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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2014–15 BILL 2014 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2014–15 BILL 2014 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 12 August. 

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [12.33 pm]: I am pleased to rise today to make a contribution 
to the debate on the appropriation bills. I would like to raise a number of issues, including the cuts to seniors’ 
concessions and rebates, a number of issues affecting areas of the East Metropolitan Region that I would like to 
put on the table, and the education cuts that we have seen in the East Metropolitan Region. Unfortunately, I was 
not able to participate in debate on the motion earlier this morning. Quite a few members spoke to that motion, 
which was fabulous, but since I was not able to contribute I will include that in my comments today. I would also 
like to make some comments about the forced council mergers happening across the metropolitan area, in 
particular in areas of the East Metropolitan Region that affect my constituents. I believe the government is not 
listening to people on these issues; it is out of touch. 

The people of Western Australia now have to pay the price because the state government is unable to manage the 
finances of the state and the state’s economy. Who has to pay for that? The most vulnerable people in the state 
have to pay for that, and that is just not good enough. We have seen the state debt blow out to over $30 billion. 
Western Australians now face $1.1 billion in additional fees and charges, at a time when they have had to face 
increases from the previous year. It is not fair that this state government is making the most vulnerable people in 
this state pay for its mistakes. I will also make some comments about the broken promises that this government 
has made. I know it has been said many times before, but the government went to the state election in 2013 with 
advertising material stating that everything that it was promising was fully funded and fully costed, and that just 
was not true. It is an absolute disgrace that the government can make those sorts of promises to the public of 
Western Australia it had no intention of keeping, and state on its election material that those promises were fully 
funded and fully costed, knowing full well that was not the case. We saw things like cuts to public sector jobs, a 
backflip on the assurance that the government would not force council amalgamations, and failure to keep 
electricity price rises at or about the rate of inflation. Those are just some of the many broken promises that this 
government has made. To put this in the context of the state finances, we have seen the government lose the 
state’s AAA credit rating because it could not manage the economy effectively. Now, to reduce the state’s debt, 
the government will be forced to sell off state assets. Again, who will be paying for that? The most vulnerable 
people in our state are going to have to pay for this government’s mismanagement. 

I will make some comments about cuts to the seniors’ concessions and rebates. Many constituents have come 
into my office recently over the announcements made in the budget. It is a really important issue that I feel the 
government fails to recognise that many seniors in this state live on fixed incomes, and if they are not on fixed 
incomes they have very little superannuation. The fact that they now have to try to balance that fixed income 
with additional fees and charges sometimes makes it impossible for them to get by week by week, with all of the 
charges they are now facing. Whether it be increases to electricity charges or water charges, or the fact that they 
now cannot claim many of their concessions and rebates, it is having a huge impact on these people. It is 
estimated that 306 000 seniors will be impacted by these cuts. Some of these seniors are the most vulnerable in 
the state. 

I held a morning tea in my office in Belmont back in July. Around 31 seniors came along to my office. They 
were outraged that the government was going to be cutting the cost-of-living rebate in half. They felt they were 
being punished. That is their language—they felt that they were being punished. It is appalling that they feel this 
way. They have reached a stage in their life at which they have already worked hard and paid their taxes, and 
now they feel like they are being punished. One of the seniors, who lives in the Kewdale area, made the 
comment, “I have a little bit of super, but not a lot. I know it’s hard for me with my electricity and other bills, but 
it would be far worse for someone with no super at all.”  

Another elderly senior noted that she struggled to afford Christmas gifts each year for her grandchildren, and that 
was before the latest round of cuts to rebates that she is facing. She said, “I don’t know how I’m going to afford 
the basics now, let alone presents for my grandchildren at Christmas.” I think it is a mistake for the government 
not to realise that seniors across the state are angry. They are really angry that this government is letting them 
down and forcing them to pay the price of bad spending decisions. They are disappointed that the government is 
prioritising foreshore redevelopments over the provision of basic assistance to seniors.  

That was at a morning tea I held in my office in Belmont. We received similar feedback from seniors at a 
morning tea I held in High Wycombe earlier in August, at which the opposition leader, Hon Mark McGowan, 
addressed seniors and we heard the same sorts of concerns from the locals. Seniors are already struggling to 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 14 August 2014] 

 p5273b-5294a 
Hon Samantha Rowe; Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson; Hon Alanna Clohesy; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Stephen 

Dawson; Hon Sue Ellery 

 [2] 

balance their weekly budgets, and the removal of significant rebates means that they are not sure how they will 
get by on a daily basis. That is only one cut that seniors are facing, and it is happening at the same time as 
increases to car licence fees, which is another burden that will hit not only seniors, but also individuals and 
families. People are going to have to further budget to stay within their means. The government has abolished 
the private rebate on motor vehicle licences, which means that a large number of Western Australians will face 
increases to car licences depending on the type of vehicle they drive, and that will have a huge impact. It will 
probably hit seniors and pensioners who currently receive the 50 per cent concession on vehicle licence fees 
more severely. Not only do they have to face that increase in car licence fees and the removal of the private 
rebate on the motor vehicle licences, but also registration costs have increased by three per cent. It is just one 
thing after another for many seniors, who are among the most vulnerable in this state, to try to manage.  

We saw recently that the federal government will introduce a GP tax, so that when people visit the doctor they 
will have to find more money. The Treasurer and the Minister for Health are on record as arguing that $7 is an 
insignificant amount. I can tell members that the seniors at the morning teas in Belmont and High Wycombe did 
not feel that $7 was an insignificant amount. This is going to be a real problem for them in managing their 
household incomes. I do not blame them for feeling like they are being let down at a federal level as well as at a 
state level.  

The GP tax will possibly have long-term repercussions for the health system. If people are deterred from 
attending the doctor because they cannot afford this $7 GP tax, what will that mean for the health system down 
the track if people who really need to go to the doctor stop going because they simply cannot afford it? Of 
course, Premier Barnett has exacerbated this issue by flagging the introduction of a new hospital tax. I think we 
should all be very concerned about new taxes being imposed on sick and vulnerable people to access medical 
treatment. It is not the way to go, and I think the government should be ashamed of flagging such issues. It is just 
wrong.  
The other issue I raise in relation to seniors is the incredible increases in the cost of living since 2008; during the 
life of this state government we have seen massive increases. Water has increased by 90 per cent, power has 
increased by 77 per cent, and public transport by 29 per cent. We know that these types of increases affect most 
harshly those who are already doing it tough—quite often the seniors within our community. A calculation done 
based on the increases in all the different utilities, public transport, motor vehicle charges, stamp duty and, I 
think, the emergency services levy showed that since the Liberal government has been in power the cost of living 
has risen by 48.63 per cent for Western Australians. That is a significant increase that Western Australians now 
need to manage. As I said at the beginning of my contribution, because this state government cannot manage its 
finances, the most vulnerable people are forced to bear the brunt of it.  
Another issue that came up during the seniors’ morning tea at my office was the axing of the seniors’ security 
rebate. During the state election, the Liberal Party promised $15 million over a four-year period towards the 
seniors’ security rebate; only $3 million has been accounted for over the forward estimates. Another broken 
promise. As of 1 January this year, the government has dramatically changed the eligibility criteria for this 
rebate. It has tightened so much that, I think, 300 000 seniors have now become ineligible to claim that rebate. 
That issue was raised at my morning tea because many in attendance had experienced home break-ins. It is a 
well-known fact that Belmont is a high crime area, and one of the ladies at my morning tea expressed her 
outrage. She had been the victim of a home invasion. She was doing some watering in her garden when an 
intruder entered her home through one of the windows that did not have a security screen on it. After gardening, 
she went inside and came face to face with the intruder, who grabbed some jewellery and knocked her down in 
the process of making a run for it. So of course for quite some time afterwards she felt very vulnerable in her 
own home and did not like being alone there. Because of the change in criteria, she cannot claim the security 
rebate to purchase a security screen for her property. This is a common theme. It is not a one-off incident. Mark 
McGowan, Leader of the Opposition, and I visited another senior in Kewdale who had faced similar problems. 
She had been broken into a number of times over the past couple of years, but because she had not been broken 
into since the beginning of this year she was ineligible to claim the rebate to purchase those much-needed 
security doors, windows and lights for her property.  
My final point on seniors is that they are already struggling with their day-to-day budgeting, and this government 
is asking them to pay the price for its poor planning, decision-making and, quite frankly, prioritising.  
I will make some comments around the cuts to education. I said earlier that I did not have the opportunity to 
make comments during the motion moved during non-government business, but many schools within my 
electorate of East Metropolitan Region will be affected by the education cuts. Belmont City College is set to lose 
$250 000, as is Kalamunda Senior High School. Schoolchildren will bear the brunt of this government’s 
mismanaged finances. Belmont, Kalamunda and Darling Range are not alone. Over 80 schools across the state 
are going to be affected by these cuts of $250 000. 
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I have had feedback from parents in the area of Belmont and school communities. It is estimated that with these 
sorts of significant cuts the figure could equate to 10 full-time equivalent teaching staff members in terms of 
human resource value, and they are concerned that cuts to funding would likely result in cuts to support staff. 
Belmont City College, for example, has a number of students with unique social, behavioural and educational 
challenges. Given the social context in which Belmont City College is located, the school support staff play an 
integral role in helping those students achieve good outcomes. It will impact on the flexibility and ability of these 
schools to provide personalised support. The only people who will pay here are the students. I think that is an 
absolute disgrace. I refer to an article put out on Hon Mark McGowan’s web site on 5 August, entitled “78 high 
schools hit with $250 000 funding cuts, which states — 

The Barnett Liberal Government will cut $250,000 from 78 WA high schools next year. 
… 
“Parents of children who attend these schools have a right to be angry that their children are being 
picked on to pay for Mr Barnett's waste and mismanagement. 
… 
“Many are in low socio-economic areas. Students should be getting extra help—not less—to ensure 
they have an opportunity to succeed in life. 
“It's an insult for Education Minister Peter Collier to say these schools are ‘getting what they deserve’. 

“I support a simpler funding model but I don't believe in ripping money out of schools where students 
need help.” 

One of the points that should be made is that while many schools may not disagree philosophically with the new 
funding model, it is going to have an impact. Whether or not support staff are going to need to be cut, whether or 
not different programs are going to need to be cut, there will be disadvantage to some of those schools in the 
lower socioeconomic area, and Belmont is one of those. 

I would also like to comment on the forced council mergers. This issue comes up time and again in my electorate 
office, which is located in Belmont. I have constituents from Belmont who are very upset that the City of 
Belmont is going to be merged with the Shire of Kalamunda and I have Kalamunda residents upset that their 
shire is going to be merged with the City of Belmont. They are upset because they will not have the opportunity 
to have a vote—to have their democratic say on whether or not the merger take place. That is a very valid 
concern. The fact that the government promised that there would not be any forced amalgamations at the state 
election—well, you cannot take this government on its word anyway, so I suppose it is no surprise that it would 
break its promise. However, I believe that communities should have that right to express whether they would like 
their councils to be merged. By using tricky language such as “a boundary change” so that they do not have to 
then have a referendum is an insult. It is an insult to the communities who know what that means. I think the 
government is making a mistake taking the community for granted by saying that a boundary change is not going 
to affect them. What it means is that they are not going to have a say. 

Hon Helen Morton: Hasn’t that been tested in a court? I vaguely recall reading somewhere that that has been 
tested and it was found in favour of the government. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: What has been found? 

Hon Helen Morton: The legality of doing whatever it is the government is proposing to do in that arrangement. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Does that mean that if the government goes ahead with boundaries changes the 
people will be able to have a say and there will be a referendum? 

Hon Helen Morton: I think you are making an assumption or suggesting that somehow or other the government 
is being tricky and not using the appropriate legislation. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is not an assumption; it is true. 

Hon Helen Morton: As I say, hasn’t that been tested and the court found that the government is able to do what 
it is doing? 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am hoping that, from the comment of the Minister for Mental Health, councils 
will be able to hold a referendum; that the Shire of Kalamunda and the City of Belmont will be able to hold a 
referendum, the communities will have an opportunity to voice their concerns, have their say, and then they will 
be able to make their own decisions whether or not the councils will merge. 

Hon Helen Morton: You must try and keep up to date. 
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Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I really love it when the minister is patronising! 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Why not keep up with the badgering and see how you go! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Members, it is nearly lunch time. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Everyone is getting hungry. 

One of the concerns of communities on this issue is that the government has not listened. For some reason it has 
not been aware of the rallies that have taken place, the petitions that have been signed by concerned 
communities, the thousands of submissions that were put to the Local Government Advisory Board, the 
formation of different groups within the communities that are affected, and of course all of the social media 
campaigning. It seems to have fallen on deaf ears. There is a clear objection from these communities and 
councils that it is an unwanted, unpopular reform. What is not going unnoticed by those concerned communities 
is that there has been no business case for the merger. No cost–benefit analysis has been done to say to 
communities, “This is why we are going to go forward with the reform. This is why we are going to force your 
councils to merge.” None of that research and business plan has taken place. That is why communities are upset. 
They are disgruntled. I think the government has made a mistake not listening to their communities. 

I was at a meeting in Kalamunda with opposition leader Mark McGowan. We sat down with a number of 
concerned locals over this issue, along with the shire president of Kalamunda and a shire councillor, and these 
are the issues they were raising. It is not me saying this; this is what the communities are telling us. I think the 
minister is making a huge mistake to think that this is not an important issue in the community. 

We have seen in other states that the merging of councils has resulted in increased rates. The fact that councils 
are going to be forced to pay for this reform means that there will be a likely increase in council rates. Western 
Australians will have to pay for this government’s mismanagement yet again. Because the government is in such 
massive debt, because the state has lost its AAA rating and because the government cannot fund this reform that 
nobody wants, the most vulnerable in this state will have to pay. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: As a matter of interest, who is your spokesman on local government? 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Our shadow minister? 

Hon Helen Morton: You do not know yourself! 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Of course I do—it is David Templeman. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You have been missing in action. There has been more opposition on this from the 
parliamentary Liberal Party backbench than from the Labor Party. You are missing in action on it. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I do not think that is true. David Templeman does an outstanding job as the shadow 
Minister for Local Government, and, to be honest, the point is it is Hon Simon O’Brien’s government that is 
going ahead with this reform, not the Labor Party. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: That is exactly right. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is not at all the opposition’s problem. The opposition is with the people. It does 
not want to see forced mergers, as do many of the Liberal Party’s constituents. It is the Liberal Party’s own 
constituents who do not want it and the government does not even give its constituents the courtesy of listening. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I can tell members are restless, so in view of the time, I will leave the chair until the 
ringing of the bells. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Before we were rudely interrupted by lunch, I was making my contribution on the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2014–15 Bill 2014 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Recurrent 2014–15 Bill 2014, and I was going through some of the issues affecting my constituents in the East 
Metropolitan Region that I wanted to place on the record. Some of the things that I was addressing were the cuts 
to seniors’ concessions and rebates in the form of cuts to the cost-of-living rebate; increasing car licence fees; the 
general practitioner tax; the increase in the cost of living since 2008; and axing the seniors’ security rebate. I had 
also touched on the education cuts and how they are affecting schools in Belmont and Forrestfield in particular, 
and the forced council amalgamations and the unrest in the community, particularly in my electorate. 

I was drawing to my conclusion, but I will end on a few points. The state and federal budgets that have just been 
passed have caused quite a bit of pain to many Western Australians, particularly those who are already doing it 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 14 August 2014] 

 p5273b-5294a 
Hon Samantha Rowe; Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson; Hon Alanna Clohesy; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Stephen 

Dawson; Hon Sue Ellery 

 [5] 

tough and are experiencing financial hardship. I believe that this government has let them down. Unemployment 
around Australia is at an all-time high; it has risen to 6.4 per cent. Unemployment in Western Australia is 5.2 per 
cent, the highest in some 10 years. Not only is the unemployment rate high, but also consumer confidence is at 
an all-time low. All these things suggest that we are facing uncertain times. We have a government that cannot 
manage its finances; it has lost the AAA credit rating. I think people are quite rightly concerned about job 
security, how they will balance their household budgets and how they will absorb the many increases in the fees 
and charges that this government has imposed. These additional fees amount to $1.1 billion. There have also 
been the cuts to seniors’ concessions and rebate, cuts to public sector jobs, the failure to keep electricity prices at 
or around the rate of inflation, increases in public housing rental costs, the government decision to impose stamp 
duty, increases in motor vehicle licence fees, the proposed introduction of a new hospital tax, and the list goes 
on. I think Western Australians are worried that the state government is doing nothing in its power to ease their 
minds during what I would say are very uncertain times. The government needs to be aware of what the 
electorate is saying and it needs to start listening to the electorate, because the feedback that we are receiving is 
that people are doing it really tough and the government is not doing anything to lift a finger to help the most 
vulnerable in this state. 

HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [2.04 pm]: I, too, rise to speak to the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Capital 2014–15 Bill 2014 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 
2014–15 Bill 2014. I want to express some concerns that are similar to the issues I raised in a previous speech on 
the appropriation bills and talk about some other issues as well. We see these bills in the context of a government 
that has received 52 per cent more revenue over the past five and a half years than it had previously received, yet 
debt will increase from $3 billion to a projected $30 billion in 2017. That is an extraordinary amount of debt 
while people’s general standards of living are not rising. The government is now trying to pay for its 
mismanagement of the economy by squeezing families and seniors and attempting to privatise assets. It is 
extraordinary that it intends to do that. Squeezing the people who are most in need and privatising assets does 
not make for comforting future planning, that is for sure. 

I want to refer to an article in The Age today. We have seen a range of cost-of-living imposts imposed on people 
by this government, but this is also in the context of what is essentially the slowest wage growth since 1997. The 
article states — 

Wages rises have been so low over the past year that most workers have gone backwards. 

That is nationally. I have not had the opportunity to dig down and find out the figures in Western Australia, but I 
am certainly interested to see those figures given that Western Australia has an extremely high cost of living 
compared with other states. It goes on to state — 

The latest wage price index from the Bureau of Statistics shows an average increase of 2.6 per cent in 
the year to June, well below the inflation rate of 3 per cent. 

The increase is the lowest since records began in 1997. 

Until recently the mining industry was Australia’s wage pacesetter offering increases of 6 per cent or 
more per year. This year it offered just 2.5 per cent, even less than manufacturing, which offered 2.7 per 
cent. 

In an environment in which people’s wages on average are going up by less than the rate of inflation, it is not 
difficult to do the maths; people are going backwards. I would also argue that the rate of inflation does not reflect 
the true increase in the cost of living. It does not take into account the increases in utility, housing and public 
transport costs. So it is even harder, particularly for people in Western Australia. Those cost-of-living pressures 
have been well canvassed. We are looking at an increase of around $350 per household just from the state 
budget. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, the cost of living in this state is higher than that in any 
other state and, of all the capital cities, only Darwin has a higher cost of living. 

Since 2008, electricity prices have gone up by 80 per cent; water prices have gone up by 90 per cent; water, 
sewerage and drainage prices have gone up by 62 per cent; and the emergency services levy has gone up by 
60 per cent. The overall cost has gone up by 48 per cent. That is $2 500 a year, even though people’s wages are 
not keeping up with the general cost of living. We saw the state budget back right up against the federal budget, 
which was particularly unpleasant for people who rely on government payments to make ends meet and on 
government services such as Medicare so they can see a doctor and receive the necessary health care. We saw 
Joe Hockey desperately fly across the country to meet with senators to try to get his $7 GP co-payment through, 
which is looking very unpopular. Who knows where that is going to go and what concessions the government 
will have to give, because, at the end of the day, I have not heard one single group say that this is a good idea. 
Not only is it not a good idea for the budget, but also it is bad public policy to make it harder for people to see 
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primary healthcare providers when they experience illness so that they can deal with that illness at the earliest 
opportunity. We will also see a $5 increase in prescriptions and a cut to the commonwealth Seniors Health Card 
worth $876 a year. From September 2017, the pension indexation will be in line with the CPI as opposed to 
being indexed to the average male earnings. That also is causing considerable concern among older Australians. 
Organisations such as COTA Australia have been very vocal about that. Similarly, the asset and income test 
threshold for pensions will be frozen over three years from July 2017. During the recess, I conducted a survey in 
parts of East Metropolitan Region. One of the issues that people—mostly seniors—seemed to be most concerned 
about was the cost of living. Seniors are hopping mad, and are feeling targeted. 

Crime is another major issue, particularly around the Morley electorate where there have been a number of 
violent home invasions. At the last election, $11.7 million was promised to upgrade the Morley Police Station to 
ward off what were described as thugs. The member for Morley’s campaign material referred to $11.7 million 
for an upgrade at Morley Police Station. However, that $11 million is being spread across the region, so the 
promise in that material was an outright lie. That expenditure will include Mirrabooka Police Station. Just over 
$2 million has been spent on Morley Police Station. The government promised that 80 police officers would be 
stationed there. When pressed in estimates hearings, Minister Harvey refused to either confirm that the number 
would be 80 or that the government would deliver on those 80 police officers. People are concerned about crime 
in the area, particularly seniors, who do not feel safe in their houses; they feel vulnerable. A woman living in a 
retirement village in Noranda experienced a very nasty home invasion. It is not as though home invasions are not 
a problem. People want this government to address that issue. They thought the government was addressing it by 
offering the security rebate. As Hon Samantha Rowe detailed, people thought the government was addressing 
security by supporting people who wanted to improve security in their homes. Essentially, the government has 
made it almost impossible to obtain the rebate. People can only apply for it if they have been burgled within the 
past six months. 

Hon Samantha Rowe: Ridiculous. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It is ridiculous; that makes it almost impossible to obtain. The 
government has not allocated the money it promised. 

I refer now to the cost-of-living rebate for senior Australians. Other governments—Queensland, New South 
Wales and South Australia—have agreed to fill the gap the federal government is leaving in the cost-of-living 
rebate for seniors, but the Western Australian government has not agreed to do that. It is anathema to the Premier 
to stand up to Canberra on seniors’ issues. He stands up to Canberra on GST, although he has been slapped down 
a couple of times on that. When is the Premier standing up to Canberra on seniors’ issues such as filling that gap 
or seeking to ensure that the federal government impose budget savings on those who can afford it more rather 
than those who can afford it less? 

The abolition of private concessions on vehicle registrations was also a major issue, particularly for seniors. I 
find it extraordinary that members on the other side can say that no concerns are coming through their electorate 
offices or that they are applauded and congratulated at every school they go to. That is certainly not the case 
where I go. A significant amount of correspondence has come into my office, particularly from seniors, with 
complaints that they are struggling. They are genuinely worried, but this government is completely immune to 
their calls. 

Let us look at what is happening in the education sector. Last year there was around $185 million in cuts to 
school budgets. It was unexpected by the schools and a number have had to make some incredibly difficult 
decisions about whether some programs will continue, particularly after-school support programs, as well as 
literacy and behaviour management programs aimed at keeping kids engaged in schools, particularly secondary 
school kids, a lot of whom are young girls. A lot of those programs have had to be reconsidered, funded from 
elsewhere or folded and that is a great shame. The Minister for Education announced a new student-centred 
funding model, which essentially the opposition supports, but not if it involves taking from one group to pay for 
another, and that is what will happen. One analysis shows that around 60 per cent of schools will lose money 
under this government’s new funding model. 

Hon Peter Collier: They will not. You need to check your statistics; they are wildly out. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: That is certainly what a number of analyses have shown. Around 
$45 million will be taken from secondary public schools and redistributed to primary schools. I am a strong 
supporter of funding early education. I have campaigned hard over the years for increased funding for early 
years education and to improve the quality of training and wages for early educators. I absolutely understand the 
need to properly fund early education and I applaud the government for doing that. It is important. The 
secondary schools I have spoken to said that it is great that money is going to the primary schools because it 
means they will have less remedial work to do and they can get on with delivering the curriculum rather than 
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having to help kids catch up, or having to create separate classes for kids who are struggling. That is great, but it 
is also recognised that taking around $1 million over five years from a large high school in a low socioeconomic 
area will not benefit those students. It is extraordinary that the minister continues to state that that will benefit 
those students. Those schools do not see that. The chair of a school council described the $250 000 that its high 
school will lose this year as the difference between delivering a mediocre education and a good one and the 
difference between allowing students to genuinely compete in the labour market to achieve the best possible 
result, to go to university and do the vocational courses they need to. That pretty much describes it. In the East 
Metropolitan Region, Mount Lawley and Girrawheen Senior High Schools will be among the hardest hit. 
Girrawheen Senior High School has a range of low socioeconomic challenges with a high proportion of 
Aboriginality. Members cannot tell me that that school does not have challenges and does not need funding and 
support, yet it will lose under this reform. The minister has stated that it is what they deserve. He should keep 
saying that because the schools are hearing it, “Taking money out of their budgets is what the schools deserve.” 

I move on to this government’s response to the repeal of the carbon tax. We saw, very sadly, the repeal of the 
carbon tax, which, as Hon Darren West mentioned yesterday, is a retrograde step for this country. It is 
embarrassing; I am embarrassed that this has been done. We are an international laughing stock for refusing to 
genuinely address climate change. I spent two weeks in the United Kingdom on my break and met people who 
asked what I did, and when a number of people found out I was in politics, one of the first things they said to me 
was, “You’ve just repealed the carbon tax.” They could not understand why any forward thinking developed 
country would move on climate change in such a regressive way. Having said that, we see that the government is 
still reaping the benefits of the carbon tax despite knowing it would be repealed. The federal Liberal government 
has been in office for a year. I think in September we are coming up to its 12-month anniversary. It was always a 
major priority—I am pretty sure it was its number one priority—but it seems to be surprised that it will have to 
reassess its finances and give back that money back. I wonder whether the government would have done that if 
no-one had pointed that out to it. I wonder whether the government would have admitted that it was taking this 
money dishonestly, essentially. 

Initially, the Minister for Transport refused to commit to passing on the savings from the abolition of the carbon 
tax. I am going to describe the words of the Treasurer this morning by coining a term used by Hon Simon 
O’Brien that I like—that is, “verbal gymnastics”. The Treasurer said on radio this morning that when it comes to 
train tickets, it is very complicated and very difficult, and the government is going to set up a committee to think 
about how it is going to do it, and maybe it will be done by the time of the midyear review. The Treasurer talked 
in circles. I do not feel confident that those savings will be passed on. 

The Water Corporation is receiving $1 million a month from the carbon tax. Water charges have increased by 
0.8 per cent. That is in the context of a 90 per cent increase in water charges over the last eight years. The Water 
Corporation is reaping that money from the carbon tax, and it is not clear how that money will come back to 
consumers. 

The government made a big song and dance about not agreeing with the carbon tax. The government now needs 
to make a greater effort to return this money to consumers. The government has been awkward and silent on this 
issue. The government needs to ensure that that money goes back to consumers, because they certainly need that 
money to compensate for the money that the government has taken away from them in other ways. 

The other area that I want to touch on is mental health. We will be discussing mental health in great detail over 
the next few weeks with the introduction of the Mental Health Bill 2013, which is certainly welcomed. It has 
been long recognised that the Western Australian mental health system is in crisis and that has resulted in a 
number of unnecessary tragedies for families and individuals over the last few years. 

The Western Australian Commissioner for Mental Health, Tim Marney, made some interesting comments at a 
parliamentary hearing. He is quoted as follows — 

WA’s Mental Health Commissioner says he does not know how anyone manages to navigate their way 
through WA’s mental health system to find the help they need, particularly if they are unwell. 

I totally agree with that comment. The article goes on to state — 

… even clinicians wanting to refer a person to a particular mental health service could find that difficult 
to do because referral pathways were not well defined. 

Mr Marney said more resources were needed to assist people with finding the services they needed. 

I am interested to see how the government intends to address this matter, and I hope to see those resources 
provided in the coming months. That may well come out in the Mental Health Bill. 
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The problem is that even if people are well versed in the mental health system, it is an incredibly complex and 
difficult system. A person who is lucky enough to have private health insurance might be able to get a bed in a 
nice hospital. However, if a person does not have private health insurance, it is often the case that unless that 
person is chronically ill and unwell, he or she is essentially passed around from their general practitioner to a 
psychologist and to a psychiatric service and it is up to their family to create that anchoring that many people 
need when they are suffering from a mental health issue. 

The article continues — 

Tim Marney said mental health services in WA relied far too heavily on acute services, with people 
often getting “very, very unwell” before they entered the system. 

“Because we don’t have enough of those early intervention services, the acute system is overwhelmed,” 
Mr Marney said. 

A psychiatrist once said to me, when we were talking about the mental health system and the options that people 
have—in fact, the lack of options that people have—that Graylands is not a place to which people go to get well. 
That came from the profession. It is well documented that if a person is suffering from depression, anxiety or an 
obsessive-compulsive disorder, there is every possibility that the person will get well again, provided they have 
access to the services that will help them find that wellness and be able to continue the rest of their lives without 
being dogged by that illness. However, the mental health system currently is not addressing that need. 

An issue that I feel passionately about—I have raised this previously—is the provision of prenatal and postnatal 
psychiatric care. Only a very small amount of prenatal and postnatal psychiatric care is provided in this state for 
women who need that care. I do not think any work has been done in this area since the previous Labor 
government introduced the eight prenatal and postnatal psychiatric beds at King Edward Memorial Hospital for 
Women. These women need a very particular type of care, and a bed at Graylands, or one of the other acute care 
places, is not a good place for a mother and baby. There are not enough of these beds, and I would certainly like 
to see more investment in that area. 

Hon Helen Morton: So you will be pleased, then. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I cannot wait. 

Hon Helen Morton: Fiona Stanley Hospital has a new mother and baby unit. Did you know that? 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The final thing that I want to talk about in my contribution is the release 
yesterday of the Auditor General’s report “Our Heritage and Our Future: Health of the Swan Canning River 
System”. The Swan–Canning River system is an incredibly important part of the East Metropolitan Region, and 
it is struggling, evidently. The government’s response since it has been in office has been not to respond, frankly. 
Some of the findings in the report are alarming. The report states that nothing is being done to redress the issues 
with the Swan–Canning River system. The threats to that river system have been around for the last 20 years. 
That is well recognised and acknowledged. The Auditor General found that the Swan River Trust’s draft river 
protection strategy has still not been approved. An approved RPS would establish goals and targets and specific 
commitments by individual agencies. The RPS is also a framework to monitor, evaluate and report on the river 
and the river systems’ health and actions to improve it. 

One of the responses of this government to deal with the Swan–Canning River system and the challenges that it 
faces into the future is to essentially abolish the Swan River Trust by amalgamating it with the Department of 
Parks and Wildlife. That is an environmentally backward step. Apparently, the trust will still perform the same 
functions, but it will be abolished. I find that hard to believe. I cannot see the point of abolishing the Swan River 
Trust if it will continue to perform the same functions when it is amalgamated with the Department of Parks and 
Wildlife. 

The Auditor General recommended, in part, that the government take necessary action to have the river 
protection strategy adopted, and that it prioritise key threats to the health of the rivers and the most effective 
actions to address these. This report was seven years in the making. We have been waiting for around seven 
years for this report to be approved and released. That is too long. The problems have been around for 20 years, 
and the government has been sitting on this report for seven years. That is one-third of the time during which the 
river system has been struggling and, in the words of the Auditor General, gasping for air. So the government 
needs to approve the report and resource it appropriately. 

To summarise, this is another disappointing episode from this government. We see more pain for people, a lack 
of action where it is needed, and the funnelling of money to where it is not needed. On that basis, I will conclude 
my remarks. 
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HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [2.27 pm]: It is good to have the opportunity to speak on 
these important appropriation bills, because, as we know, the purpose of these bills is to grant supply and 
appropriate money for government services and other functions as outlined in the budget. So this is the real 
crunch time, basically. It is very hard to speak on these bills, because there are so many concerns about this 
budget. One concern is that this government’s budget was brought down after the federal budget. Therefore, 
what Western Australians are experiencing is a range of cuts to funding and services at the state level as well as 
some serious cuts to funding and services at the federal level. The impact of these cuts is compounding on 
Western Australian families, on Western Australian seniors and on people who are in crisis. It is a double blow, 
and it is only going to get worse. The problem with appropriating moneys for government services and other 
functions is the lack of priority that the Western Australian government is giving to people who are finding it 
difficult to make ends meet, to people who are marginalised from society, and to families and seniors across 
Western Australia. It is a double whammy, and one impacts on the other.  

For example, in the area of education, that is a huge double whammy. Starting at a federal level, we know that 
the federal government has done more backflips on its education policy than Lauren Mitchell was able to achieve 
on the bar! The federal government has settled on scrapping Gonski, but of course the problems with that are not 
only the principles behind it, but also losing the funding that would have flowed to this state. It has just gone. 
School administrators will suffer quite significantly because they had thought that they would receive significant 
increases in funding. In fact, the Abbott government cut $120 million out of Western Australia’s education 
component of the budget over four years. Just at a time when school administrators thought that they would be 
able to achieve a lot more, they got whacked with some serious school budget cuts, starting with $120 million 
from the Abbott government’s cut to the Western Australian government. 

But the reality is that the Abbott government’s short-changing of Western Australia on its school funding is not 
the only reason that schools are facing huge problems with their budgets today and into the future, because we 
know that the 2014 cuts to school budgets had a significant impact on schools. Just in the East Metropolitan 
Region alone, schools lost approximately $23 million. One part of that East Metropolitan Region is the 
Swan Hills electorate and the 2014 cuts to their school budgets was around $1 600 000—just in that electorate 
alone. That is just the starting point. We have seen huge cuts from the Abbott government, broken promises from 
the Abbott government and huge cuts from the Barnett government to school budgets, but that is not all. We now 
see huge cuts again to high schools in the East Metropolitan Region, as well as right across the state, of around 
$250 000. For example, Mount Lawley Senior High School will receive a cut of $250 000; that high school 
already received a cut in funding of around $602 000 in the 2014 list of cuts. Another cut of quarter of a million 
dollars on top of that will make it very difficult for that school to provide the specialist programs—the programs 
it is renowned for, the programs it has received awards for, the programs that students benefit hugely from in that 
school—it requires. They are all gone. It is not only because of both these federal and state government cuts, but 
also the huge cuts from the state government that affect that school. 

That is not the only school in the East Metropolitan Region that will suffer cuts of $250 000. Bullsbrook College 
will also suffer cuts. I was very, very pleased to have the opportunity to visit the school and look over the 
facilities and also talk to the staff at Bullsbrook College, along with Hon Sue Ellery I might add. It is a very 
attractive school that is being rebuilt, but it is not a school without difficulties, like most high schools, and it, too, 
will receive a $250 000 cut to its budget. I could continue by referring to Eastern Hill Senior High, for example, 
and Girrawheen Senior High School. The minister has turned his back on a range of schools in the East 
Metropolitan Region because the Barnett government will not even provide sustenance funding, just adequate 
funding. That is a double whammy in education. 

Here is another one: the proposed federal government cuts to kindergarten funding. The state government says 
right now that it actually hopes to clear up what the Abbott government will cut from kindergarten funding for us 
fairly soon. But of course we can tell the Barnett government that it is likely to be about a four-hours-a-week cut 
in funding. It will be dramatic and will have a serious, serious impact. What really worries me is the idea or the 
perception coming from both the WA government and the Abbott government that kindergarten is somehow just 
childminding; that it will not really matter. Someone will pick up those extra hours and maybe just shove the 
kids off to someone else for those couple of extra hours. The purpose of kindergarten, as we know, is early 
childhood education. These cuts are just another form of cuts to education, and in the end  opportunities will be 
denied to those kids; but the cumulative impact of this over a number of years really frightens me. It also 
concerns many, many families in the East Metropolitan Region who have been in contact with me about this. 
Some families do not yet know how their schools will meet those significant budget cuts. Families are concerned 
about what will happen to their schools and their kids; so that is the double or triple whammy in the area of 
education. 
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Another area where the double whammy of the Abbott government cuts and the Barnett government cuts really 
have a deep effect is seniors’ programs and funding as well as seniors’ income support. The federal Abbott 
government has cut $107 million over four years from Western Australians and $25.4 million this financial year 
from Western Australian seniors’ rebates. These rebates put discounts on things such as local government rates, 
vehicle registrations, and other utilities. Cuts to these rebates will really make life difficult for 
Western Australian seniors. As with my colleagues, a number of seniors have talked to me about the absolute 
fear they hold for the future and how they will make ends meet just because of this cut to the rebate alone. But it 
makes it even worse when we think about what else is being cut and the real impact it will have on people’s 
lives. The Council on the Ageing has estimated that seniors could lose around $1 000 a year in concessions 
directly as a result of these impacts. For senior people who are already on a low income, $1 000 a year out of 
their budget is devastating. 

As I mentioned, it is the compounding effect of cuts that will really hurt seniors in Western Australia. In addition 
to the compounding effects of the cuts is the increase in the cost of living. We all know about the increase in the 
cost of living because we all pay our electricity bills and our water bills and have noticed that they have risen 
dramatically. The increase in the cost of living will make it really hard for those on low or fixed incomes to 
make ends meet. Since 2008, when the Barnett government came into power, there has been a $741 or 
77 per cent increase in electricity prices alone. In the same time water prices have increased by $328 or 
90 per cent. The cost of two basic utilities that we all need and use has increased dramatically. 

Seniors and other pensioners rely heavily on public transport. If we were to listen to the federal Treasurer, we 
would think that perhaps they do not have access to cars as much as others. That is not my thinking. However, 
the high level of public transport use in Western Australia means that more people will be paying the increase in 
public transport prices, which over the life of this government has meant around $393 a person. When we take 
into account all those increases, plus the emergency services levy, we see that is an increase of $2 479. We 
started off with $1 000. That has increased to $2 479, and that is simply to get out the door—the double 
whammy and the triple whammy. 

Federal changes to income support arrangements will also have a dramatic effect on seniors. For example, the 
deeming thresholds for income tests will be reset to $30 000 for single pensioners and $50 000 for couples who 
are in receipt of a federal pension. The change to that threshold means that pensioners’ superannuation assets 
will now be counted as part of their income. That means that from next year people with account-based 
superannuation pensions will have deeming rates of around that amount, $30 000, applied when trying to get 
access to their age pension. The seniors supplement is also planned to be abolished, and that is about $1.1 billion 
a year of federal cuts to seniors. That seniors supplement sits at around $880 a year for singles and around 
$1 300 a year for couples—that has completely gone. It has been cut. It is adding up. 

The dependent spouse tax offset, which until last budget was available to people with dependent spouses aged 
60 years or older, will be discontinued. That will cut $320 million from seniors with dependent spouses. That 
offset gave seniors with dependent spouses living in the same house a tax offset. It is calculated that the full 
offset will be about $2 471 a year. Will I keep going? It really, really is depressing. Seniors have told me that 
when they are adding up all the impact of the cuts or changes to taxation arrangements or income support 
arrangements, it just keeps going, and they are very, very worried about how they will make ends meet. On top 
of that, the seniors security rebate provided by the Western Australian government was more than halved. The 
criteria for accessing that rebate were changed to limit the number of people who could access it. 

Here is another very, very cruel cut—dementia care. From 31 July, just a few days ago, the Abbott government 
cut $16 a person a day funding to aged care homes for dementia care. It was a supplement provided to aged care 
homes. 

Hon Sue Ellery: That is shocking. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It is unbelievable. The supplement was provided in recognition that providing 
support and services to people who live in aged care with dementia requires additional support and services. An 
amount of $16 a day per person per aged care home has been cut completely. For one aged-care provider that 
will probably amount to about $800 000 a year. That has not received widespread mainstream media attention. It 
has received little, if any. It means that the type and level of services provided to people living with dementia has 
to be reduced. That is such a cruel cut. 

Seniors in Western Australia are seeing the full range of cuts, such as to dementia care, and worrying about what 
will happen to them. It is causing real anxiety. It is very difficult to have any answers for them at all and allow 
them to even to see the end of those cuts and imagine that something else might not be cut. It is so difficult to 
provide them with any results in that regard. 
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Let us move on to another key area of concern, particularly in the East Metropolitan Region. Again, this 
demonstrates the poor priorities of the Abbott government, the mean cuts and the bitter effects that it will have 
particularly on those people who are most vulnerable. As we know, Perth is one of the most expensive cities in 
which to live. One way that this is demonstrated, of course, is in the construction and purchase of houses. Since 
2008 spending has been cut by at least 28 per cent in the “Construction and Purchase of Houses Program”. If that 
is not bad enough for the provision of support, particularly to young people to buy houses in one of the most 
expensive cities in the world, it gets worse for people who are in housing crisis. The Liberal government 
spending on crisis accommodation in this budget year 2014–15 has halved from the previous year and is less 
than what the federal Labor government spent in 2008. In fact, $21.9 million will be cut over the next three years 
alone. Not a single dollar has been allocated in this budget to crisis accommodation for victims of domestic 
violence or, worse, in the outgoing years. We know that domestic violence figures have increased and are 
increasing.   

It is likely that they will continue to increase.  

We also know that women’s refuges, for women and children escaping domestic violence, are full to 
overflowing every night of the week right across the state, and none more so than in East Metropolitan Region. 
What has the government allocated to that? Nothing! The government has allocated $8.1 million for public 
housing in this budget, but that will be reduced to $2.5 million in the next financial year. What is available after 
that in the out years? Nothing—not a zip! That is a 91 per cent reduction in the provision of funding for public 
housing over 12 months. What do we see as a result? The average waiting time is 139 weeks. The criteria for 
determining priority housing and other waiting lists is changing, and I would not be surprised to see that the 
average waiting time has miraculously and dramatically decreased, but only because the criteria have changed. 
This is a double whammy from cuts by both the Abbott and Barnett Liberal governments. At the end of this year, 
the national rental affordability scheme will cease and Western Australia will not get any funding at all from the 
Abbott government for that. Housing and a roof over one’s head is a basic human need, but all we get are 
dramatic cuts in funding, some up to 91 per cent. All we can see is poor management and seriously wrong 
priorities. 

The other issue for families will be making ends meet. Charities have already reported a dramatic increase in the 
need for food relief. If  housing costs increase, along with utility and transport costs, what will families forgo? 
Families will find it much more difficult to make ends meet, which is a crying shame and the shame of this 
government. 

Let us look at other impacts on families from across-the-board cuts in the Abbott government budget. An amount 
of $450 million has gone altogether from out-of-school-hours care. The threshold for childcare benefit for 
families has been frozen, and the cap on the childcare rebate has been frozen. 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I will allow interjections when they contribute to the debate, but typically they do 
not, so I will not. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order, members! We were going so well. Do not invite 
interjections, I suggest. Hon Alanna Clohesy has the call and I do not think she has until now invited any 
interjections, so I respect her right to deliver her speech. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Funding for childcare support services has been cut by $3.1 million. The 
professional support program for child care has been cut by $12 million. Families, like seniors, are copping it 
from both the state and federal Liberal governments. This bill contains a summary of the amount that we are 
being asked to appropriate for government services, and all we can do is say: shame Barnett government, shame! 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [2.55 pm]: I rise to — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am deaf and I could not hear that comment, so I will keep going. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I have given the call to Hon Robin Chapple. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: The issue I want to raise this afternoon is funding for the protection of rock art on the 
Dampier Archipelago, and this concerns past governments of both persuasions and the current government. On 
Tuesday, 12 August, I asked a question of the Minister for Indigenous Affairs about the number of Department 
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of Aboriginal Affairs staff who were placed on the Burrup Peninsula to manage and protect the national 
heritage–listed petroglyphs. The answer was that no staff were located permanently on the Burrup, the 
department was not aware of the recent spate of vandalism on the Burrup and that the graffiti that had been 
reported to date was historic in nature and outside the 12 months prosecution limit. Let us go back to what has 
been stated by governments, in the court and at different times. We know that vandalism has been going on in 
the Burrup for some considerable time. If I remember rightly, it was mentioned back in 2003, 2005 and again in 
2008. It has been an ongoing problem. It was even identified in 2007 when Hon Malcolm Turnbull placed areas 
of the Burrup on the National Heritage List. The problem has been around for a long time. 

At the same time as the debate was occurring around the Burrup’s national heritage listing, the then state 
minister indicated that staff would be placed permanently in Karratha to deal with those related matters of 
vandalism. It is interesting to note that earlier on the Leader of the House, in responding to a question put in 
2011, stated that staff would be placed permanently on the Burrup to manage the issues and there was a program 
in place for officers to be placed there. Just prior to that, we asked how many officers were located in Karratha, 
Hedland and a couple of other locations. I know we got an answer that there were two officers in Karratha and 
two in Port Hedland. Now we have a situation in which the government will manage the process from Perth, 
which is against what was indicated at the time of the national heritage listing and also, interestingly enough, 
when the matters were before the native title hearing, the state responded to comments made in that hearing by 
saying that should damage occur to the rock art, the state had the responsibility to cover the rock art in plastic 
and/or buildings or “sheds”. If members know anything about the Burrup Peninsular, it is 114 square kilometres 
containing over a million and a half petroglyphs, so that would have been a very expensive process. For so long 
there have been so many commitments that this material is going to be protected, and it is concerning to me that 
consistently we have seen Aboriginal heritage values and staffing of the regions decline dramatically.  

We also have the issue that in the Burrup and Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement—signed by the state and 
the negotiating parties: the Wong-goo-tt-oo, the Yaburara Mardudhunera, and the Ngarluma Yindjibarndi—it 
was stated that as part of the protection of the heritage of the Burrup, rangers would be provided, and that when 
the Indigenous rangers system came into being they would be trained and given prosecutorial powers over 
heritage matters in the area. That agreement was signed in 2003, but still, unfortunately, nothing has happened. 

During the break I had the privilege of taking 30 visitors, including heritage officers or archaeologists from the 
United States and the eastern states, for a tour of the Burrup. We again were struck by the continuing level of 
vandalism. It is interesting that the minister’s answer of Tuesday, 12 August stated — 

The Department of Aboriginal Affairs is not aware of a “recent spate of vandalism” in the Burrup. 

Why? Because it does not have any officers up there and relies on third parties to give it the information, after 
which it might then visit. The answer further states — 

The Department of Aboriginal Affairs heritage compliance function can be effectively serviced from 
Perth and its five regional offices. The Department of Aboriginal Affairs continues to work with the 
Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation to ensure that damage caused by graffiti is minimised and protection 
of heritage is achieved. 

A number of years ago vandalism occurred and a site was desecrated. DIA officers were immediately dispatched 
to the area and efforts were made to try to protect the site and minimise the damage. Now, because we are doing 
everything from Perth, it seems a long way from which to be able to do anything meaningful on the ground. 

But the department has an option. It has a moral responsibility, as part of the BMIEA established in 2003, to 
ensure that the rock art is protected. The minister went on to state — 

The Department of Aboriginal Affairs prosecutes offenders through the appropriate investigation of 
complaints. The proposed amendments to the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 will significantly enhance 
enforcement provisions. The current draft Aboriginal Heritage Amendment Bill includes an increase in 
penalties, from $20 000 to $100 000 for an individual … 

That is really interesting, because individuals can be prosecuted to the tune of $5.5 million under the current 
heritage legislation already. The mere lifting of the fines to that level will actually do very little, because the 
department already has the powers to impose very, very significant fines. The problem is that we actually have 
nobody up there doing the jobs that were committed to over many, many governments. 

I urge the minister to get his department to look at the number of issues that have surrounded this over time and 
what has been done, and what was committed to be done into the future. It is quite clear from the answer 
in June 2011 that a number of budgets were in place to assist in the development of a ranger program, a 
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monitoring program and the placement of officers to manage the process, and it has all fallen into one deep, dark 
black hole. 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [3.04 pm]: I rise this afternoon to make a contribution to 
the cognate debate on the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2014–15 Bill 2014 and the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2014–15 Bill 2014. I intended to make a contribution this 
morning to the Leader of the Opposition’s non-government business motion. I did not get the opportunity, but 
the comments I would have made then certainly fit into this debate and I will make some on education this 
afternoon. 

I will start with a bit of background on the education cuts. The Minister for Education revealed a few weeks ago 
that the state would adopt a new student-centred funding model, based on a review of school resources by 
Professor Richard Teese from Melbourne University. As the Leader of the Opposition said in her remarks this 
morning, Labor has no problem with a new funding model; however, it does have a problem with the way the 
state government, and indeed this minister, has carried out those plans. I have to say that it astounds me that 
schools in lower socioeconomic areas, and indeed regional Western Australia, are the big losers under this new 
student-centred funding model. 

Talking to school communities in my electorate and right around the state—whichever community it is—they 
are absolutely outraged. They were outraged last year when the state government slashed $185 million from the 
education budget for this year, and they are outraged again by the $45 million or thereabouts of funding cuts to 
high schools this year. Members may remember that earlier this year more than 43 000 Western Australians 
signed a petition against these budget cuts, and many tens of thousands of people turned out for a rally in Perth 
on this issue and against these cuts. In regional Western Australia hundreds, if not thousands, turned out to 
express their concern about the cuts. When I go around my electorate, wherever it is—Port Hedland, Tom Price, 
Karratha, Kalgoorlie, Broome, Carnarvon; it does not matter which—people are concerned by these education 
cuts. 

On 1 April this year a rally against the school cuts was held in Port Hedland and was attended by hundreds of 
people. People are busy everywhere, but the people in Hedland are particularly busy because a sizeable 
proportion of the population works in the mining sector and not a great number of people can easily get out of 
work during the day. Hundreds of people turned out for this rally. I said at the time that, sure, the state 
government is having problems balancing its budget, but I did not think it made sense for it to slash 
$183 million from the education budget while it went ahead with projects like Elizabeth Quay and the stadium. I 
am not saying we should not have the stadium, but I am saying that if money is tight and has to be saved—if it 
could not spend as much money as it had been spending over the past few years—then surely something like that 
should be slowed down, rather than taking money out of and slashing the education system. 

We have four state primary schools in Hedland, and since that time I have heard from schools that have lost 
much-valued and much-needed education assistants and Aboriginal and Islander education officers. I think that, 
coupled with the hiring freeze of earlier this year, meant that people who members would expect to be in a 
classroom or teaching in a school were missing. In the case of one of the primary schools — 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am not taking any interjections this afternoon, Madam Acting President 
(Hon Alanna Clohesy); I am simply giving my speech to you. I am not taking interjections. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Alanna Clohesy): Order. Hon Stephen Dawson has the call. He has 
indicated that he will not be taking interjections. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The nice thing about these appropriation debates, of course, is that every member 
of this place is welcome to give a contribution to the debate. If members wish to make a contribution this 
afternoon, I look forward to listening to them. 

I was saying that, coupled with a hiring freeze this year, schools in Port Hedland and indeed throughout my 
electorate were missing teachers. In one primary school in Port Hedland a school went without a physical 
education teacher for a term. 

Hon Peter Collier: That’s wrong. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: A school went without a physical education teacher for a term. That is a real 
concern to me because we know that society has an issue with childhood obesity and we should all be concerned 
about childhood obesity. However, in this case a school went without a physical education teacher. To me that is 
simply wrong. 
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Hon Peter Collier: That assumption is wrong. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Over the past few months a school in Tom Price was faced with going for a term 
without a year 7 teacher. I cannot hear the minister say I am wrong on this one. 

Hon Peter Collier: You are wrong! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: A school was facing a term without a year 7 teacher. In this case the school had 
employed the teacher and had expected the teacher to start on a Monday. On the previous Friday the school had 
to tell the teacher that they could not start because the education department had told the school that a hiring 
freeze had come into existence.  

Hon Peter Collier: That’s wrong! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is not wrong, minister. I was in the media on it and the minister made comment 
on it. I have emails on it. 

Hon Peter Collier: You send me an email and we will review it. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will, absolutely! I will send the minister whatever I have. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, minister! 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, minister, thank you! When I say “order” I do mean it. 
Hon Stephen Dawson has the call. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In this year’s second term a year 7 teacher in Tom Price Primary School was 
almost not allowed to start teaching a classroom of children. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! It is not even close to afternoon teatime. Hon Stephen Dawson has the call 
and will be heard in silence. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I was talking about Tom Price Primary School, which faced a term without having 
a classroom teacher. It was proposed at the time simply that the year 7 class would not be disbanded but students 
from the class would be split up and put into different classrooms with different teachers. I found that 
outrageous. Granted that “outrageous” is one of my favourite words and I probably use it too many times, but I 
was appalled—I was absolutely appalled! It just astounds me that any classroom of children could go for a term, 
or however long, without a full-time teacher in front of it. Secondly, these students are about to embark next year 
on high school, and I was astounded that they would have at least a term with whomever—relief teachers or 
temporary teachers. There was a bit of a media flurry with letters and emails sent, and I am pleased to say that a 
few days later there was a backflip and the school did get a teacher. I was going to give the minister credit in this 
case as I thought he had intervened, but he is telling me this afternoon that I am either telling lies or I do not 
know what I am talking about. I will therefore go back and take out my notes and emails again and perhaps I can 
make another contribution next week in another debate when I can point out the facts. 

Hon Peter Collier: I look forward to that. I really look forward to your email. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I look forward; absolutely! 

So, that was Tom Price, and that happened earlier in the year. Since then, of course, we were told a few weeks 
ago that Tom Price Senior High School is one of those schools that will lose out on $250 000 worth of funding 
next year, and I dare say again the year after and the year after that. It will probably lose $1 million over the next 
few years. While I am on the issue of Tom Price, I asked the minister a question without notice yesterday about 
whether Tom Price Senior High School would have enough buildings for the incoming year 7s next year. I was 
happy with the minister’s response yesterday but I have not been happy with the department’s response to the 
school and the school board over the past few weeks and months. I believe the response given by the department 
to the school and to the board was unsatisfactory. Plain and simply there must be a classroom for these year 7 
students next year, and I was pleased that the minister gave a sensible response in question time yesterday. So, 
that is Tom Price. 

I have been to Karratha a few times in the past few months and talked to schools. In fact I visited some schools 
in Karratha with the Leader of the Opposition. Although we did not talk to teachers at schools about the school 
cuts, as that was not appropriate, we did talk to many parents after hours and to some representatives of the 
parents and citizens associations. I must say that occurred not only with the Leader of the Opposition in this 
place, but also on a separate trip with the Labor Leader of the Opposition, Hon Mark McGowan. We also met 
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with school representatives and P&C representatives. We met with the P&C president of Karratha Primary 
School, a representative from Karratha Senior High School and parents, and they too expressed their concerns 
about the budget cuts. This was before the minister’s recent announcement that, again, Karratha Senior High 
School is one of those schools that will lose out on $250 000 this year and money again over the next few years. 

Hon Peter Collier: It is a magnificent new school, Karratha high school. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I do not need to take an interjection, as I was going to make the point that Karratha 
high school is a nice new school. It has only recently been opened, but there is no point in having a brand-new 
school with brand-new buildings if it cannot afford to run the place and cannot afford to teach the kids at that 
school. So I say again that the Karratha community was and continues to be concerned about the Barnett 
government’s budget cuts—the ones this year and the ones to be made in 2015 and beyond. 

I will move on to Kalgoorlie, which is another community concerned about these budget cuts. In fact, I have 
been to Kalgoorlie in the last couple of weeks since the minister made his announcement. Sure, under royalties 
for regions Kalgoorlie–Boulder Community High School will get $45 million pumped into it to bring the 
buildings up to standard. It will be a good school. However, again, I echo my comments about Karratha. It is fine 
and it is really great having a new building, a new school and new facilities, but what use are new buildings and 
new facilities if plain and simply the school cannot provide a quality education? I am not suggesting that a cut of 
$250 000 will totally drag down the education provided at that school, as I know from speaking to some of the 
teachers at that school that it has some very committed staff. However, my concern is that regional Western 
Australia does struggle, as it is not always provided with the same breadth of courses that are provided in the 
metropolitan area. Many communities in regional Western Australia also struggle to keep quality staff. Some 
teachers decide to go out and work in the regions for a time and then come back to the metropolitan area. Some 
make that decision based on the fact that some regional communities do not have the same access to quality 
services that there are in the metropolitan area. I would contend that we have a better quality of life in the 
regions but we certainly do not have the same access to services. Teachers therefore do move on, and I cannot 
fault them for that. However, parents get stressed when resources are taken out of regional schools, whether it be 
these funding cuts, the Aboriginal and Islander education officers, or the education assistants such as those who 
were taken out earlier in the year.  

Many parents in regional Western Australia are already sending their children to the metropolitan area because 
they believe that the quality of education provided in the metropolitan area is better than that provided in the 
regions. In some cases, parents send their kids to boarding schools. In Kalgoorlie in the past few weeks, a mum 
and dad have told me that the latest round of funding cuts has made them come to the decision that they will not 
keep their kids at the state school next year and in fact will send them to an independent school. I think that is a 
shame. It is not that John Paul College in Kalgoorlie is not a good school; it certainly is. I think it is a shame that 
parents are not keeping their children in state schools essentially because of this government’s budget cuts. That 
is Kalgoorlie. 

I have visited Broome in the past few weeks; in fact, I saw the minister at an event at Broome Senior High 
School a few weeks ago. Some new classroom facilities and a new performing arts centre were officially opened 
by the minister. They are fantastic facilities that, again, are long overdue. I think the minister may have said at 
the time that they are not world class but are certainly some of the leading facilities in the state. Any school, 
private or state, would be very happy to have such facilities. They were very good. However, other schools in 
Broome and the Kimberley, not just this school, are also under attack and have lost funding as a result of the 
government’s move to student-centred funding. I think Broome Senior High School will lose approximately 
$250 000 next year, and that is on top of the primary schools in the Broome area that lost Aboriginal and 
Islander education officers and education assistants earlier in the year. That has meant that language classes in 
some of those schools are in jeopardy. Students in some primary schools in Broome have been taught Yawuru, 
which is the local traditional language. I think that is great. As someone who comes from Ireland, Gaelic was my 
first language, so I think it is fabulous for young kids to learn languages early. It is a great project. The local 
training officers work in collaboration. I visited the new Yawuru education centre. It is a fabulous little facility. 
It concerns me that those Yawuru language classes are in jeopardy as a result of funding cuts this year, not next 
year. It also concerned me when I was in Broome last week to hear that the Indonesian classes at one of the 
primary schools also are in jeopardy. 

It is fair to say that the school principals in that town do a tremendous job. Some of them have been able to be 
creative to ensure that they did not lose as many AIEOs and EAs as were anticipated; however, it has meant that 
we are losing language classes, particularly Aboriginal language classes, and I think that is a real shame. That is 
Broome. 
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I will recap. What have we had? This year, cuts of between $183 million and $185 million were announced. In 
the past few weeks, $45 million has been cut from high schools in 2015 and more money onwards — 

Hon Peter Collier: No; it’s over five years. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes. Let me keep going. The minister can make his comments later. I was saying 
that $45 million will be taken out of high schools from this year and onwards. 

Hon Peter Collier: For five years. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thank you. That will be on the record now because I have acknowledged the 
minister’s interjection. So, $185 million has been slashed from the education budget this year. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You gave a commitment that you wouldn’t accept interjections. You’ve broken your 
commitment! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am only a newbie in this place, so I am not without fault! 

An amount of $45 million will be taken out of high schools around the state. A growing list of school 
maintenance needs to be undertaken in state schools around the state; in fact, lists have been tabled in this place 
in the past few months and those lists keep growing. I have paid attention to the schools in my electorate, but I 
am sure that it is the same in metropolitan Western Australia. More transportable classrooms are also being used. 
I think those four things together lead us down the path to the standard of education in this state dropping, and 
that is a terrible, terrible shame. 

Earlier today the minister said that he had asked schools to tighten their belts. I think the minister has removed 
their belts. Plainly and simply, he has removed their belts and their trousers are hanging down now. It is a real 
shame. He says that our schools are the best funded in the country, or whatever. Plainly and simply, he has taken 
massive amounts of money out of the education system in this state, and that is a crying shame. I do not think 
that Professor Teese suggested that money be removed from the system. Absolutely he said that we should have 
a new student-centred funding model, but I do not think he said that big amounts of money should be slashed out 
of the system. I think he said that more money should be put into the system. We all believe that we have to put 
more money into the early years, but I do not believe we should be taking huge amounts out of the education 
system. 

They are a few contributions that I would have made this morning about education, but I think, given that we are 
talking about appropriations this afternoon, they are very valid today because this government is slashing money 
out of the education system. 

I will move on to another few issues that I would like to raise. The next issue relates to a number of children and 
family centres in my electorate. I have recently written to the minister about the Baya Gawiy centre in 
Fitzroy Crossing. It has a longer name than that; however, it would take me about a week to say it and I cannot 
promise to say it correctly! The Baya Gawiy centre is a fabulous children and family centre in Fitzroy Crossing. 
It was originally funded under the Council of Australian Governments National Partnership Agreement on 
Indigenous Early Childhood Development. I know that my colleague Hon Alanna Clohesy spoke about some of 
the federal government’s recent decisions, but this centre is now in jeopardy as a result of the Abbott government 
deciding to cease funding for these centres. Of course, it is not just this centre in Fitzroy Crossing that is in 
jeopardy; there are also centres in Roebourne, Halls Creek and Wyndham, and there is one more. Also, at least 
one centre in the Swan region in the metropolitan area is in jeopardy. These centres are wonderful early 
childhood learning units. The Fitzroy Crossing centre also provides a one-stop shop for families with young 
children to access a range of child and allied health services from visiting and local clinicians. They are very 
similar to the child and parent centres that the state has funded and is rolling out around the state. In fact, again, I 
was very pleased to be at the official opening by the minister of the child and parent centre in South Hedland a 
few weeks ago. It is always good to see the minister in my electorate and it is always good when he opens new 
things and gives out money. It does not happen very often; he is mostly taking money away. However, twice in 
the past few weeks I have had the pleasure of being at a school when the minister has officially opened 
something and done some good. The centre in South Hedland is great. 

The centre in Fitzroy Crossing also does a great job. The extra thing about the centre in Fitzroy Crossing is that it 
is essentially the only childcare service in Fitzroy Crossing. All the public servants in town who have children 
and Aboriginal families engaged in the system access the service. It is part of the social integrity of the town and 
it has become a key asset in Fitzroy Crossing. The 16 child and parent centres are in communities that do not 
have a child and family centre. The centres have told me it was decided that if a town or community had a child 
and family centre funded by the federal government, the new centres funded by the state are essentially the same 
and we do not need two in the same town. But as a result of the Abbott government’s decision to cease the 
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National Partnership Agreement for Indigenous Early Childhood Development, centres in communities in my 
electorate that really need them are in jeopardy. It is a real shame. I have written to the minister to ask him to 
take immediate action to ensure that these vital services do not close. Bear in mind, these federally funded 
centres are new. In many cases they have opened in only the past few months, but already we are seeing benefits 
in those communities. It would be a very big shame for those centres to close. I am not playing politics this 
afternoon, but I implore the minister to seriously consider the future of these centres and not let them close 
because they are vital. I think in the case of the Baya Gawiy centre in Fitzroy Crossing, the operational funding 
is about $900 000 a year. The federal agreement ceased on 30 June 2014 and, thankfully, the state government 
was able to roll over some unspent funds, so I think all those centres will operate until at least the end of this 
year, although now I am thinking about it, some will go to the end of this year but some are in jeopardy of 
closing on 30 September. Each of them in those communities is really important and I urge this minister not to 
let them close. 

We all know the importance of early childhood education. Last week I received a policy brief from the Royal 
Children’s Hospital in Melbourne, which referred to early childhood education and care and how important it is 
we get in early. In the past, we thought it was okay to get to kids when they turned five or when they went to 
school, but the experts tell us it should be earlier; the earlier we get them the better. We have to get in early to 
the families in some of the lower socioeconomic communities and many of the communities in my electorate 
that do not have a history of regular attendance at preschool, day care or whatever and engage them. It is not a 
matter of just taking the children for a couple of hours a day; it is about bringing in the mum and dad and 
engaging them in the learning activities in the centre. That has been happening in the child and parent centres 
and the child and family centres. We are in jeopardy of losing that capacity if we let those five centres in my 
electorate close. If members have not received this policy brief from the Royal Children’s Hospital in 
Melbourne, I would be very happy to send a copy to their office because I think it is a good paper that pinpoints 
exactly how important early childhood intervention is to get them on the right track because their learning starts 
that early. 

I move to other issues that have been raised with me over the past couple of weeks since we last met in this 
place. The next issue relates to the WA Redress scheme, which was a policy announced by the last Labor 
government before it left office. I had a letter from Kimberley Community Legal Services Inc a couple of weeks 
ago about the case of a Miss Philomena Bin Haji Ali. I mention Philomena’s name this afternoon because the 
letter expressly states that she is agreeable to me raising her concerns in Parliament. Ordinarily, I would not 
mention someone’s name, certainly not without their approval. The KCLS wrote to me a couple of weeks ago 
saying that it was acting on behalf of Philomena, an Aboriginal woman who lives in Wyndham. Like many other 
Aboriginal women who live in the Kimberley, Philomena missed out on applying to the WA Redress scheme 
because she did not hear about it when it opened, and this is not an isolated case. The KCLS has been very 
proactive in bringing these cases to my attention. It has also been contacted by a range of other Aboriginal 
people throughout the electorate about this matter. Philomena initially wrote to the Minister for Indigenous 
Affairs in March last year about missing out on the scheme. The minister passed her letter to Minister Simpson, 
the Minister for Community Services, because the scheme was operated by the then Department for 
Communities. When Minister Simpson responded to the concerns raised by the Kimberley Community Legal 
Services, he wrote a nice letter and expressed how unfortunate it was that Philomena had missed out. He said 
that the scheme had been widely promoted and that the government had no plans to reopen the scheme. Many of 
these people live in remote communities in Western Australia and they do not get a regular newspaper. In fact, in 
many communities they do not readily have access to TV news and advertisements. Although this scheme was 
open from 2008, it closed mid-2009 and people did not hear about it. I think decisions then — 

Hon Nick Goiran: Who set up the scheme? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If members had been listening to my contribution earlier, they would have heard 
me say that the former Labor government set up this scheme. Obviously, people have selective hearing. 

I am saying now that although the scheme closed in 2009, a decision was not made on many of the claims until 
2011, so it kept going for a long time. It was 2011 when some people finally heard that they would get a 
payment; however, lots of people missed out. This is just one letter I am raising this afternoon but many more 
have not said I could raise their concerns in Parliament, but let me assure the house that I have received many 
letters and many people have missed out on this scheme. If ever there was a scheme that the government should 
fund that can make a difference to people’s lives, this is such a scheme. The amounts of money are not huge but 
the scheme has been symbolic to lots of people. It has made a difference in acknowledging some of the terrible 
things that happened in their lives. It has allowed them to draw a line in the sand and move on. The KCLS is 
asking that the government consider reviewing the effectiveness of the scheme and look at how many people 
missed out and whether the scheme was advertised properly and the right people consulted, because it is a crying 
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shame for those who missed out. I have written also on this issue to a number of ministers and I look forward to 
their responses. I will keep raising these matters in this place and through correspondence over the next few 
months. 

I will move on to another issue. I am pleased the Minister for Agriculture and Food is in the chamber because I 
can give the Minister for Education a break for a while. This issue relates to the RSPCA. This would not be new 
to the minister, given that we share an electorate. The minister would have seen some of terrible things that 
happened in the Kimberley earlier this year when there was a spate of animal cruelty actions or activities, 
particularly in the West Kimberley. The RSPCA did some work on that issue—I think Hon Ken Travers might 
have been involved in some meetings with the RSPCA and been briefed on this issue—and it put together a 
proposal to try to combat this animal cruelty and improve animal welfare in Broome and the West Kimberley. 
The proposal that the RSPCA put together involved consultation between the Shire of Broome and the Shire of 
Derby–West Kimberley, the police, the traditional owners, the Yawuru, SAFE Broome, Broome residents, and a 
range of other people. It was well publicised in the community. The proposal called on the state government to 
provide funding to the RSPCA on top of the funding that it gets for its statewide services. It was limited funding 
for the next three years, I think, to target this issue. 

Hon Ken Baston: Yes. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In the presentation that the RSPCA provided to members, there were some terrible, 
terrible pictures of horrible, horrible things that had happened to animals in Derby and the West Kimberley, with 
puppies found embedded in windscreens, and dog’s heads found hanging off railings and wires. It was horrid. 
The RSPCA after this consultation put together a plan—which it asked the minister and the state government to 
fund—to place education officers in Broome and the West Kimberley so that through proper education this 
problem could be targeted and stopped. I know that the minister gave this matter consideration. However, as we 
are talking about money bills this afternoon, I am disappointed that no extra money could be found to be put into 
this project, because it is certainly warranted. I think that the amount of funding that was sought was $900 000 
per annum, so it was a large amount of money. I also know that there are many issues in our electorate that 
require money. But this education campaign would have provided benefits in many areas, so I am disappointed 
that no money has been received for this project. 

Hon Ken Baston: Did you say no money? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No—no extra money for this project. 

Hon KEN BASTON: There is $75 000 for SAFE. 

Hon Peter Collier: He is not taking interjections. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This minister makes sensible interjections. If the minister is providing value to the 
comments I am making this afternoon, then certainly I am happy to hear from the minister. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Will you take sensible interjections from non-ministers or are you an elitist? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is just sensible ministers that I want to hear from this afternoon. 
I was aware that some money went to SAFE. I had forgotten about that $75 000, and I congratulate the minister 
for that. But we need a bit more money. I know that Hon Rick Mazza, who is in the chamber listening to the 
debate, does not like the RSPCA. 
Hon Rick Mazza: That is not true. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry. I know that Hon Rick Mazza keeps an eye on the RSPCA. 
Hon Rick Mazza: That is more appropriate; that is better. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: However, this would have been money well spent. This project certainly deserves 
consideration. I hope, minister, that it is not lost forever and that in the next couple of years the minister will find 
some money to enable this education campaign to be run by the RSPCA, because it would be very beneficial. 
Hon Ken Baston: There has been a concerted effort there, as you well know, but it is a huge issue. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes, it is. Thanks, minister. 

I want to move on to a couple of other issues. I am running out of time this afternoon so I will not dwell on these 
issues for too long, although they are also of great importance. The next issue I want to talk about relates to 
Marble Bar. In the last few weeks of the last session of Parliament, I mentioned that the Marble Bar community 
had raised with me the terrible quality of the telecommunications system in the town. In the last couple of weeks 
I have gone to Marble Bar and have met with the Marble Bar Community Resource Centre and other residents in 
the town, and also with a couple of people from Telstra, including the regional manager, to discuss these 
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concerns. I am very pleased that the people from Telstra took the time to meet with me. I also spoke to Allen 
Cooper, the chief executive officer of the Shire of East Pilbara, this morning on this issue. Telstra says that the 
upload and download speeds are within range. However, when I was in Marble Bar, I sat down with Kim 
Mackay, who runs the Marble Bar CRC, and we opened a website and monitored the upload and download 
speeds, and it was terrible. I hear anecdotally that at the time of the federal senate election earlier this year, the 
internet speeds in that community were suddenly much better. That is because the Australian Electoral 
Commission was uploading stuff straight onto the net. However when the AEC left town, the speeds went down 
again. I will continue to work with the Marble Bar CRC and other members of the community, and I am hoping 
to have a bigger community meeting in the town and to get Telstra there. Although telecommunications is a 
federal issue in many respects, the state has a regional mobile telecommunications project, and an amount of 
$45 million over the next four years is in the budget to tackle telecommunications black spots and improve 
regional telecommunications services. The Attorney General and Minister for Commerce is away from 
Parliament on urgent parliamentary business this afternoon, but I will seek to have a conversation with him to 
see whether there might be some capacity in that scheme to improve telecommunications in Marble Bar. So I 
will keep working with the Marble Bar community on that issue. 

The other issue that I want to touch on briefly relates to the goldfields–Esperance revitalisation fund. I was 
pleased that the Leader of the Opposition in the other place, Hon Mark McGowan, and I were able to get a 
briefing and to meet with Steve Robins, the acting chief executive officer of the Goldfields–Esperance 
Development Commission, last week or the week before in Kalgoorlie, and we welcomed him to town and also 
talked to him about the revitalisation fund and its status. I am not sure whether members know—Hon Dave 
Grills would certainly know—that $186 million has been put aside for that fund. It is fair to say that shires in the 
region were expecting that most, if not all, of that money would be spent on a variety of projects that need 
funding. However, the state government decided to use $45 million of that $186 million towards the high school 
revitalisation that I mentioned earlier. It also used $6.2 million of that funding for a new arts centre and 
$38 million for overtaking lanes on the goldfields–Esperance highway. That left about $90 million in the fund. 
Since that time, there has been a call for applications to be made for funding, and 12 of those projects will be 
invited to submit more information. However, I am concerned about the process, because people can keep 
submitting projects and there is no end date. I am also not sure about how the decisions are being made. There is 
an advisory group made up of some public servants and the members for Eyre and Kalgoorlie, and they will 
decide on which projects will be forwarded to the minister. However, I am not sure about how that system will 
work.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [3.49 pm]: I begin my comments on 
the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2014–15 Bill 2014 and the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Recurrent 2014–15 Bill 2014 by recording my support for the comments made by the President on 
behalf of all of us on the first day of sitting after the winter break when he spoke about the shocking loss of life 
in the downing of flight MH17 while we were on the winter recess. Just by way of an aside, in the week leading 
up to the memorial held at Scotch College I was visiting schools, including Scotch College. I had the opportunity 
to observe the preparations that Scotch was making because Mo, one of the Maslin children, who have become 
the symbolic face of the truly awful consequences of that act of terrorism, was a student at Scotch. I was able to 
observe the work that his class was doing in their art room to prepare tiles, which each boy was painting, to be 
part of the memorial that Scotch will eventually put in place to honour Mo and everybody else who lost their life 
in that truly shocking act of terrorism. I therefore wanted to add my support to the comments by the President.  

I want to talk about two issues with the appropriations bills. One is my concern that these appropriations and this 
budget do not prepare Western Australian government service delivery agencies for, or cushion them against, the 
tsunami of consequences that will flow from the cuts made in the Liberal Abbott government’s budget. A couple 
of members have touched already on some of the things in the Abbott budget. The significance of that for us as a 
state Parliament is that it is state governments that deliver the services on the front line and that will be faced 
with the consequences of the impacts of those cuts. I also want to touch a bit more on education because I did not 
get the opportunity to canvass all the things I wanted to canvass in this morning’s debate.  

I will start with the first one, the tsunami of demand that is coming our way as a result of the cuts by the Abbott 
government. The attack on social supports for those who are most disadvantaged in our community is distressing 
and disturbing and will have a direct impact on us. I refer to changes to unemployment benefits such that young 
people, defined by the Abbott government as anyone under 30, will not be eligible to receive unemployment 
benefits for the first six months after they become unemployed. There are significant cuts to funding in the area 
of homelessness and employment support services. This house has already debated twice the impact of one of 
those services that run across Western Australia—that is, Youth Connections. Early childhood services will also 
be impacted on and there is a lot of concern about what will happen if the Abbott government does not continue 
its funding for the additional four hours of kindy time. If it chooses not to continue that kindy time funding and 
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the Barnett government chooses not to fill the gap, the 30 000 kids due to enrol in kindy next year would 
effectively have one half-day a week taken off them. That will create a lot of chaos and it will certainly lead to 
job losses in those schools. After that I want to touch on education.  

Global figures show that the Abbott government has taken $1 billion from child care and $30 billion from school 
funding. It has got rid of the schoolkids bonus and made significant changes to family tax benefit B. These things 
constitute—it is not only me who thinks this—a broken promise on behalf of the Prime Minister Abbott about 
what he would and would not do if he was elected and who he would and would not protect. The Western 
Australian government would do well to provide some advice to the Abbott government on this issue, because 
this government is feeling the pain of the tag of being a government that has broken election promises time after 
time. We saw a flurry of activity, but the Premier’s wish that the bad times were behind the government turned 
out to be in vain because a few ministers went out and said a few stupid things. It turns out the bad times are not 
behind the government, but part of the flurry of activity and the reason that the Premier wanted to draw a line 
under what he calls the bad times is that the government realised that the issue of broken promises has hurt it and 
is hurting it electorally. I think this government is in a good position to offer advice to its Liberal allies in the 
federal government that they go down the path of breaking so many promises at their peril, because the 
electorate will not forgive them for it.  

I will refer to the detail of the changes to the federal budget that I think will have an impact on service delivery 
agencies in Western Australia. The Australian Council of Social Service, the peak body for social services in this 
country, has done a lot of work to analyse the impact of the budget. One of the things of concern to ACOSS, and 
indeed to all of us as Western Australians who are not protected from all this, is the rise in unemployment. On 
8 August, last week, ACOSS made these comments — 

... the sharp rise in unemployment is disturbing and highlights the risks posed by current Federal 
Government proposals that strip away supports and payments for people struggling to find paid work, 
especially young people. 

“The latest unemployment figures expose the folly of policies that cast young people adrift without 
income support for six months and make them search for 40 jobs a month,” said ACOSS CEO Dr 
Cassandra Goldie. 

“The reality is that it’s becoming increasingly difficult to find work — 

That is the case even here in Western Australia. We have been buffered for a while now, but the slowdown in the 
resources sector is having an impact on unemployment rates. She said also — 

“The reality is that it’s becoming increasingly difficult to find work, not easier. In many parts of the 
country, the jobs simply aren’t there. There are less jobs available to young people now than there were 
before the GFC six years ago. 

“The answer is not to make people search harder, or push them into failed ‘work for the dole’ programs. 

“The starting point for policies that work to reduce youth unemployment is the transition from school to 
paid work. Young people are not getting the career advice and support they need at school, and schools 
are not well connected with local employers and support services.  

She also mentions the Youth Connections program. I would add that the increase in TAFE fees combined with 
changes at the federal level will make it harder for young people to get a qualification or to improve their 
qualifications. The increase in TAFE fees by the Barnett government has put out of the reach of many young 
people the prospect of getting a qualification that would improve their prospects in the job market.  

ACOSS made the point that one of the things in the budget that it commended was the — 

... announcement of wage subsidies to give long term unemployed young people a foot up in the tough 
jobs market.  

I would add to that my commendation to the Abbott government for the subsidy for unemployed people aged 
over 50 years. But, unfortunately, the benefits of those two measures are very significantly outweighed by the 
devastating impact of the other measures. 

Another interesting analysis of the federal government’s budget was done by Choice. It released material 
immediately after the budget supporting the notion put together by others that those on low incomes will be hit 
hardest by the budget changes. The reason I want to make these points in the debate on the appropriations bill is 
that people on low incomes are the ones who will be trying to get onto the public housing waitlist, here in 
Western Australia; who might end up trying to get support because they are homeless, here in Western Australia; 
who will need emergency relief to pay their bills, here in Western Australia; and who will need assistance to 
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manage their water and electricity bills. The impact of that for us and for the Western Australian government 
will be an increase in demand for things that the state budget is already struggling to pay for. I do not think that 
the Western Australian budget has prepared this government for the demand that will come at us. That is not just 
the things that this government has control over, but the things that the Abbott government has done. We need to 
prepare ourselves for that incredibly serious increase in demand. 
The Choice commentary referred to the National Centre for Social and Economic Modelling’s budget analysis, 
which showed that the poorest 20 per cent of the country will pay $1.1 billion more to the government than the 
richest households. Those figures show that a third of the budget cuts—$6 billion worth of budget cuts—will fall 
on those earning between $45 000 and $63 000 a year. I know that from time to time some members of 
Parliament complain that the MPs salaries do not match what we could earn if we were in the corporate sector, 
but I ask members to think about our incomes and how they would manage to look after their families if their 
household income for the year was between $45 000 and $63 000. According to the report, low-and-middle 
income sole parents will be worse off; losing between $4 000 and $6 250 on earnings of less than $60 000 by 
2017.  
The analysis commissioned to look at the impact of the budget also looks at the effect of budget changes on 
household incomes over four years and includes changes to welfare, pensions and taxation, as well as the impact 
of getting rid of the carbon and mining taxes. According to Choice, this news comes on the back of figures 
released by the Salvation Army Australia, at around the time of the federal budget, that nearly one quarter of the 
people living on welfare are already unable to afford medical treatment when needed and 34 per cent are unable 
to buy medicines prescribed by their doctor. There is a notion that a $7 co-payment fee to attend the doctor will 
not have a significant impact on the nation’s health. If members think that will have no impact in Western 
Australia; who is it that turns up at the emergency departments of hospitals run by the state government? It is 
people who cannot afford to go to their general practitioner. The federal government thinks it has got around that 
by saying that it is okay for the state government to charge that $7 fee. Really—as though that is a solution. For 
members sitting in this chamber, $7 to go to the doctor does not sound like much. We are not eligible for bulk-
billing. It cost me—I do not know what it was now—$75 last time I went to a GP. It is not an issue for me. For 
most Australians, a fee of $7 might not sound like much, but for someone who lives on less than $35 a day, 
including their housing costs, the Salvation Army makes the point that this is yet another burden on their already 
fragile financial situation. The Salvation Army also said that of those people on welfare, one in four is unable to 
afford a substantial meal at least once a day, 28 per cent had to live without heating in at least one room in their 
house throughout winter, 38 per cent did not have regular social contact, 47 per cent reported they were unable to 
find someone to help them when they needed help, and 91 per cent of respondents had limited or no savings for 
emergencies.  
Where will those people go in Western Australia? They will go to a few places that will probably include 
Centrelink, which is the biggest service delivery agency of the commonwealth government in Western Australia, 
but I think every member in this chamber knows that most of the services these people will be turning up at to 
seek assistance will have some financial connection to the Western Australian state government. It is state-
government funded agencies, whether in the public sector or non-government organisations, that will be picking 
up the burden from Tony Abbott’s cuts. I desperately want to see Colin Barnett do what he said he would do and 
stand up to Canberra. Putting aside the moral question about whether this is the right or wrong way to treat 
people on low incomes, the state cannot afford to pick up the burden that is coming our way from Tony Abbott’s 
budget cuts on low-income Western Australians. 
I will talk a little more about the $7 co-payment. According to Choice , those changes mean lower rebates or a 
co-payment to see a GP, to get tests and X-rays; higher costs for medications; higher bills from specialists; the 
pharmaceutical benefits scheme safety net thresholds have been increased; big holes in the Medicare safety net; 
no more assistance for out-of-pocket costs; longer waiting lists for public hospitals because that is where these 
people will go instead of going to their GP; lower rebates for those who can afford private health insurance 
premiums; and more people having to pay the Medicare levy surcharge. I do not mind paying the Medicare levy 
surcharge. I am happy to pay it, because I am happy to make a financial contribution to one of the best health 
systems in the world, but I do object to the burden unfairly being put on those, who unlike me, cannot afford to 
do so. In respect of the $7 co-payment and out-of-hospital pathology and X-rays, which are currently bulk-billed, 
with a cap of a maximum of 10 patient contributions per calendar year across these services for concession-card 
holders and children under 16 years, the federal government very generously said that states will be able to 
charge a $7 co-payment for visits to emergency departs, although whether they choose to do so remains to be 
seen. The WA government Minister for Health, Kim Hames, is on the record saying that he does not particularly 
want to do that, but he certainly has not ruled it out as something that this government might feel it has to do to 
recoup some of the extra costs. The Medicare rebate for those services will be reduced by $5. If a person is not 
currently bulk-billed, they will not pay a co-payment, but they will receive $5 less back from Medicare. For me, 
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that will not be a drama, but it will be for many people. I know people who will be affected by this. These are 
people with chronic illnesses for whom the 10-visits protection will not protect from an impact on their already 
precarious financial position. 
From 1 January 2015, the Abbott–Hockey budget proposes that we will all pay an additional $5 contribution for 
medications subsidised under the PBS that cost more than $37.70. If a person has a chronic illness and a reliance 
on regular medicines—I have had asthma for a long time and I take a puff of Symbicort, a preventative, every 
single day—there are very few medications that cost less than $37.70, so that will have a significant impact on 
people on low incomes and people with chronic illness. Concession cardholders will pay 80c more for 
pharmaceutical benefits scheme prescriptions that cost more than $6.10. If a person is living on $35 a day, which 
is the unemployment benefit, 80c matters. To me, if 80c fell out of my purse and behind the seat of the car, I 
would forget about it, but for those people on $35 a day, that 80c is a significant amount. If a person spends over 
a certain amount on PBS medications within one calendar year, they get the rest of the year’s medication cheaper 
or for free. Although that safety net will remain, which is a good thing, it will get decidedly less supportive. 
Under the current arrangements, from 12 January 2014 concessional cardholders can get free PBS medicine for 
the rest of the year once they have spent over $366, which is the equivalent of about 60 prescriptions a year. 
Other Medicare cardholders who spend more than $1 452 on PBS pay up to $6.10 for each subsequent PBS 
medication in a year. However, under the new arrangements proposed from 1 January 2015, the concessional 
safety net will kick in only after they have paid for 62 prescriptions; and the situation will get progressively 
worse, increasing by two prescriptions a year for the further three years, from 62 in 2015 to 68 in 2018. If that is 
not a piece of mathematical work done with no consideration of human beings, I do not know what is. The cost 
will increase over time and yet the government thinks somehow that it is fair to phase in the additional number 
of prescriptions and that will not have a devastating impact on people. It is ridiculous. That is evidence of 
someone who has taken a mathematical formula and applied it with no consideration to human beings.  

The general threshold will kick in only once a person has spent $1 597 per calendar year and will increase by 
10 per cent above inflation for a further three years. If a person needs a specialist, an allied health professional, a 
nurse practitioner, a midwife or a dental surgeon, then they are in trouble as well, because indexation of all 
Medicare benefits schedule fees has been suspended since 1 November 2013 and will continue to be suspended 
for a further two years. Indexation of fees in the Department of Veterans’ Affairs will also be suspended from 
1 July 2014.  

The good news is that the Medicare safety net, which kicks in once a person has spent a certain amount of 
money on doctors’ visits, will in most cases kick in at a lower amount. That is a good thing, but there are still 
huge holes, according to Choice , in that safety net. There will be new limits in the out-of-pocket costs for each 
service that can accumulate towards the safety net threshold. Once a person has reached the threshold, they will 
receive 80 per cent of their out-of-pocket expenses, which is down from 85 per cent, up to a cap of 150 per cent 
of the Medicare schedule fee. That means if a person’s doctor charges more than 150 per cent of the schedule 
fee, which is quite possible when it comes to specialists, that person is on their own as they only have limited 
protection against out-of-pocket costs. That safety net and the cost of attending specialists will not apply to 
people living on benefits, because they could not get anywhere near the private system to pay for those kinds of 
specialists. That is not going to affect them, because they will be in the public system; and they will be making 
greater demands on the public system. For those families who are still on low incomes but are working and 
earning, that will start to impact on their capacity to get specialist appointments, therapies and tests done in the 
private system; it will put it beyond their reach. What happens when that is beyond their reach? They will come 
to the public sector. Who is it that carries the can for the delivery of services throughout our public hospitals? It 
is the state government. That should be a motivation for Colin Barnett. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 5304.]  

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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