has not even had the good grace to advise the public that some of those promises will not eventuate. 
Not only has it not had the good grace to do that, but also, to add insult to injury, it has made things much harder. 
Not only has it not given what it promised to give, but also the fact is there is no money to pay for those 
promises and the cost of those promises was never accounted for anywhere. We are in very difficult times.  

I will go through some of the obvious areas that I believe have not been fully funded and fully costed. They will 
be mentioned time and again by members on this side of the house because they are major breaches of trust. The 
airport rail link to Fremantle was to be operational by 2018 at a cost of $1.9 billion. No state government funding 
has been announced to date. I do not think that has changed. The Metro Area Express light rail was to be 
operational by 2018 at a cost of $1.8 billion. No state government funding has been announced to date. I have 
not had a really close look at each of these promises in the budget papers to get the absolute up to date — 

Hon Ken Travers: There is some money but it’s all been pushed back.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: There is some money but it has been pushed back, so there is no chance of it 
being operational by 2018. That is a breach of trust and that promise will not be met.  

As I doorknocked around the electorate of Morley, I found that there was no doubt that the proposal that was put 
on the table by the Labor Party was being compared with MAX light rail. The Liberal Party ran a fairly strong 
campaign on MAX light rail. If the people of the electorate of Morley were aware that MAX light rail had not 
been fully funded and fully costed, there is no way they would have entertained giving their vote to the Liberal 
Party in many cases. I think it was dishonest to run a campaign on that initiative given that it certainly was not 
fully funded and fully costed.  

I will not go through all of these proposals but in the Premier’s own electorate and now the electorate that I 
represent, the North Metropolitan Region, the Liberal Party promised the realignment of Curtin Avenue near 
Leighton and Port Beaches at a cost of $40 million. No funding has been announced to date. This proposal has 
been on the table for decades. The people in and around the Premier’s electorate had an expectation that 
something may well happen given that he ran that as a local issue. Once again, no funding has been allocated to 
that project. I am not sure whether it is fully costed but if the money is not there, that certainly will not happen. 

There was a promise in relation to education. I could go on about education day in and day out because as far as 
the electors are concerned, that has probably been the Liberal Party’s biggest breach of trust, along with the lack 
of funding support for police, nurses and public sector employees generally. Having said all that, we would have 
to say that the impact on the education system as a result of this government’s failure to get its house in order is 
absolutely devastating. Savage cuts are being made to education at a time when the literacy and numeracy 
standards are not showing any improvement after Hon Peter Collier was the minister for five years. 

Hon Peter Collier: One year. 
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Okay, one year. The Liberal Party has been in government for five years. The 
government has gone backwards. We have not heard one word from the Leader of the House about how he will 
turn those literacy and numeracy results around. Also the program for international student assessment testing 
shows that we are going backwards in international tests. I do not want to have to raise my voice again. While 
this is happening, schools are being savagely cheated by this government. Cuts are being made to all manner of 
things. I heard only yesterday that school psychologists working in the North Metropolitan Region, which is the 
region I represent, will no longer be provided with a vehicle to go from school to school to provide students with 
psychological support services.  

Hon Adele Farina: How are they supposed to get there?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not know. Maybe they are supposed to go by foot or, alternatively, bicycle; 
they certainly will not be traveling with a government provided car.  

Hon Adele Farina: By train.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: No trains are available because the Metro Area Express is off the agenda. I 
imagine that in just the North Metropolitan Region hundreds of students from kindergarten through to year 12 
school use psychiatrist and psychologist services, but the school psychs will not be able to travel from school to 
school in a government car. They will not be provided with not only a car, but also funding for petrol for their 
own car.  

Hon Adele Farina: The government said when it moved them out of district offices that they were putting them 
into schools so they were closer to the children and more accessible by families and the children. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: That is what they said but it is not what they are doing. They will lose access to 
vehicles. I understand that if school psychs use their own vehicles, they will not be paid for their petrol. School 
psyches who have clocked up a number of kilometres for work done—travelling from school to school to offer 
their services to students—will not be reimbursed. This is starting to look like a Third Word economy. This is 
absolutely hideous. The other day—I will refer to this a little later—I read about police officers not having 
notepads to write on. What is going on here is absolutely hideous and it is just not good enough.  

On the lack of fully funded, fully costed promises, one that also needs to be mentioned is the university campus 
at Midland. People have been talking for many years about a university campus in or around the Midland 
workshops.  

Hon Col Holt: Is that near the hospital?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I assume it will be around there somewhere. A university campus at Midland, 
with a $22 million contribution for the construction of the campus facilities, was also promised by the Liberal–
National Parties, but no funding has been announced to date.  

Hon Ken Travers: Are you talking about the time they promised it in 1996 or the recent promise?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The government keeps promising it but it never delivers. Back then, Hon Ken 
Travers, there were probably not quite as many initiatives promised that were not costed and not funded, but it 
seems to be commonplace now that virtually every second thing that is promised is not costed and not funded. I 
could go on and on but I think that is enough about putting that point on the public record.  

I have been a member of Parliament for more than 16 years and I have never seen such disregard for election 
commitments. I have never seen the electorate held in such contempt as it has been by the Liberal–National 
government. I have never seen promises made so easily by a government, knowing that it was never going to 
keep them. Indeed, the government could not keep them because it could not fund them. If the Premier is to do 
the right thing, he will write a schedule of all those things that, upon reflection, will now definitely not be 
delivered within this term of government. He needs to advise the community about the adjustments he has made 
in response to the availability of funding and what can and cannot be costed. Clearly, half of what was promised 
at the last election will not be delivered. If the Premier knows that is the truth, the most decent thing he can do is 
advise the public of those things that will not proceed.  

I want to put also on the public record some other matters. The Liberal–National Party promised to keep 
electricity prices at or around the rate of inflation. Obviously, that will not happen; electricity prices are already 
sky high. I have mentioned the installation by 2018 of MAX light rail from Mirrabooka to the city and from 
Nedlands to Victoria Park. The Premier has also broken his promise to build a 24-hour, seven-day-a week police 
station at Ballajura. He also broke his promise to not re-merge Verve and Synergy. We know that because we 
have been debating the Electricity Corporations Amendment Bill 2013: that is exactly what he is doing, even 
contrary to his commitment to the people of Western Australia not that long ago.  
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Hon Adele Farina: Against expert advice.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes. The member is absolutely right. He has also broken his promise not to 
force local government amalgamations. That is an absolute disaster unfolding for the government. No-one 
believes for a moment that economies of scale will result from amalgamating local government authorities. 
Anyone who looked at this issue with any degree of closeness knows that. If this is not driven by economies of 
scale—in fact, the best authorities will advise that there are no economies of scale, and quite frankly if there 
are — 

Hon Adele Farina interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Economies of scale.  

Hon Col Holt interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: We will let the member know. Of course we will. 

Hon Col Holt interjected.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: National Party members’ local governments are quarantined. The 43 local 
government authorities in regional and rural Western Australia, most of which happen to be in the wheatbelt, are 
quarantined to preserve the nice, cosy relationship between the National and Liberal Parties. Of course, the 
Premier has probably quarantined Peppy Grove because that is probably where all his financial backers live.  

Hon Ken Travers: There are a lot of farmers in Peppy Grove.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Anyway, that has been put on ice. Over the last five years, local government 
authorities have been asked to do a lot of strategic planning work for the future. They have got on with their 
business and while they have been doing this strategic work and considering what their local councils might look 
like in the future, they have expended a lot of money on that work. They have been asked to consider also how 
they might look if they were to amalgamate with certain other neighbouring councils and so on. The point I 
really want to make is that councils have complained to me that they have not been able to get on with the 
business they want to get on with because they do not know what their council will be like. They do not know 
with whom they will amalgamate; they do not understand the time frame within which it will happen. The 
amalgamation process has cost a lot of money for local government authorities. Given that the Liberal and 
National Parties went to the last election saying that there would be no government amalgamations, it is clear 
that the cost of amalgamations has not been fully costed or fully funded. All I know is that council 
amalgamations in Queensland cost a phenomenal amount of money. I am not talking about hundreds of 
thousands of dollars here or there; I am talking about hundreds of millions of dollars. This government cannot 
afford hundreds of millions of dollars even if councils are willing, which in many cases they are not. The 
government has not made available the financial resources for council mergers to take place. That money is 
simply not there. Unless the minister can pull some rabbits out of a hat, this will be a very painful issue for the 
government, because there is a lot of resistance to council mergers.  

I now refer to a story in the Subiaco Post of Saturday, 26 October 2013, which is one of many articles on council 
amalgamations. I come back to the point that given that the mergers have not been fully funded or fully costed, I 
do not know to what extent the government is serious about real reform. I do note, however, that Darren Brown, 
in Squeaky Wheel, made the comment —  

Hon Col Holt interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: There is nothing incredible about Darren Brown; he is very credible, and he 
puts out a good website that is very informative. There are plenty of people on Hon Col Holt’s side who are 
more than happy to contribute to it, some secretive and some not so secretive, so do not have a go at Mr Darren 
Brown because he is doing a good job. He should be commended because he reports on some of the politics in 
and around this place that otherwise would not be reported.  

Having said all of that, the Subiaco Post report “Why mergers are duds” states — 

Latest studies have proved that merged and un-merged councils show no differences in economies of 
scale. 

Mergers don’t meet the claims for extra efficiency, according to Professor Brian Dollery, one of 
Australia’s leading authorities on local government. 

“Bigger is better”, “bigger is cheaper”, and “bigger means better services” are how these claims are 
usually expressed, but these outcomes did not eventuate,” he said. 

The findings fly in the face of the government’s stated reasons for the mergers. 
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The article goes on to state — 

All official inquiries find amalgamation has not met expectations, and costs of amalgamation are badly 
under-estimated, says Professor Dollery from the Centre for Local Government, University of New 
England Business School.  

Merged and un-merged councils in six states had shown no differences in financial viability, he said. 

He is an expert. The article continues — 

Professor Dollery and his team applied the technique to three merged councils on Sydney’s northern 
beaches. They found no relationship between population size and costs. 

“Thus, amalgamation of Sydney councils will not improve financial sustainability,” they concluded.  

It begs the question: why are we doing it? My point about Squeaky Wheel refers to a comment of Darren Brown 
that I believe nails it. He said that the mergers are being done to provide a one-stop shop for developers, because 
developers do not like to deal with 10 or 15 councils on development matters. At least he is honest enough to 
identify that, and the government should be honest about what is driving local government reform.  

I would be very keen to find out how much money the government has squirrelled away to fund council 
amalgamations. I do not doubt that sometime during this term the government will introduce a bill into this place 
that seeks the support of the house on council amalgamations. I would like to know that, given the government 
went to the last election saying it was definitely not going to do that, yet now Minister Simpson is forcing the 
hand of local government so that it is more than likely to happen. The opposition wants to know how it will be 
funded and costed.  

Hon Adele Farina: How much is it going to cost?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: How much is it going to cost? I have no idea, but if Queensland is anything to 
go by, it will probably cost $200 million or $300 million. It will cost a phenomenal amount of money. We know 
the government does not have that money. Look at the parlous state of the finances of the state, which has lost its 
AAA rating and its debt level is out of control, trending up to $30 billion over the forward estimates. It is an 
absolute disaster!  

I want to spend some time on what the Liberal and National Parties did not tell the people of this state. 

Hon Adele Farina: I don’t think you have enough time to go through that.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have only 16 minutes and 25 seconds. 

Hon Col Holt: Give it a go.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I will give it a go then. The government certainly did not tell the people of the 
state that it was going to slash 1 200 public sector jobs. I never heard the government say that, and I do not think 
anybody else heard the government say that, but that is exactly what  is going to happen and is exactly what was 
announced in June this year. An article from the ABC news website, dated 13 June 2013, states — 

Around 1,000 workers will be offered voluntary redundancies, while 200 others could be sacked under 
the public sector reforms.  

… 
Premier Colin Barnett says the state’s annual wage bill is rising by about 8.5 per cent every year and 
that it is not sustainable in today’s … economic climate. 

No-one was told that those jobs were going. It is difficult to believe that any government would cut jobs at this 
time; the worst thing is that it will be cutting jobs in key areas when the economic conditions are not right to do 
that. There have been significant population increases over the last few years and cutting those jobs at this time 
means that the government expects the existing workforce to do more with less. Whether it is decreasing the 
ratio of teachers to students, or decreasing the ratio of nurses to patients, or decreasing the ratio of police officers 
to law and order issues, the fact is that if we start to slash public sector jobs, those workers who are left will have 
to pick up additional responsibilities and will need to do more with less. It is fair to say that the public sector is 
certainly not happy about this. There is no doubt that this will flow through to a poorer standard of health 
services, education services, and law and order services. This is the likely policy outcome of the loss of these 
1 200 public sector jobs. The workers in the areas of health, education, and law and order are doing it tough as it 
is. I have already put on the public record the fact that the resources in these areas are diminishing under this 
government, and they will continue to diminish. 
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I now want to go to the job cuts in the education system. It certainly was not mentioned at the last election that 
there would be any cuts to public sector employment in the education sector. It is disappointing that the 
government was not more honest about those cuts. What is happening to education in this state has come as a 
major shock to the people in education, be they teachers, administrators or parents.  

On Friday, 23 August 2013, the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, took to morning radio, and he was 
asked by Paul Murray during his program about cuts to education. Specifically, he was asked about the 1 000 
jobs that are likely to go. Paul Murray said to the minister — 

So are you telling me there will not be voluntary or involuntary redundancies in your portfolio in this 
term of government? 

Hon Peter Collier, the Leader of the House and Minister for Education, replied as follows — 

Well there is absolutely no allocation for it whatsoever — 

I hope the Minister for Education is listening — 

and we have got no indication and we’ve got no desire, we’ve got no intent to move down that path 
Paul. 

Can members believe that someone would be so brazen as to go onto a radio program and tell an outright lie? 
This is a guy who does know where to put his signature, because he puts it on everybody else’s forms — 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Point of order. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Oh, sit down!  

The PRESIDENT: The Minister for Mental Health. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Mr President, I believe that the member is suggesting that the Minister for Education 
lied. I think that is taking it a bit too far. I would like the member to withdraw that comment, and also the 
comment about “sit down” when I stood to make this point of order. 

The PRESIDENT: The last comment is a comment for me to adjudicate on as the Presiding Officer. Yes, 
members are reminded that if whoever is in the chair is being asked to give their verdict on anything, members 
who are standing to speak should sit down straightaway.  

On the first point that the minister made, I think it is all in the context of how the word is used. If the member on 
her feet had stood up and pointed to a member somewhere in the chamber and said, “You are a liar”, that would 
definitely be unparliamentary. But I think it has become fairly commonplace now that the use of the word “lie” 
is applied to some policy or some statement without a direct accusation that the member is a liar. That has 
become common usage in the community, I think. I am not totally comfortable with that, I must say, but I do not 
think it is fair of us in this chamber to interpret it in that way, either. So although the member is getting very, 
very close to the line, she has not crossed it at this stage. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Thank you, Mr President. 

I will read that again for the benefit of the house. On Friday, 23 August 2013—not that long ago—Hon Peter 
Collier took to morning radio to rule out job cuts in education, after concerns were raised that 1 000 jobs would 
go. Paul Murray asked — 

So are you telling me there will not be voluntary or involuntary redundancies in your portfolio in this 
term of government? 

Hon Peter Collier, Leader of the House and Minister for Education, responded by saying — 

Well there is absolutely no allocation for it whatsoever and we have got no indication and we’ve got no 
desire, we’ve got no intent to move down that path Paul. 

Hon Peter Collier: It wasn’t about teachers. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister can get up and have his say. Clearly, teachers have every right to 
be aggrieved. I do think that is a bit rich. This is the sort of stuff that happens time and again with this minister. 

The minister is living his dream as Minister for Education—he was not living his dream as Minister for 
Training—but he is creating an absolute nightmare for everybody else. 
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Hon Peter Collier: It is the best job on earth. Our teachers are the highest paid teachers in the nation. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Sorry? 

Hon Peter Collier: Our teachers are the highest paid teachers in the nation, and we have the best resourced 
schools. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: But they are not happy. The minister is creating a nightmare for them. Get the 
message! 

Hon Peter Collier: When you were in government, they were the lowest paid. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member is going to run out of time. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I can always ask for more! 

The PRESIDENT: I think we should allow the member to finish her comments without assistance from across 
the chamber.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The point I am making is that the minister is living his dream, but he is creating 
a nightmare for everybody else. Education is suffering in a big way. I do not have time to go through the 
magnitude of the losses to schools as a result of the funds that will either be denied or pulled out of schools. But 
I can tell members that no government will be able to impose such punitive measures on schools and survive an 
election. Take my word for it. Every member of the Liberal and National Party should be very, very concerned 
about what this minister is doing to education in this state. It is not just education. The minister is also destroying 
the TAFE sector. He is taking training—which should be every person’s right—out of the reach of ordinary 
Western Australians.  

By 2017, the Barnett government will have increased TAFE student fees by up to 581 per cent. These increases 
are affecting courses in disability care, aged care and other in-demand courses and trades. For example, some of 
the TAFE courses that will be impacted by the decisions made by the Minister for Training and 
Workforce Development such as enrolled nurses will see fees rise from $1 862 in 2013 to $7 355 in 2014. That 
is a 295 per cent increase. In 2017 fees will rise to $8 047, which is a 333 per cent increase. I have to say, I do 
not know what sort of thinking goes on in the cabinet that the minister is part of, but I would think, given that we 
have an ageing demographic and a demand for, in particular, nursing services, no government in its right mind 
would actually make the acquisition of certification in that profession harder, rather than easier; make it less 
accessible, rather than more accessible. It beggars belief that anyone would think it is a positive thing that 
someone in this state who wants to become a nurse and look after an ageing demographic and sick people 
generally will have to pay more than $8 000 to do so. It does not make sense.  

I could go on but I have made my point. This has been quite a dishonest strategy from this government. It went 
to the last election with its promises neither totally costed nor totally funded. It overreached, it promised too 
much and it does not have the capacity to pay for its promises. It is made worse by the fact that there is no 
control over finances. The poor old Treasurer must be pulling his hair out! Troy Buswell probably cannot wait to 
become the Premier because at least then he will be able to control spending, whereas at the moment he knows 
that the Premier cannot control himself. The Premier controls the Department of Treasury and basically, he is 
spending like there is no tomorrow.  

This is all heading to a very, very bad end. Eventually, the extravagances will have to be paid for. It is 
unfortunate that Western Australian taxpayers will be paying for the lack of self-control and this government’s, 
in particular the Premier’s, extravagance. The Premier should hang his head in shame; likewise the ministers. 
They should not have overpromised and certainly, they should have made sure that all their promises were fully 
costed and fully funded. One cannot be in control of their budget if they do not cost and fund. It is just pathetic to 
think that someone can run an effective budget without doing basic preparation. Clearly, this government has not 
done that.  

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [2.34 pm]: I note that Hon Peter Katsambanis is not here 
today but I will try to keep two feet on the ground and I will try not to sway for Hon Adele Farina. 

Hon Ken Travers: Is the member standing? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am standing today. I am not a seagull, Hon Ken Travers. I, too, rise to speak on 
Hon Ken Travers’ motion condemning the Liberal Party and the Barnett government for misleading the people 
of Western Australia when they claimed they had a fully funded, fully costed plan for Western Australia. I start 
with a comment made by the Premier in the last week about election commitments. I have said previously in this 
place that a certain number of people vote for political parties based on the promises and commitments that the 
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parties make. People think that when they vote for someone who promises something, the promise will be kept, 
particularly when they are told that it is fully funded and fully costed. When a Premier or the leader of a party 
says that if people vote for them and they are elected they will do certain things because those things are fully 
funded and fully costed, people take that into consideration and vote because of that.  

I refer to an article in The West Australian of 5 December that states — 

Colin Barnett says politicians have “fallen into the trap” of being “too specific” about election promises 
before they are in possession of all the relevant information. 

The Premier made his comments during an interview on ABC radio yesterday where he was forced to 
defend the slippage of time lines around major transport projects promised by the Liberal Party during 
the March election campaign.  

I find it extraordinary that the Premier would say that politicians have “fallen into the trap of being too specific”. 
Elections are held every four years in Western Australia and politicians go to elections making promises. They 
are also expected to inform the electorate when a project will be delivered, that it will be delivered according to a 
certain time line and that it will cost a certain amount of money. That is a reasonable expectation of the 
electorate. It is outrageous that the Premier is using weasel words to say that they were “too specific”. We have 
seen the Premier make extraordinary comments a number of times this year. A few months ago he said that we 
should not look at the “literal promises” the government has made; he said that people do not read promises 
made before the election. That is outrageous! 

Hon Adele Farina: Before the member goes on, is it not curious that the Premier said that people make 
statements before they know all the information, but they were in government and had all the information that 
they needed? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Absolutely, and I appreciate Hon Adele Farina’s interjection. Those opposite were 
in government and used government agencies to assist them with the costing of projects. Regional Western 
Australia has helped bear the brunt of the Barnett government’s broken promises. Wherever one goes around the 
regions, including in my own Mining and Pastoral Region, there are communities that were expecting to receive 
a raft of fully funded projects that will now not see a penny. Some communities might see something after the 
next election—at least four years after the specific promise was made, even though, according to the Premier, we 
should not make specific promises. The regions have lost $350 million from the country local government fund. 
More than 30 shires were expecting to get funding but so far have received nothing. Over the past few weeks I 
have been to various places such as Esperance, which was expecting money for its waterfront; Broome, which 
was expecting money for a range of things; and the Shire of Derby–West Kimberley, which was expecting 
money for a youth centre toilet block, road funding and staff accommodation. It looks likely that none of these 
communities will get any of these services.  
Hon Dave Grills interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I look forward to Hon Dave Grills’ contribution but I am not taking interjections. 
Several members interjected.  
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I do not have too much time left. I will not take interjections. 
The PRESIDENT: You have only 10 minutes, so let Hon Dave Grills use his own 10 minutes.  
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will ensure that I address my comments to you, Mr President, and I will not make 
eye contact with members so that they do not feel the need to interject.  
I was talking about the fact that $350 million will be chopped from the country local government fund. It is not 
too long ago that the former Leader of the National Party Hon Brendon Grylls assured regional residents right 
around the state that the National Party would deliver on these projects as it is part of this government. He 
assured people in the goldfields, the Pilbara and the Kimberley that he was confident about his party’s electoral 
commitments and that he would deliver on those. Those commitments have since fallen away and we have not 
heard from the new Leader of the National Party to see whether he will stand up for Western Australian regions. 
I certainly hope that he stands up to the Liberal Party and starts delivering on the commitments made to the 
regions.  
Some of the other fully funded and fully costed election commitments relate to education. Some other members 
may have spoken about education—that is up to them—but, for me, education is an important issue. Since my 
election to this place, I have made an effort over the past few months to get out to the schools in my electorate to 
see how they operate—what works, what does not work—and what the challenges are in those communities, 
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because I believe it is important for a member to know those things. On recent visits to schools in the Kimberley, 
the Pilbara and the goldfields, I have spoken to teachers and staff and I know that people are concerned. The 
government said in its election policy released earlier this year that the Liberals will — 

... invest in our children, provide them with a public school system that delivers the highest standard of 
education; superbly built and designed schools that enhance learning; and early intervention for children 
to give them the right start in life.  

That is just one quote from the fully funded and fully costed promise that was made. Since then, 500 jobs have 
been abolished, cuts have been made to school support program resource allocation funding and a levy has been 
imposed on schools for each staff member. Schools in my electorate and right around the state have missed out. 
It will only be worse once the term commences and students go back next year. It will only be worse when 
parents bring their children to school at the end of January or early February and they see that Aboriginal and 
Islander education officers no longer exist in some classrooms. I think 105 AIEOs will be lost in a number of 
areas around the state. Twenty-three per cent of AIEO positions will be cut statewide. Those Aboriginal and 
Islander education officers do a tremendous job in our classrooms. They not only spend time with Aboriginal 
kids who may not have English as a first language or who in some cases may be behind developmentally, but 
also allow teachers in those classrooms to focus on other children to ensure that every child gets a quality 
education. This election commitment made by the Liberals at the last election—I will not quote it again—was 
supposedly fully funded and fully costed, but it will not happen. These positions are gone. These children will 
not have those services. These are not fully funded and fully costed services.  

Another fully funded and fully costed commitment that I want to highlight today relates to some mental health 
facilities. Members may well remember that in February this year, Minister Morton said the government would 
provide $9 million for two fully funded and fully costed facilities to provide around-the-clock support for people 
with mental illnesses in Karratha and Bunbury. Members from the South West Region would have seen Hon 
Adele Farina and her comments in the region and her advocacy on behalf of the greater Bunbury community on 
this issue. Indeed, I have made comments in Karratha and the Pilbara on this issue. We have done this because 
the government went to the election with a fully funded and fully costed policy to provide these much-needed 
services in these areas. Bunbury, as I have said, looks after the greater Bunbury region. It is a good area; it is not 
a huge driving distance, but it has a good population size, whereas this new service in Karratha would look after 
the Pilbara, whether it is Port Hedland, Onslow or Tom Price. At the moment, people have to drive to Broome 
for these services. The two new facilities would have provided much-needed services. This commitment was 
fully funded and fully costed, but no money has been allocated for it in the budget. The minister has been quoted 
as acknowledging that no money is in the budget for these services in this year or the out years. From one 
election to the next, there is no money for these services that were promised to communities. Members around 
the place can say whatever they want, but people vote on these issues.  

I was in Karratha this week for a graduation at St Luke’s College and I took the opportunity to catch up with 
some mental health workers. Again, they raised this issue with me. They asked me what is happening with this 
facility. They obviously missed the media on this issue in the last few months, but I had to tell them that, yes, a 
commitment was made and, yes, it was supposed to be fully funded and fully costed.  
Hon Adele Farina: But don’t hold your breath waiting for it.  
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is a good interjection, Hon Adele Farina. Plainly and simply a commitment 
was made, but there is no money for it. I feel sorry for not only these mental health workers, but also the people 
in the Pilbara who need these services. There is a real need for these services. At the moment, people in these 
communities have to drive to Broome to access mental health services. I have previously asked questions in this 
place about how many people use the mental health facility in Broome and of those people how many come from 
the Pilbara and how many from the Kimberley. Those figures are on the public record, so I will not quote them 
again. Suffice to say, a great many people use this service in Broome and would need to use it in the Kimberley.  

A range of commitments have been made in my region that were supposed to be fully funded and fully costed, 
such as the promise that the government would keep electricity prices at or around the rate of inflation. That is 
wrong because prices have increased by more than inflation. They have increased by four per cent since 1 July. 
This does not even go into what has happened with these prices in the past five years since this government has 
been in office. Prices have increased by four per cent for electricity, six per cent for water and 6.4 per cent for 
gas. The emergency services levy has increased by 7.8 per cent. This is not fair. This is not keeping electricity 
prices at or around the rate of inflation.  
Promises were made about tax relief for small businesses, but since then the government has backtracked in that 
area. The government made it clear that no cuts were proposed or planned for staffing in the public sector. 
However, public sector workers in my electorate and in regional areas, wherever they are, will face the chop 
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because of the government’s promise being broken. The fully funded and fully costed promise made at the 
election with the nice big stamp is not worth the paper it is stamped on. That is a shame. It is a real shame for 
people in the regions because quite often we do not fare as well as the city. We have to come to the city for 
services; there is no doubt about that. Sure there is a great patient assisted travel scheme, but in most cases we 
have to leave our families in order to have operations and to access a range of services. It is not fair for regional 
Western Australians to bear the brunt of these broken promises. I stand behind this motion; this government 
should be condemned because it claimed to have a fully funded and fully costed plan for Western Australia and 
it has absolutely broken it. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (10) 

Hon Robin Chapple Hon Kate Doust Hon Lynn MacLaren Hon Samantha Rowe (Teller) 
Hon Alanna Clohesy Hon Sue Ellery Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich  
Hon Stephen Dawson Hon Adele Farina Hon Ken Travers  

Noes (18) 

Hon Ken Baston Hon Donna Faragher Hon Col Holt Hon Michael Mischin 
Hon Paul Brown Hon Nick Goiran Hon Peter Katsambanis Hon Helen Morton 
Hon Jim Chown Hon Dave Grills Hon Mark Lewis Hon Phil Edman (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Rick Mazza  
Hon Brian Ellis Hon Alyssa Hayden Hon Robyn McSweeney  

            

Pairs 
 Hon Sally Talbot Hon Liz Behjat 
 Hon Darren West Hon Jacqui Boydell 
 Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson Hon Martin Aldridge 

Question thus negatived. 
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