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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2018–19) BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2018–19) BILL 2018 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 15 May. 

MR D.C. NALDER (Bateman) [12.23 pm]: I stand as the lead speaker for the opposition in response to the 
appropriation bills. On the surface, it could be said that the numbers appear to be improving for the state. Taken at 
face value, it can be seen that the net operating balance is improving over time, revenue is growing, expenses are 
coming down, and the growth in debt is slowing and even reversing towards the end of the period. On the surface, 
we would say that that is a big tick for the government. However, as I was sitting here reflecting on this, something 
that just did not quite ring true started to bother me. It was a cause for concern, because what was bothering me 
was that, on the surface, the numbers were okay, but then I listened to the Treasurer’s speech. I went back over the 
Treasurer’s speech, and I could not fathom the degree of political speak and rhetoric about this current budget. It 
is a bit like when someone tells us that they are a person of integrity. We believe that everybody in society should 
act with integrity, and if someone has to tell us that they are acting with integrity, they are generally hiding 
something. I went through the Treasurer’s speech more than once, and I kept seeing this term “responsible financial 
management”. It was repeated nine times during the speech—actually 11 times, if we include other uses of the 
word “responsible”. I started to question whether this government was hiding something. Is it being true, open and 
transparent with this budget? Is it being honest with the people of Western Australia about the financial data in 
this budget? 

As part of my reflections, and as part of starting to analyse the data in this budget, I reflected on the budget that 
was submitted last year. I went back through my notes, research and analysis of last year’s budget, and I noted 
a manipulation of the numbers, that debt was continuing to grow and that there were questionable economic 
forecasts. The manipulation of the numbers was designed to manufacture a particular outcome that gave people 
a perception that the deficit was reducing and that debt growth was slowing. I highlighted that fact in my budget 
contribution last year. There was a line item called “slippage”. I had never seen it before in a state government 
budget. It was the reallocation of numbers—it was checked in estimates—not for any specific project, but just to 
give the perception of a particular outcome. That raises all sorts of alarm bells and concerns for me about the 
integrity of the budget and of this government. 

With that in mind, I started to explore these numbers in depth. It has been a fascinating read. For the benefit of 
members of this chamber, I will step through and articulate that, although expense growth appears to be in check—
I would applaud the government for 0.9 per cent expense growth in 2018–19—I determined that the 0.9 per cent 
is not the real underlying expense growth in the state government’s budget. The government has not been totally 
transparent about how the numbers have been manipulated and changed. I would go so far as to say that, if this 
government were a publicly listed entity, it would not get away with putting up a budget with so much that is not 
clear and transparent. Financial analysts, the press and governing bodies would rip into any public entity that tried 
to portray the budget in the way that this government has portrayed it. Those are big claims, and now I am going 
to step through them and back them up. I think there are instances in the budget where the government has 
manipulated the outcome. Some of them are just downright sneaky, but some of them I would classify as deceptive. 
I look forward to being able to step members through exactly what happened. 

I will first highlight my more general areas of concern with this budget, particularly about the economy and the 
economic forecasts that have been used. I touched on the expense management, but the primary concern is how 
households are being treated and the pain that is being inflicted on households at a time when they can least afford 
it. There is commentary about jobs that is not clear and transparent. I will step through some issues with the public 
sector reforms. The government claims that it is fighting for a fair share of the goods and services tax for 
Western Australia. I will make some commentary about what the government is fighting for. I want to talk about 
Metronet, and then more broadly about the cuts in real terms to health, education, police, agriculture and corrective 
services. Then I want to talk about what the government is doing with royalties for regions, because that is the area 
in which I believe the government is actually being sneaky. It is claiming that it is the only party for royalties for 
regions, but it is effectively reducing the budget by 58 per cent. 

The first point I would like to go into depth on is to do with household charges. Just as a backdrop, we have seen 
an increase in household charges over a 12-month period of $730, which is a 13 per cent increase. In this current 
budget it is $292 or 4.8 per cent. The backdrop that sits around this is that the government is facing the highest 
unemployment rate the state has seen in 16 years, with a record number—since records began—of 
98 300 Western Australians seeking employment. Yesterday, a report came out showing bankruptcies were up 
16 per cent on the corresponding period from March 2017 and overall insolvencies were up 9.9 per cent. Following 
the last budget, we saw a fivefold increase in the number of people who could not meet their household charges 
and pay their utility bills seeking support through the hardship utility grant scheme. There was a fivefold increase 
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before the government withdrew that program. In the context of things, in the last 12 months we have seen an 
inflation rate of 0.9 per cent and real wages growth of around 1.5 per cent. If we take all of this into consideration, 
that is a 13 per cent increase in household charges when real wages growth is sitting at around 1.5 per cent. We 
know that real wages growth has been stagnant since around 2012, really bouncing along with the rate of inflation. 
But this government has increased household charges in the space of 12 months by 13 per cent. If we are seeing 
a fivefold increase in the number of people seeking financial support from the state government to pay their utility 
bills, record levels of unemployment and a spike in insolvencies and bankruptcies, surely it is incumbent upon the 
government to consider those households that are red-lining at this time—facing hardship and finding it difficult 
to meet their everyday bills. Surely a government would take that into consideration in its budget setting process 
of lifting household charges. In setting a 4.8 per cent—close enough to five per cent—increase in household 
charges in this budget when salaries are growing by only 1.5 per cent across the board, the government is pushing 
a whole raft of new people across the threshold to seek financial support from the government. What does this 
government do? It withdraws HUGS—the scheme that is designed to be there as a safety net to capture unfortunate 
people who find themselves unable to meet their bills—and puts them on a payment plan for six months before 
they can receive those grants. That is distorting the records of what is happening in the economy. That is not fair 
and not transparent, and that is not responsible government. The Treasurer made 11 claims in his speech about 
responsible government or responsible financial management, but to do this to people who are struggling in 
Western Australia is not a responsible thing to do and we believe it is totally inappropriate. As a result of this, we 
will see further pain in the households of Western Australia. 

Next I want to move on to expense management. It is fascinating that the government has claimed that expenses 
will grow at around 2.77 per cent in 2017–18, but drop to 0.92 per cent in 2018–19, and then go to 1.3 per cent in 
2019–20, 0.45 per cent in 2020–21 and 2.07 per cent in 2021–22. On the face of it, it looks as though the 
government is really holding it down, but there are still some concerns. The individual line items for health, 
education, agriculture, corrective services and police show a flatlining of expenses at best. We know that in real 
terms on a per capita basis some serious reductions need to occur in the budgets of those departments. We have 
some concerns about those departments being able to deliver the agenda of the government. To date there is 
a credit, but as I said before, the figure of 0.92 per cent for 2018–19 is not a reflection of the real underlying 
expense rate. There are reasons that I say this. One of the decisions the government has taken is to move the 
National Disability Insurance Scheme to a national agreement, and in so doing there is a reduction in expenses and 
a commensurate reduction in revenue. In effect, it is a zero-sum game, apart from a small cost in relative terms for 
the transitioning of full-time equivalents from the state to the federal government. But the reduction in expenses 
is not real; it is a zero-sum game, yet the government is portraying this as a great outcome for the state and saying 
how effective it is at managing expense growth, when in reality a lot of the numbers have been cost shifted. Using 
the Treasurer’s own definition of “cost shifting”, costs have been shifted across from the state government to the 
federal government. At the same time, there is a commensurate reduction in revenue, so this is not real cost cutting 
from the state if it is a zero-sum game. If we add the numbers back in, which in 2018–19 will be $375 million, it 
means that the total expense growth in real terms is 1.78 per cent. That is a more accurate reflection. I do not mind 
the fact that these things get taken out, but if there was gold-plated transparency, the government would 
acknowledge it. Did the government acknowledge it or did it try to claim the credit for expense management? It is 
trying to claim the credit. If the government was transparent, it would tell the people. Let me assure members that 
this is not all the government is doing; this is just one element. We have taken expense growth up to 1.78 per cent 
in 2018–19, 2.3 per cent in 2019–20, 1.71 per cent instead of 0.45 per cent in 2020–21 and 2.34 per cent instead 
of 2.07 per cent in 2021–22. That would be a more accurate reflection of expense growth.  

When the government talks about its expense management, it says that the Labor Party is the only party 
guaranteeing royalties for regions. I was fascinated to see a tweet last week from the Treasurer saying how 
committed the Labor Party was to royalties for regions and regional Western Australians. This becomes a really 
vital question for the country members of the Labor government, because by accepting this budget they are in 
effect accepting a writedown of royalties for regions by 58 per cent by the end of the forward estimates. I wonder 
whether their constituents understand this. I wonder whether country members are going to try to be sneaky like 
their government. The government is claiming it is committed to royalties for regions and the people of regional 
Western Australia. I challenge the Treasurer on his definition of “cost shifting” when he claims it applies only if 
it is between state and federal governments. I would say that if an act of Parliament requires support for royalties 
for regions, there are designated funds allocated to it and the government is transferring costs from the consolidated 
account to royalties for regions, the government is in effect reducing the budget of royalties for regions. We know 
that $562.9 million will have been transferred across by 2021–22. In fact, I have the numbers for each year from 
when they start transferring. There will be $70.7 million in this financial year, it will double to $140 million in 
2018–19, and it will go to $434 million in 2019–20 and $526 million in 2021–22. That is $562.9 million of annual 
expenditure normally paid out of the consolidated account that will be paid for by royalties for regions. The net 
effect of that is a 58 per cent reduction in the budget of royalties for regions. The government has tried to hide that. 
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Responsible financial management means being open, transparent and honest with the community. If the 
government was engaging in responsible financial management, it would tell the people of regional 
Western Australia that this is what it is doing, and explain the reasons why it is doing this. The government is 
trying to hoodwink people by claiming that the Labor Party is the only party in this state that is supporting royalties 
for regions. That is not true. The government is using royalties for regions to cut costs. If the government was truly 
seeking to fulfil its statement that it is committed wholly and solely to royalties for regions, it would not be cost 
cutting in this way. If I were to add that back into expense growth, all of a sudden expense growth would be above 
three per cent next year, back to two per cent the following year, and up to 3.2 per cent the following year. That 
would mean that the average expense growth of 1.5 per cent would actually be 2.5 per cent. The government has 
been at pains to point out that expense growth is lower under this administration than it was under the previous 
Liberal–National administration. However, it is interesting to note that during the two terms of the previous 
Liberal–National administration, average expense growth was 5.57 per cent. That is lower than it was in the 
preceding two terms of the Labor government, when average expense growth was 7.91 per cent. That is 
a difference of nearly 2.5 per cent. The government is claiming all the glory about bringing down expense growth. 
However, it is not being honest and transparent about the real numbers. The government is trying to castigate the 
former administration, yet the Premier and other members were part of a former Labor administration that had 
much higher expense growth. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo and member for Morley! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I want to touch on some of the concerns that Labor members are expressing. The previous 
Labor administration did deliver net surpluses. However, we need to look at what it did not deliver. The population 
of Perth took off in around 2003. How much did the former Labor government invest into the maintenance of 
Western Power? How much did it invest into the infrastructure requirements of Western Australia to enable the 
state to handle that population growth? It invested very little. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: We built the Mandurah line and we extended the Mandurah line. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: How much infrastructure did it build? I am talking about important infrastructure. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: Are you saying that railway line is not important? 
Mr D.C. NALDER: I am talking about water and energy. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: You’ve got your head in the sand! You don’t believe in public transport! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, member for Mandurah! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: We are talking about infrastructure that is essential for today’s society—water and energy. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: The Prime Minister says that Metronet is essential infrastructure! Your own Prime Minister 
says that! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, the member is making it clear that he is not inviting interjections. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. I will come back to Metronet, because I will have a lot 
of joy in talking about that. 
Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Under the former Labor government, there was a lack of maintenance in Western Power and 
a lack of infrastructure spending on water and energy assets. If the government wants to talk about debt, it should 
have a good look at what our government spent on water, energy, health and education, and—guess what?—on 
public transport. Which ones would the government remove? The Forrestfield–Airport Link is a public 
transport program that I signed the contract for. The government is claiming that is part of Metronet. The former 
Liberal–National government expanded the bus fleet. We spent $470 million on a 30 per cent expansion of the bus 
fleet and a renewing of the bus fleet. Some of those buses were over 30 years old. That is because the former 
government was not replacing them. It went to a gas program for buses, and it was not able to supply gas to buses 
in the east metropolitan area, so it had to hang onto 30-year-old Renault buses and keep running them around. We 
spent $250 million on a 30 per cent expansion of the rail fleet. We spent $220 million on extending the Joondalup 
rail line to Butler. We spent $120 million on building Auburn Grove Train Station. If members opposite want to 
argue with me about public transport, they can go for their lives. There was a lack of investment by the previous 
administration. All it did was build the Mandurah line. It did not have connectivity with buses. It did not put in car 
parks at the train stations. The Mandurah rail line ran over budget six times and was about 18 months late. Members 
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opposite should not talk to me about their expertise in public transport when they failed in so many areas with 
public transport. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: I will come back to Metronet. 
I now want to move to jobs. We heard from the Treasurer that this government is committed to jobs. The 
government made out as though that role is nearly done—it has created 30 000 jobs and it is going to create another 
20 000 jobs. The job statistics show that the number of full-time jobs has dropped by 11 200 since this government 
came to power. There are now 11 200 fewer full-time jobs. That means that all the jobs that have been created by 
this government are part-time and casual. The government has increased expense growth by five per cent, when 
real inflation and wages growth is only 1.5 per cent, and it wonders why people in the community are hurting. The 
government is not looking at the basics of economic forecasting. The government should be protecting the 
economy to ensure that it can go forward and grow. Members opposite should not try to explain to me that the 
government is creating jobs when the number of full-time jobs is dropping. 
I turn now to public sector reform. The government made a commitment to what it calls the machinery-of-government 
changes. The government said that that process would not impact on frontline services. If I take that at face value, it 
means driving efficiency and effectiveness through the back office functions of the public sector. That sounds very 
much like Office of Shared Services mark 2. One of the failings of the Office of Shared Services under the former 
Labor government is that the senior bureaucracy could see that it would not achieve what it was intended to 
achieve, so it set up a duplicate system. What has the government done this time in Office of Shared Services mark 
2? It has removed all the senior bureaucracy, and it thinks that will solve the problem. The underlying problem 
with the Office of Shared Services was that the former Labor government did not understand basic change 
management principles and did not establish an implementation plan. The government tried to eat the whole 
elephant in one bite. The government wanted to move to a common payroll platform, when there are over 140 state 
awards. The permutations of those job functions did not enable the development of a common payroll system. The 
government did not break it down and sort out the number of awards. What are we seeing this time? The 
government has butchered the senior levels of the public sector. There is chaos in the public sector. It is not clear 
on its direction; it is not clear on what it is doing and how it will deliver it. That is causing concern because people 
think that the Labor government is actually doing the same thing again. What do people say about the definition 
of insanity? It is doing the same thing and expecting a different outcome.  

As I return to household charges, it would be remiss of me to not touch on the water program. I hope members 
heard the member for Cottesloe speak yesterday about water charges. Water charges will increase by 5.5 per cent. 
The basic principle of utilities is that they are there for cost recovery and, as the member for Cottesloe rightly 
pointed out, dividends from that taxation generates around $1 billion. We know that when the Water Corp increases 
dividends it pays up to 85 per cent. When that 15 per cent is calculated back in, the Water Corp makes a profit of 
close to $1.2 billion every year. That profit is growing. The government has been talking about its desire to defer 
capital spending on a desalination plant—a billion dollar spend. The reality is that that 12-month profit could fund 
a desalination plant. One year’s profit could fund a desalination plant! The government is talking about its desire 
to defer that spend. The government has a profitable entity so why would it defer that spend? That is a good 
question. Is it really trying to defer the spend? The reality is that its priority is to take that money out of the 
Water Corp so that it can spend that money on other programs and priorities to meet its election commitments. It 
went to an election after talking for two years about growth in net debt and the financials—it had access to all the 
budgets and all the financial data—committing to $5 billion in unfunded spending on election commitments. I do 
not know how it could justify doing that. These programs and the pain the government is putting on households 
through this 5.5 per cent increase in water will fundamentally pay for the unfunded election commitments it made 
during the last election campaign. That is not responsible financial management.  

In addition to unemployment, insolvencies, and flat and stagnant real wages growth, retail trade is struggling. It is 
fascinating that the government is bullish on where it expects this to go. I looked at the different economic 
indicators that the government uses in its budget. It believes that dwelling investments will go from minus 
6.25 per cent growth in 2017–18 to positive 4.75 per cent in 2018–19. Business investment is still pessimistic—
minus seven per cent in 2017–18, going to minus 14 per cent. Add that to employment data, bankruptcies and 
mortgage stress—something I have not mentioned until now—122 000 households in Western Australia are 
suffering mortgage stress and 71 000 households in Western Australia have either zero or negative equity in their 
home. When added to the employment data, business investment and what I think is overly optimistic dwelling 
investment and overly optimistic retail trade, or household consumption over the next couple of years, we have 
the hallmarks of a serious underlying issue that will need to be dealt with. The actions undertaken through this 
budget will do nothing to resolve that for the people of Western Australia.  
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I now want to touch on the fight for a fair share of GST for this state. It has been interesting to see the change in 
rhetoric of this government from where the Labor Party was two years ago. This government has been the 
net recipient of a 50 per cent increase in GST revenue over two years. In fact, the budget papers highlight that in 
2017–18 the amount of money coming from GST will increase, shifting from $2.2 billion to $3.3 billion over the 
next 12 months. GST revenue, because it is an increased pot and an increased share, is increasing by 50 per cent. 
When we consider that with the removal of the National Disability Insurance Scheme and we think about the 
impact that these things will have on the current account, much of the benefit this government will get from moving 
towards a positive surplus will not be from its activities but, moreover, will be a reflection of the rebalancing of 
the GST due to the three-year lag effect. Although we are in the depths of a recession, we were getting 30c in the 
dollar; as we are coming out, we now getting 47c in the dollar. The government is now the net beneficiary of that. 
It would be really nice for the government to acknowledge that. What is it doing? We acknowledge that the GST 
system is flawed—it is not right and we are not getting a fair share. Compare that with what the state was receiving 
two years ago when the state was getting 30c in the dollar; the government is now getting 40c. That is a huge 
improvement. Two years ago, did the Labor Party join the then state government in screaming out about that and 
say to the federal government, “This is not right; this is not fair for Western Australia”? No, it did not.  

Ms A. Sanderson: I’m pretty sure we did. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: No. The message that the then shadow Treasurer was putting out was that this had been clear: it 
is in the budget; it is in the forecast; it is clear. He cannot use that excuse. That is the message he was reiterating to the 
former government. Yet, now, the whole system is unfair. We acknowledge that it is flawed, but the government has 
a 50 per cent increase in the revenue stream flowing from the GST. I ask: where was the Labor Party two years ago?  

I would like to talk about Metronet. There are a couple of things with Metronet that are a serious concern from 
a financial and budgeting perspective. This is where I say the government is bordering on being deceptive. I do 
not believe that any public entity would get away with doing what this government is doing. There is an agreement. 
A joint media statement was put out by the Treasurer and the federal government about the new federal government 
initiative supporting the Metronet project, in particular Ellenbrook, the Byford line extension off Armadale and 
the Bellevue extension off the Midland line. This government has booked that federal government money in the 
budget. For people who do not understand how this works, when the federal government provides capital to 
Western Australia, that should show above the line. It comes in as revenue and affects the surplus deficit. All of 
a sudden, a credit of $725 million is flowing through the system. When it is expensed, it is expensed as a capital 
item so it then sits below the item. We have seen the benefit of the revenue coming in from the federal government, 
which is no different from what previous administrations and our government received. However, it is really 
strange that the agreement with the federal government is for a 50–50 split on these projects. The standard practice 
has been to account for that in unison, such that if there are savings at the end, they will be expressed as 50 per cent 
federal money and 50 per cent state money. It is accounted that way and the commensurate state spending will be 
applied at the same rate. This government has taken the credit for a federal government initiative—although it was 
announced only a week before—and has quickly rushed in that $725 million to increase revenue and decrease the 
deficit. It has then expensed it as a capital line item on the Metronet project. It has expensed only the federal 
government money; it has not expensed the state’s contribution, or the 50 per cent share, to those same projects. 
I have never seen that occur. I think it is quite deceptive, because if the state government is committed to these 
three projects, it has to apply state government expenditure. It is understating the net debt position of the state by 
$725 million. I do not know how the government explains that away. I suspect that the government is looking at 
an asset sale to fund the state position so it does not affect net debt, but it has not been clear about it. It has left out 
the state’s contribution to these same projects. That is totally inappropriate and should not be accepted. At 
a minimum, the Treasurer should have explained it in his budget speech so that we could understand this financial 
impact and what it will do.  
I want to speak about Metronet more broadly. I have said it before in this place: name one Metronet project that 
was not in the Perth and Peel@3.5million transport plan put out by the former government. They were all there. It 
is a shame that the member for Mandurah is not here, since he was very interested in public transport before. Not 
one Metronet project was not in the former government’s Perth and Peel transport plan. The only difference was 
the timing of the project and how we get there. When we look at these projects in isolation—apart from the 
Ellenbrook line, which we still believe will not be needed for a long time—we see that all these projects that the 
government is undertaking are chasing urban sprawl. There needs to be a balance. It is incumbent on the 
government that it apply the full cost of these projects so that we have a proper understanding of what they will 
cost. We are not seeing that. 
As the former Minister for Transport, the Department of Transport advised me that if we were to extend a line to 
Ellenbrook off Bayswater, there would be capacity issues between Bayswater and Perth central station. At best, 
we would have to run a train every 10 minutes because three spurs would come into one. We would need bypasses 
around stations and a duplication of the line. The Department of Transport also advised me, as the former minister, 
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that there was a capacity issue at Perth’s central station and that it would cost an inordinate amount of money to 
ensure that it could run effectively and efficiently, yet we have seen none of this. We have not seen from this 
government anything about patronage or the ongoing operating costs of these new rail lines. We know that the 
subsidisation of public transport has increased from around 75 cents in the dollar about three or four years ago to 
80 cents in the dollar. Eighty per cent of the total operating cost of the public transport network is met through 
subsidies from the state. 
If these lines that the government is doing, such as Ellenbrook, are even less efficient than our existing lines, such 
as Mandurah and Joondalup—the average person would say they definitely will be—the operating subsidy will 
keep going up. We do not see that anywhere in the budget. When I talk about responsible financial management, 
I am talking about full disclosure of the total cost of the Metronet project. Treasurer, that is responsible financial 
management. That is not what we are seeing here. I believe we are seeing a failure in responsible financial 
management. 
Ms A. Sanderson: What an absolute joke, coming from you. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: The member for Morley thinks that it is an absolute joke. I thank the member for Morley for 
that little segue. This government adopted all the findings from the Langoulant inquiry, which spent time spelling 
out the total cost of Perth Stadium, and the government was quick to jump on that. That total cost included 
capitalising ongoing maintenance. Member for Morley, where is the capitalisation of the ongoing maintenance of 
the new rail lines and the new Metronet projects? Where are the figures? The member for Morley’s government 
has adopted all the findings of the Langoulant inquiry bar royalties for regions. It has adopted the lot and made 
that the new gold-plated standard of transparency. Where are they? They are not in this budget. I have spent all 
week reading through these numbers. They are not here. Do members know why? It is because the government 
does not have gold-plated transparency and financial management. If it did, it would make the figures available 
for the people of Western Australia. 
Ms A. Sanderson: Coming from you, that is absolutely outrageous. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: That is an absolute joke. 
Ms A. Sanderson: How many section 82s for ministers under the previous government, under the 
Financial Management Act, when you failed to disclose information to Parliament to the Auditor General? 
Mr D.C. NALDER: The member obviously has some data. Please provide it so that we can understand it. 
Ms A. Sanderson: Yes; he tabled a report in Parliament. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Please provide it. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! Bring it back to the debate. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: One of the failings of Metronet is that it is chasing urban sprawl. The government is trying 
to create — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, direct to me. Members, that is enough. Member for Wanneroo, you are called. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: One of the things that we have long talked about in this state from a planning perspective is 
the need for greater connectivity with our activity centres. This government is trying to retrospectively create 
activity centres around existing stations. If we look at urban planning and where the activity centres are, we see 
that they are at our major universities, major high schools and major shopping centres. We are seeing planning 
approvals that allow for greater density around those activity centres, yet this Metronet plan does not connect to 
those major activity centres. 

Members might be interested in understanding that the Perth and Peel transport plan developed under the previous 
administration was not a Liberal-led transport plan. The department led it with the support of expert transport 
planners. There were two projects that I insisted go in that transport plan that the departments did not want to put 
in there, and one of them was the Ellenbrook line—a spur to Ellenbrook. 

Ms A. Sanderson: What did you build? 

Mr D.C. NALDER: That was the transport planners, not us. I insisted that they put it in there because I believed 
that over time we would create that as an activity centre. I could not understand why the planners would not put in 
that spur. I am talking about transport planners. The Department of Transport had an expert panel support it in 
defining what it should be. 

I believe that in the long term, if we have a city that is growing towards five million people over the next 50 years, 
like every advanced and mature city, we will need a city loop. They are the two things that I requested be put in 
the plan. They are for the future, although I still believe the planning and the staging need to occur over a long 
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time and need to be considered. This government is chasing urban sprawl and it is not connecting Metronet to 
these activity centres. I think we will continue to pay for that gap in the future.  

To come back to Metronet, the primary issue is the capital from the commonwealth that has been booked and expensed. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I bet he does not love what has been done on the financial accounting side. 

This government has booked revenue from the commonwealth government and expensed that revenue. It was 
a project that was agreed would be done on a 50–50 basis and the government has not applied any expense from 
the state’s 50 per cent share of the three projects. They are not there. Therefore the government is understating the 
state’s debt position moving forward. 

I have just touched on the three Metronet projects and how the government has manipulated the financial outcome 
of the state of Western Australia’s debt position. I have not highlighted what the government has done with roads 
projects, and that is a lot harder to work through. At least, when we read through the budget papers, we can see 
the funds coming in from the commonwealth for Metronet and we can see those funds being expensed and the lack 
of state funds. However, it is near on impossible to work out how road projects have been funded and what is 
happening. However, it is my understanding that again, the contribution from the commonwealth for the 
connection from Hester Avenue to Romeo Road on the Mitchell Freeway has been booked as revenue. It has been 
expensed because the project is going ahead, but the state’s contribution has not been expensed. This is not 
responsible financial management by any stretch. 

This is what I keep coming back to. I read the word “responsible” in the Treasurer’s budget speech 11 times. He 
talks about responsible financial management nine times, but what we are seeing here is lack of transparency and 
manipulation of numbers to manufacture an outcome, and that is exactly what we saw in the budget 12 months 
ago. Do members know what? The majority of people and organisations out there are taking this budget at face 
value. That is where you guys are fortunate, because there is not the degree of analysis that would happen to 
a publicly listed entity. It would be fully analysed and these things would be exposed. Most people would move 
on, but the government can fool some of the people some of the time but it cannot fool all the people all the time. 
If the government is not careful, these things will come back and bite it. 

Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Does the member for Bunbury support this budget? 

Mr D.T. Punch: Yes. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Thank you for putting that on the record. The member for Bunbury supports a reduction in 
the royalties for regions budget of 58 per cent. 

Mr D.T. Punch: It is not a reduction. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Yes, it is. 

Mr D.T. Punch: No, it isn’t. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: It is a reduction; 58 per cent of consolidated account spending has been transferred against 
royalties for regions. 

Mr D.T. Punch: There is no reduction in royalties for regions. You show me where there is a breach of the act. 
There is no breach of the act. 

Ms L. Mettam: That’s semantics. 

Mr D.T. Punch: That is not semantics. The member for Vasse should not talk; she’s had about 60 per cent of 
RforR. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Is the member for Bunbury sure there is no breach? Does the member for Bunbury stand in 
this house and say his is the only party committed to royalties for regions yet his government is reducing the spend 
by 58 per cent? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Member, it is your speech. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I reiterate, Madam Acting Speaker—I was just about to call you Deputy — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Just call me Acting Speaker and I will be really happy. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Acting Speaker, on the surface, this budget would paint the picture that it is a hardworking, 
boring, grey type of budget that is reducing expenditure. It is reducing expenditure — 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, enough! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: It is a budget that is reducing expenditure. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, for some reason your time is on zero. 

Dr A.D. Buti: He’s the lead speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Sorry. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I will go back to calling you “Madam”, Acting Speaker! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: My apologies. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: This is a budget that gives the portrayal of strong financial responsibility or responsible 
financial management. It gives the perception of certain financial outcomes that do not reflect the true underlying 
budget outcomes. That is where it is disappointing. Yes, there is a reduction in the expense growth and I applaud 
the government for that. But I have concerns about the government’s ability to continue to deliver the numbers it 
has put in the budget, particularly against health, education, policing, corrective services and agriculture. I have 
concerns about the government’s ability to maintain zero growth over the next four years in those departments. 
But the government is not being totally transparent about those cost reductions due to numbers being shifted 
between state and federal governments due to revenue lines of numbers the government has pulled in from the 
commonwealth and not expensed the state contribution and is therefore manipulating the outcomes being presented 
to the people of Western Australia. Yes, there is an improvement. We acknowledge there is an improvement. 
Elements of the economy are improving, particularly mining exploration, but elements of our economy are still 
struggling, particularly retail trade, dwelling investments and business investments. The government needs to be 
cognisant of those in setting fees and charges and they are hurting the people of Western Australia at this time. 
The number of people struggling is increasing and we caution the methods this government is adopting. We also 
call on the government to be a lot more transparent in its reporting and a lot more honest, open and transparent in 
how it reflects the way it is delivering these numbers, because we expect these numbers to accurately reflect what 
is really happening. Unfortunately, they fall short of that. 

From my perspective, there are some ticks for this budget but also in a number of instances, we can classify that it 
is falling well short of expectations or well short of the rhetoric and spin put on it by the current government.  

Opposition members: Hear, hear! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I will close with that and look forward to continued debate from my colleagues that will 
highlight areas of concern in departments more specifically, but reinforce the flag that there are concerns here and 
we call on the Treasurer to do better in being more transparent and honest and to ensure there is responsible 
financial management. 

[Applause.] 

MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River) [1.17 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the second reading debate on the 
Appropriation (Recurrent 2018–19) Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) Bill 2018. I commend the 
budget put forward by the Treasurer. I think it is an absolutely fantastic budget that delivers for all our electorates—
for all of Western Australia—whether we live in the metropolitan area, the rural area or a regional community, 
and I look forward to talking about all our electorates today. This is a budget that creates jobs and strengthens the 
Western Australian economy. It is about budget management, getting finances back on track and achieving 
ongoing surpluses that will be needed to pay down debt—responsible financial management. I will echo the 
Treasurer’s words in a moment. We are delivering on our election commitments across Western Australia. We 
will build Metronet. We seek to get a fair share for Western Australia, we will deliver quality health care, education 
and community services and we will invest in our suburbs and our towns. I would like to reference the Treasurer’s 
speech and state that I concur with it. He states — 

while funding most of our election commitments, we have restrained expense growth to historical lows 
and delivered responsible financial management. 

… 

At the same time we are beginning the delivery, and funding of, our election commitments to grow jobs 
and diversify the State’s economy. 

… 

We are still on track to return to surplus in 2020–21. 
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… 

The economy is also starting to turn the corner. Most importantly, around an additional 
30,000 Western Australians have found employment since the March 2017 election and we expect 
another 20,000 jobs to be created in the year ahead. 

… 

The 2018–19 Budget has been about continuing to deliver on our election commitments and investing in 
critical infrastructure, while putting the State’s finances back on track. 

… 

Every single one of the McGowan Labor Government’s Budgets will be framed by responsible financial 
management. 

That is something this state has not seen for some time. I continue — 

The 2018–19 Budget is also framed by a number of job-creating projects. 

I commend the Treasurer and his team, the cabinet, for a fantastic budget in bringing things together. I will first 
speak briefly about my electorate, in which a couple of fantastic election commitments have now been funded, 
such as the $1.8 million birthing centre at Fiona Stanley Hospital. I was very lucky to be there on Mother’s Day 
with the Minister for Health and the Minister for Community Services. Four new birthing suites will be part of the 
fantastic Fiona Stanley Hospital. A sum of $20.5 million will go towards Target 120, which is close to my heart. 
It is trying to reduce juvenile crime and community safety. It targets the top 120 juvenile offenders in our 
community. To echo and channel Tony Blair, it is about addressing the causes of crime. Our young people face 
a diversity of issues. People offend and our community has interactions with police. If we invest funds now, we 
will see a change in the future. It will not be tomorrow or in a month, but we will see these figures. We will allow 
people to have jobs, to live safely and to break out of the cycle of poverty. That is a commendable part of this 
Labor government budget. 

Southern River College will continue to receive $8.4 million. Half of the reason that I am in this chamber is that 
at the two previous elections, the Liberal Party promised to fund the school at which I used to teach. I was very 
proud to take the Minister for Science and the Minister for Education and Training to Southern River College 
yesterday, where we met the robotics students and discussed science and innovation with the science, technology, 
engineering and mathematics students. This budget also has a further $3.3 million towards STEM research. It is 
absolutely brilliant. A sum of $2 million will go to Canning Vale College. Two new primary schools will be built 
in my electorate and have been funded in this budget. Today—about three hours ago—I took the Premier to 
Southern Grove Primary School, where we met with the kindy and preprimary students. The other big primary 
school in my electorate is Bletchley Park Primary School. It is a brilliant school with well over 1 000 students. 
Members must remember that the previous government built no primary schools in my rapidly growing electorate 
for 10 years. That school was overflowing, so we had to allow this new primary school to open with kindy and 
preprimary this year. I look forward to it opening as a full K–6 school next year. A second new primary school 
will be built north of Holmes Road, which is included in this budget. 

Metronet is a glorious term. The Western Australian community is getting Metronet. Two new Canning Vale stations 
will be built in my community at Nicholson Road and Ranford Road, and the Thornlie line will be linked to the 
Mandurah line, both of which were built by previous Labor government. Metronet is often lambasted by those on the 
other side who say that it is just about train stations. It is not. It is about connecting communities, opening up 
opportunity, investing in jobs, linking people through public transport and giving them equitable opportunity. 
Mr D.T. Punch: The future! 
Mr T.J. HEALY: The future! It is a visionary project and I love nothing better than hearing the member for Bateman 
say “Metronet”. It is glorious! 
Mr D.T. Punch: And transport plans! 
Mr T.J. HEALY: And transport plans! Our 246 railcars will also be built locally, with the local content percentage 
being raised from two per cent. Our goal is 50 per cent, which will mean more jobs in my community and all of 
our communities. It is absolutely glorious that we can build these beautiful railcars here over a 10-year period. 
I am conscious that the former member for Morley strongly advocated to the Liberal government that if it ever 
bought new railcars, it should buy them from India and he did certain travel studies to see what could be done in 
that regard. Building those things here is a key part of our local jobs plan. 
Extra hours for the Canning Vale Police Station are listed on page 339 of budget paper No 3. We said that closing 
the Canning Vale Police Station, which services three of the four suburbs in my electorate under the new policing 
model, at 4.00 pm is not good enough. We extended that to 7.00 pm as promised, which the community has 
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overwhelmingly supported. I was very proud to visit Canning Vale Police Station with the Minister for Police last 
week. We had a nice birthday cake, which was provided to all the police officers at the station to celebrate one 
year since we delivered that commitment. 
Investment in our community is a fantastic thing. I will reference two newspaper articles—one in a state newspaper 
and one in a local newspaper—about how positive is the investment in infrastructure in this budget. I apologise to 
the Treasurer because some people—not me—call this is a boring and beige budget. I will refer to such an article 
from The West Australian but I think the words are certainly true. This article from Friday, 11 May by Ben Harvey 
is titled “Boring and beige but it is the Budget Boomtown had to have” and states — 

Mark McGowan — 
And the Treasurer — 

has just handed down the most boring Budget in 10 years. 
… 
But that’s not a bad thing after the hedonistic past decade … Ben Wyatt has slayed the spending dragon. 
… 
Two years after an increasingly desperate Colin Barnett started using the MasterCard to pay the Visa bill, 
government expenditure has all but ground to a halt. 
… Scrooge McDuck has moved in to Treasury and as a result we are finally getting the books into better 
shape. 
… In 2020–21 we are back in surplus, … 
That turning point three boring years from now will mean we can finally start paying off that mountain 
of debt, which peaks in 2019–20 just shy of $41 billion. 

My local paper has echoed such comments. An article in Comment News of Tuesday, 15 May by a very good local 
journalist, Ben Smith, states — 

TRANSPORT in the cities of Armadale and Gosnells and … Serpentine–Jarrahdale was the big winner 
in the Stage Budget. 
The State Government’s Metronet project, including the Thornlie train line extension, received $3.6 billion 
in funding. 
About $535.8 million will be spent on extending the Thornlie rail line to Cockburn. $110 million of which 
will be spent over the next year, with a view to starting construction in 2019. The cost includes completion 
of the Nicholson Road and Ranford Road stations in the Canning Vale … 
… 
The budget also delivered an additional $20.2m towards planned rail projects such as the Byford rail 
extension … 
… 
Planned upgrades at Southern River College have also been accounted for … 
… 
Southern River MLA Terry Healy said the Government was delivering on election promises. 

I concur with that article. 
Mr D.T. Punch: And the money stays in the community. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: That is right. The money stays here so that our community gets the jobs. 
I would like to comment on what I think is a fantastic investment—that is, this Labor government continuing to 
invest in our regions. I am a city boy and I will not pretend that I am not. My mum was born in Wyalkatchem but 
we were raised in the metro area. The metropolitan area and regional areas rely on each other. They have 
a symbiotic relationship. I know that it is part of the Nationals WA’s election mantra, but that party always tries 
to divide and to draw a line. That is not the truth or how the community feels and it is not how this government 
feels. We govern for everyone in Western Australia and I commend Treasurer Wyatt. A sum of $3.4 billion will 
go towards regional roads, schools, hospitals and other infrastructure over the forward estimates and $4 billion 
will go to royalties for regions over four years. Investment in the regions remains a high priority. I will read 
a statement commending our budget and regional infrastructure. Yesterday the Premier mentioned the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia’s Rick Newnham’s support of this budget on 6PR LIVE 
on 10 May 2018. He stated — 

So this budget’s really been about trying to … give confidence to business to create jobs and rein in 
government spending 
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On ABC regional radio Kitty Prodonovich from the Regional Chambers of Commerce Western Australia stated — 
What we do like, what our members do like, is one of the things the WA state government has done—
and it is pleasing—is that their budget is focused on their election commitments. And the big one was 
creating WA jobs and everything they do is around that. There is work being done in the regions, we are 
seeing it 

Again, I concur with that statement. 
I would like to talk about some of the statements made in this house yesterday by my learned colleague the member 
for North West Central that will continue to be said. According to my handwritten notes of the speech, the member 
for North West Central stated — 

I can’t see one road funded in my electorate. 
I am happy to assist the member for North West Central. I know that research is not a strength of the National Party 
or the Liberal Party. The Karratha–Tom Price road—50 kilometres of road—will receive $36 million. That can be 
found on page 518 of budget paper No 2. The Square Kilometre Array and roads surrounding it within the 
Murchison area will receive $35 million. North West Coastal Highway will receive $25 000 in 2018–19 and 
$63 000 in 2019–20. That can be found on page 518 of budget paper No 2. The member for North West Central 
went on to ask what happened to Tom Price Hospital. I am happy to confirm that $5 million will be funded from 
this budget towards Tom Price Hospital. That can be found on page 260 of budget paper No 1. 
I would also like to commend the government on a number of regional investments: $70 million for improvements 
to regional roads across the state; $1.2 million for advanced warning signs at intersections on rural roads; more 
than $45 million across four years for building Western Australia’s grains research and development capacity; 
$22.5 million for the regional economic development grants scheme; $9.3 million to fast-track 33 more alcohol 
and drug rehabilitation beds in the south west; $1.5 million over three years for a capability building program for 
Aboriginal businesses; a $128.5 million record investment to critical fire emergency services, including 
$80 million to enhance rural bushfire capacity; $182.3 million over four years for the patient assisted travel scheme 
to support regional Western Australians when they need to travel for medical treatment; $136 million over four 
years for the Country Age Pension Fuel Card; $37 million for community resource centres; $4.8 million for the 
regional natural resource management program; $8.6 million to progress the regional estuaries initiative; 
$16 million to continue the Aboriginal rangers program; and $18.5 million for the regional enforcement unit to 
increase traffic enforcement on country roads. More support has been provided for students with more education 
assistants in regional schools. In 2018, independent learning coordinators have been provided to 10 schools to 
assist regional year 11 and 12 students. Eight regional learning specialists have been allocated to School of Isolated 
and Distance Education to provide specialist classes and $6.8 million has been provided for the renal dialysis 
program amongst other investments. I commend the government for what it continues to invest in. 
I have not heard many opposition members go through the awesome things that have been funded in their 
electorates, so I will go through them now. I will start in alphabetical order because the previous speaker was the 
member for Bateman who was not forthcoming about the budget. I will confirm some of the things that we are 
investing in in his electorate of Bateman. The state underground power program in Alfred Cove east will receive 
$52 million of funding in 2018–19 and over $35 million in 2019–20, which benefits his electorate. Along the 
Kwinana Freeway we are building and increasing access to the Murdoch Activity Centre with funding of 
$45.8 million in 2018–19 and $4.9 million in 2019–20. Funding of $109 million will go towards the Perth and 
Peel land acquisition and development with the roll out of Metronet and the land for commercial areas around train 
stations. Barely minutes ago, the member for Bateman said, “We need greater connectivity around activity 
centres.” I am very happy to confirm the Murdoch health and knowledge precinct will do that, which can be found 
in volume 2 of the Budget Statements on page 622. Only moments ago, the member for Bateman said in his speech 
that the Mandurah rail line was not important infrastructure. I find that very interesting because he has three train 
stations in his electorate. He said that the Mandurah line was not important infrastructure when the Labor 
government built it. What he may find to be important infrastructure is the smart freeway to be built from 
Roe Highway to the Narrows Bridge. This project has been allocated $20 million in 2018–19 and $12 million in 
2019–20 and that money will go towards his electorate. Member for Carine, the Carine Senior High School will 
receive $12.1 million in funding, which can be found on page 301 of the budget papers. The state underground 
power program in Trigg will receive funding and the project to widen the Mitchell Freeway will receive 
$15 million in 2018–19. Just so that the member for Churchlands does not think he is missing out, the City Beach 
Residential College, which I believe is a facility that is accessed by regional students and could be called a shared 
resource between the members for Cottesloe and Churchlands, will receive $5 million in 2018–19. Floreat west, 
north and east will be included in the state underground power program. West Leederville Primary School will 
receive $500 000. I believe that the member will benefit from the widening of the Mitchell Freeway, which 
receives $15 million in 2018–19, and the extension of Stephenson Avenue between Scarborough Beach Road and 
Mitchell Freeway, $10 million— 
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Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, he is not taking interjections. 

Mr T.J. HEALY: Do you have an interjection, sir? 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: That facility at City Beach is for students from the country. 

Mr T.J. HEALY: I just said that. Regional students will access it, but one would probably say that both members 
share it as it is on the border of both electorates. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It is a facility in the electorate but it services regional Western Australian school children. 

Mr T.J. HEALY: Yes, so the member agrees that we are funding and supporting regional students. This 
government is rebuilding Doubleview Primary School with $400 000. 

I turn to the member for Cottesloe’s electorate. I have already mentioned City Beach Residential College. There 
will be a new bus depot at Mt Claremont, which I believe the member supports. It will receive $4.2 million for 
2018–19. Upgrades will be made to Claremont train station as part of Metronet, at a cost of $10.5 million. A turn 
back at Claremont station will receive $59 million. I believe the member for Cottesloe would support funding for 
Bold Park. In his speech yesterday, he mentioned that he appreciated our investment into the principal shared path 
program, and we certainly appreciated that support. Member for Dawesville, the Mandurah War Memorial in 
Halls Head will receive funding to install closed-circuit television. I understand that communities in Mandurah 
and Dawesville will support programs and investment that both will benefit from. An allocation of $4.4 million 
will fund upgrades to the 193-bed Peel Health Campus that I know the member for Dawesville supports. The 
Peel Youth Medical Services hub will receive $5 million, $16 million will go towards the multistorey carpark at 
the Mandurah station and $49.3 million will go towards the Transform Peel project. The member for Geraldton 
has a significant funding chunk in this budget. The Geraldton Health Campus will receive $73 million. 

Ms S.F. McGurk: Is that $73 million? 

Mr T.J. HEALY: No, it is $73.3 million. I do apologise. The midwest community mental health step up, step 
down program will receive $10 million. The member for Geraldton said that in 2017, the Liberal and 
National Parties in their election campaign promised more money than we are giving. But my complaint is that all 
the colleagues of the member for Geraldton now say that he knew he was losing that election. He has criticised us 
for reducing the funding that his party committed to. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr T.J. HEALY: The member for Geraldton has said that the previous government knew it was going to lose, 
but he has criticised us for reducing the amount of money he committed, even though he knew when he committed 
that money that he was going to lose the election. I quote the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Riverton, 
who said — 

Three months out, members opposite were going to win—the polls were obvious. 

The member for Geraldton made all these ridiculous commitments for large funding across the electorate because 
he knew he was going to lose the election and would never have to deliver upon them. I have multiple quotes 
I could read out but I am conscious of time and I do not want to go through all of them. The member for Nedlands’ 
electorate has received funding for the inner city college, Karrakatta Cemetery’s mausoleum project and 
West Leederville Primary School. The member for Riverton’s electorate will benefit from Metronet, funding for 
Willetton Senior High School and Willetton Basketball Stadium. The member for Scarborough’s electorate will 
benefit from additional funding of $4.37 million for the Scarborough Beach redevelopment area and funding for 
Doubleview Primary School, the Mitchell Freeway extension from Cedric Street to Vincent Street and 
Hutton Street to Cedric Street, and the Stephenson Avenue extension. The member for South Perth’s electorate 
has received funding for the Manning Road on-ramp and for the construction of the Kensington Fire Station. The 
member for Vasse’s electorate has received funding for Cape Naturaliste College and for work on the 
Bussell Highway from Vasse to Newtown. These are examples of glorious funding that this government is 
providing in this budget. 
I would like to close on a quote. I hold an article from April this year in which the member for Riverton, the 
Leader of the Opposition, has commended the state government on upgrading Willetton Basketball Stadium. The 
article states — 

In a rare praise of his opposition, Dr Nahan acknowledged the State Government’s commitment to 
supporting the upgrades— 

The Leader of the Opposition also states — 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 May 2018] 

 p2869b-2884a 
Mr Dean Nalder; Mr Terry Healy; Ms Sabine Winton 

 [13] 

“It was great to have Mick Murray in Willetton today to see the stadium first hand, as the expansion 
wouldn’t be happening without the State Government’s support,” … 

This is a final, glorious example of very positive infrastructure investment across all our electorates. Again, 
I commend the Treasurer for a responsible—some may say boring—budget that delivers on our election 
commitments and represents all Western Australians. I commend it to the house. 
MS S.E. WINTON (Wanneroo) [1.39 pm]: I, too, rise to speak on the important Appropriation (Recurrent 2018–19) 
Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) Bill 2018 before us today. I would like to congratulate the 
Treasurer, as have many members of the government. 
Yes, it has been described as a boring and no-frills budget, and in some respects it absolutely is. There are no 
headlines, no big-ticket items and no spin in this one; it is just responsible financial management to get 
Western Australians back on track and to deal with the generational debt we have inherited from those opposite—
debt to the tune of forty thousand million dollars. I also want to highlight that discipline and commitment has been 
brought back to the Western Australian government by way of our ministers, Treasurer and Premier. The 
centrepiece of this budget, as far as I am concerned, is that we have reined in expense growth. In 2018–19 it will 
be 0.9 per cent. That is at historic lows and is the lowest expense growth in 20 years. We also need to make sure 
that we debunk the myth that seems to be perpetuated about Labor governments not being able to be good financial 
managers. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia has been one of our biggest supporters. 
I quote from The West Australian — 

The Government’s plans were generally well received, with the State’s peak business lobby saying 
government for too long had failed to keep a lid on spending. 
… 
“CCI welcomes the Government’s strong focus on reining in spending which will reduce the size of the 
government … 

Fancy a Labor government being able to achieve that! It is not too hard for the opposition to accept. 
We have had a bit of a showcase of all the different media reports coming out since the budget was tabled by the 
Treasurer last week. My favourite is the one from The Sunday Times from May 13, titled, “Hip to be SQUARE: 
Why ‘Boring Ben’ is a man for our times”. I will quote from it because this is very important. It states — 

Which is apt, because the stylish, fashion-forward Wyatt has just produced the dullest, most conservative 
set of books in a generation, something that grey-suited, grey-haired treasury mandarins would be proud 
to call their own. 

I will repeat that: “grey-suited, grey-haired treasury mandarins”. It sounds a bit like the opposition. It continues — 
And so, Wyatt contributes to another irony of post-1990s West Australian politics, that Labor 
governments are superior economic managers to Liberal governments. 

Is it not so? This budget is focused on responsible financial management and delivering on our commitments. 
They are the two things that a community expects a government to do and that is what we are delivering. 
I move on to the federal funding that this government has managed to secure since we have been in office over 
not a long period of virtually 12 months. The Premier, Mark McGowan, and the Minister for Transport, 
Hon Rita Saffioti, have been staunch in their championing of Western Australia. They have achieved 
unprecedented federal commitments to infrastructure and congestion-busting projects, which I will talk about in 
a moment. They have been very successful and we have had the knockers. We have been dudded with GST for 
years now. No-one has stood up for Western Australia before but who is our biggest fan now? It is the 
Prime Minister of Australia. Quite frankly, in WA, that is in no small part due to the fact that we have a number 
of dead men walking, including the federal member for Pearce who, along with his federal colleagues, including 
the Prime Minister, all of a sudden likes Metronet. They finally put their money where their mouth is to the tune 
of $3.2 billion that our Premier and Minister for Transport have been able to extract from over east. The 
Prime Minister loves coming over this way and on his recent visit he said — 

 … This is all about ensuring people inside of Perth and outside of Perth can get home sooner and safer. 
This is congestion-busting billions of dollars.” 

We like him coming here and we love having him here because it is making a difference in my electorate of 
Wanneroo. We have had a number of knockers in that regard and if I had more time, I would love to remind the 
house of how the members for Bateman and Scarborough have continuously knocked Metronet, but I will leave 
that for other members to remind us in their speeches. I want to focus briefly on the Roe 8 commitment, because 
during the election campaign we committed to axing Roe 8 and redirecting $1.7 billion to other projects. We were 
told it could not be done. At the time the federal minister Paul Fletcher said that the federal government money 
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was specific to the project and could not be simply relocated. In an article on ABC News, the member for Nedlands, 
when he was one of the transport ministers we had through the revolving door under the previous mob, described 
Labor’s decision as “reckless and costly”. He stated — 

“It could cost taxpayers of Western Australia $30 [million] or $40 million if the Labor Government 
decided not to build Roe 8. Reckless is probably understating how bad that decision is.” 

Guess what? Cancelling Roe 8 has been absolutely brilliant for Wanneroo, because it has seen unprecedented 
infrastructure money coming into my patch and I am absolutely delighted about that. We in Wanneroo are now 
receiving much needed infrastructure investment, we are building roads, easing congestion and making sure that 
congestion-busting solutions will allow families in Wanneroo to spend more time together. We are delivering the 
Wanneroo Road dual carriageway from Joondalup Drive to Flynn Drive, with 175 jobs for $31 million; the Wanneroo 
Road and Ocean Reef Road interchange, with 350 jobs for $65 million; and the Wanneroo Road and Joondalup Drive 
interchange, with 280 jobs for $50 million. I am proud to champion the cause for Wanneroo. I campaigned on those 
key pieces of infrastructure during the election campaign and we are now getting on with the job of not just promising 
but delivering them. I will talk more on those in a moment, but my point is that we have had knockers. On the other 
hand we have had vision; we demanded Wanneroo get its fair share, and it is being delivered. 
Before I go specifically to one particular infrastructure project that has gained a bit of attention, I want to highlight 
another specific area that is being recognised in the budget regarding agriculture. I am the chair of the 
North Wanneroo Agriculture and Water Taskforce, and I am delighted that this budget allocates $850 000 in the 
forward estimates to identify and develop food precincts, including in Carabooda. The Minister for Agriculture 
and Food, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, gets it; she has visited the area and one of her key priorities is to support the 
Wanneroo agricultural sector to continue to be the major contributor to this industry in Western Australia that it 
is. Of course, in 2014–15, for example, over 38 per cent of the total food produced in the Perth region was produced 
in the Wanneroo area. Little progress was made under the previous government to address huge land use and water 
concerns in the area that are stifling the industry. My task force work is progressing well to sort out that problem. 
I have visited many growers, done my research, and I attend every meeting and I meet with the department 
representatives. This work is not easy, members, and difficult decisions will have to be made, but we have 
a courageous government and we are planning through the budget process to allow solutions to be developed. This 
is not a concept; this is real hard work and we are doing it. 
I will go back to the infrastructure projects that I mentioned. I am pleased that we are delivering $146 million 
worth of three key infrastructure projects and providing 805 jobs in the Wanneroo area. I acknowledge a grievance 
from last week and note that our minister is well aware of the issues that those kinds of projects bring to 
a community. I will highlight some of the local mischievous politics involved in this project. I have undertaken 
a significant amount of work to mitigate the construction concerns. I have also done a significant amount of work 
to make sure that we can mitigate local concerns for the local road networks. We do that by rolling up our sleeves 
and we work with people to find solutions. I have been working very hard with a range of stakeholders, agencies 
and residents on this issue and specifically I have attended meetings of the technical working group and the 
community advisory committee as a member of both groups. I have met and consulted with the principals of both 
St Stephens’ School and Tapping Primary School. I attend meetings of the Carramar and Banksia Grove Residents 
Associations. I have attended a meeting with residents of the Regents Garden village and met with business owners 
from Drovers Market Place on numerous occasions as well as the director of infrastructure at the City of Wanneroo. 
I have had briefings from Main Roads in the minister’s office on this project, I have doorknocked and called 
residents in Carramar and Tapping to listen to their concerns and I have made myself available to meet and talk 
with residents about their views. Those who knew me as a councillor in my previous life know that I am pretty 
rigorous and unapologetic in the way I go about my business of making sure that I advocate for my local residents 
to ensure that we get a local outcome. I do not appreciate ambushes and residents not going about their business 
in the right way. Recently I allowed residents to meet with me in my office, and many residents turned up 
unannounced. I was recorded without my permission. I was misrepresented on Facebook and social media, and 
I was also misrepresented in a recent grievance. 

I am committed to delivering key infrastructure to Wanneroo, futureproofing the northern suburbs, making sure 
that for once we are ahead of the game rather than playing catch-up all the time and that we stop constantly 
retrofitting at huge expense to taxpayers. 

I remind the house that this interchange is a federally funded project. Eighty per cent of the funding for the 
Joondalup Drive project is coming from the federal government. The local federal member is Christian Porter. 
Quite frankly, it appears that he might be a dead man walking if the current polls are any indication. It was 
interesting to note from the grievance that apparently he is now backflipping. He is backflipping on a project to 
which his government is contributing 80 per cent of the funds. A desperate man means desperate times. How 
quickly we have changed. 
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I might take a moment to read from a joint media statement dated February 2018—not too long ago—when the 
federal minister said — 

“The project will future-proof the area’s road network for the traffic growth expected due to residential 
and industrial development in Perth’s northern suburbs,” Mr Fletcher said. 

… 

Federal member for Pearce Christian Porter said the project will complement other significant upgrades 
in the area to reduce travel times on Wanneroo Road—currently used as an alternate route to 
Mitchell Freeway, and Joondalup Drive. 

Earlier, he was on Today Tonight speaking about this very issue. He said — 

My observation is that the project is still very much needed. I travel on this road very often. 

All of a sudden, he wants to backflip because he does not like the numbers that he is seeing in the polls. He is 
someone who really cares about his community! 

Mr Porter had the opportunity to walk out of Pearce and go for pre-selection in the seat of Moore, but he did not 
do that. Now he is stuck, and we are glad about that. I have never seen him or anyone from his office attend any 
of the community consultations available. He is a divisive member. He resigned on the pretext of going to Canberra 
to fix the GST. That has not worked out. Now he is misleading — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members! Enough. You have had your say. Just think about Hansard. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: Thank you for your protection, Madam Acting Speaker. 

The truth of the matter is that the federal member for Pearce is misleading and dividing the community over this 
project. That is exactly what he is doing. In February, he was praising this project and all of a sudden he wants to 
do a backflip. He either was travelling on that road and saying, “I experience this road and it is terrible; we need 
to do something” or he was not. He cannot have it both ways. Less than three months ago he was concerned, 
saying, “This congestion is going to be fixed by a project that we are funding to 80 per cent.” When he could get 
the shadow transport spokesperson to make a grievance, he painted a different picture. It is unbelievable how 
divisive this man is. He is not a local; he is a pretend local—a newbie local into the area. His time is up. 

From one pretender to another, I want to go on to talk about local government for a moment because that is a really 
important part of the puzzle of this project. When we build infrastructure, it is really important that we have 
partnerships between federal, state and local governments. In my experience as a councillor, I have observed quite 
often that people tend to use issues as a political football to pass around between each other and do a bit of a blame 
game. The reality with this particular project is that we need all three levels of government working together 
cohesively to make sure that we get a holistic solution to the problems that exist in that corridor. Whilst we have 
people like the federal member for Pearce actively working against trying to achieve good outcomes for his 
community, we are not going to get there. I turn for a moment to local government. We have a councillor who is 
a dead man, too, but he is still walking around. 

Ms J.J. Shaw: He’s a zombie. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: I saw him this morning. He was twitching. Of course, I am talking about my predecessor, the 
previous member for Wanneroo, Paul Miles. For those members who do not know the history, Paul Miles started 
life, after being a photocopier repairer, as a councillor with the City of Wanneroo for a few months. He saw an 
opportunity, found himself in this place as the member for Wanneroo for eight years and solved none of the 
problems that I am left having to deal with right now. Once his time was up and his community told him that he 
was doing such a lousy job, he put his hand up to be a councillor again, and now the City of Wanneroo has him. 
When he was an MP, let us not forget, member for Burns Beach, that he was a minister for a couple of months 
whilst the previous government was in its death throes and nobody else put up their hand to be a minister. Let us 
be blunt about that. That was a lousy decision on his part because whilst his colleagues were out sandbagging their 
electorates, he should have been doing that. I am the beneficiary of that, and I am quite pleased that he decided to 
be a minister for all of a couple of months. He is now a councillor and he publicly stated that he wants to be mayor 
next year. But that is not enough: he is also seizing some other opportunities because he put his hand up for 
preselection for the federal seat of Moore. He is not really hanging around in any job long enough to make 
a contribution. He has never delivered one key piece of infrastructure in Wanneroo, but he wants to exploit people 
who have legitimate concerns about infrastructure rather than working with them and working with all levels of 
government to solve them. He is the kind of lazy politician who gives the rest of us who choose this life as 
a vocation a really bad name. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Carine. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: There are a lot of community concerns about this overpass. I acknowledge those concerns. 
I am working very hard with the minister, Main Roads, local government and hopefully the federal government to 
resolve those concerns. I want to point out a misconception that is out there in the community. This project is 
a commitment made by this government during the election campaign. I am absolutely thrilled that we are getting 
this overpass in Joondalup. We are working very hard to address a bunch of local concerns—in particular, I refer 
to access to Drovers Place and Cheriton Drive, which is not a new issue created by this overpass. If we look at the 
history of this issue, Paul Miles and the local government failed to solve those problems over a long time. Putting 
this overpass in this area allows us to try to provide solutions to problems that have been ongoing for a long time, 
and that is what we are working towards doing. The intersections of Cheriton Drive and Clarkson Avenue have 
been issues for a long time and we are getting on with all agencies to try to drive a solution. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.E. WINTON: I am not going to apologise for this project. I am delighted that this project is coming into my 
area. We are creating 850 jobs in a project worth $146 million coming into Wanneroo because our Minister for 
Transport and our Premier have been able to get funds redirected that the opposition said we could not do. In 
talking about justification for this job, and about claims that the money should be spent elsewhere, we are making 
changes to Indian Ocean Drive and building the Romeo Road extension to the Mitchell Freeway. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2896.]  
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