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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 26 June on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 1340A–D 
(budget papers 2018–19) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 10 May 2018. 

HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral — Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA) [2.40 pm]: To 
bring the house back to some of the comments I was making yesterday on the McGowan government’s second 
budget, I want to reflect on the Bay Village fly in, fly out camp in Karratha. For the benefit of members, a 700-bed 
FIFO camp was recently approved in the middle of Karratha. The Premier, the Minister for Lands, 
Hon Rita Saffioti, and the member for Pilbara commented that this was a jobs boon for Karratha. The simple reality 
is that if this was a jobs boon for Karratha, there would not be a need for a 700-bed FIFO camp in the middle of 
the town. Without a concerted agenda by government on regional development, the status quo of FIFO, which is 
a cancer on regional communities, will continue. We know that because we fought that position very hard in 
government. It is very difficult to have those types of conversations with organisations as large as Woodside, BHP 
and Rio Tinto, whose budgets are much larger than the state government’s budget and which can employ many 
more people to deliver their ideology of how they support their workforce, which may work for them but does not 
work for the people of regional Western Australia. The government needs to have a strong stance on that, because 
if it does not, we will see a continued pushback. The balance will get out of kilter, with those larger organisations 
dictating the agenda of regional development. 

Terry Redman, the former Minister for Regional Development, refused to sign a lease for Kurra Village, the BHP 
FIFO camp outside Newman. He took a stand to say that the government no longer accepted that FIFO camps 
were needed in towns in which the government had made concerted investment in the infrastructure of the 
community and when the towns could cope with the influx of workers. If this government was focused on local 
jobs and local content, it would have those types of conversations with Woodside and other organisations to shift 
the mentality away from FIFO to residential, but that is clearly not happening. As I said last night, the government 
is also not listening to the City of Karratha and the Karratha and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industry, 
which are the two leading organisations representing the people of Karratha in this argument. They have clearly 
said this to the government and Woodside on many occasions. I have met with Woodside on this issue and 
suggested that Karratha is ready and willing to take an extended workforce and that it can cope with that. The 
decision of this government to allow this FIFO camp to go ahead completely undermines the vision of the 
City of Karratha. It is exceptionally disappointing that this government finds itself in a position in which it has 
been captured by Woodside’s argument. To be able to deliver a regional development agenda, a government needs 
key leadership. We need the Premier, the Minister for Regional Development and the Minister for Transport; 
Planning; Lands to all be on the same page. They need to be listening to the community. I suggest that they have 
not done that in this case. Approving FIFO camps in the heart of a town like the City of Karratha is not about 
delivering good community or regional development outcomes. 

I also do not hold out much hope for a regional development agenda by this government when the current member 
for Pilbara, who says he has lived in the Pilbara for the last 16 years and has witnessed a massive transformation 
of Karratha from a town to a city with great new facilities, a hospital nearing completion and a new arts centre to 
name a few—he has witnessed that, described it and knows it—calls it a waste of expenditure. Everybody in the 
town of Karratha, in which he professes to have lived for the past 16 years, says the opposite. I do not understand 
that sort of position. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: He doesn’t live in Wembley, that’s for sure. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Good; neither do I! 

I will go through a couple of key projects in the Mining and Pastoral electorate that I indicated last night were 
really disappointing. Carnarvon had $13 million cut from Carnarvon Community College, which was again done 
without consultation. Claims that the government received a more favourable tender in the form of $13 million in 
savings is very hard to believe and very, very disconcerting for the people of Carnarvon, considering that that has 
been a very sensitive issue for that town as well. Funding for the new aged-care facility in Carnarvon has been cut 
as well, from $16.6 million to $10.5 million. That will have a direct impact on the number of beds that can be 
allocated in that facility. When we were in government, the number of beds going into that facility was 38; it is 
now going to be 21. Aged people who have lived in the town of Carnarvon may not now be able to stay there as 
a direct result of that decision. Thank you, McGowan government, for that decision. That is despite evidence that 
we have an ageing population. Cuts like this force the elderly to move from regional areas—places in which some 
of them have been for their entire lives. For some, their families still live regionally, which means that when they 
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have to move to Perth, they are isolated and lonely and have no-one who can come and look after their welfare. 
Carnarvon needs that facility. It needs a facility with enough beds to service the needs of the community. They 
have had their hopes dashed by the McGowan government. 

The budget failed to include adequate funding for aged care in the regions generally, with the Leonora aged-care 
facility not considered a priority. This government has also continued with its decision to not index the 
Country Age Pension Fuel Card to CPI, directly penalising seniors who live in regional areas. Labor considers 
itself to have the most regional members of this Parliament, so that is a terrible situation for them to be in. 

It was pleasing to see that the gold industry was spared another royalty attack. However, it is very clear from the 
Treasurer’s comments that, given any opportunity to have that legislation passed by this house, he will do it. The 
gold industry should stay on its guard, because the Premier and the Treasurer are coming after it. It is clearly in 
their sights, but the rest of the mining industry is not. I do not understand that. I would like the Premier or the 
Treasurer to explain their position. 

The decision to self-fund the exploration scheme will prove to have long-term impacts on the industry. This highly 
successful program delivers jobs and expansion in the mining industry, and it will feel the impacts. Others I will 
mention are the cut in funding to Laverton Hospital, the Coolgardie post office redevelopment and the Leonora 
business hub. All those communities have been neglected by the McGowan government. I said at the outset that 
much like its first, the second budget of this McGowan government is exceptionally disappointing for the people 
of regional Western Australia. As we travel around our electorates, we see the impacts of that every day. They are 
our friends and families and we want them to be heard by the McGowan Labor government. I said yesterday to 
the ministers in this house that they should be better than that. Let us see some love delivered to the people of 
regional Western Australia with the third budget of this government. I challenge the regional backbench members 
of this government to give their communities a voice around the decision-making table of government. 

HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [2.51 pm]: I rise after a year or so in Parliament and the delivery of 
the second budget of this government. I became a member of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations to learn and gain valuable experience. In the last 12 or so months, I have seen many things that I am 
not pleased with. I think this budget has forgotten about people and missed the mark. It is a disappointing budget. 
As the state leader of my party, I am not happy with the direction the state is going in. Western Australia has much 
promise, and we need a government that will look after all its people, not just the chosen ones in chosen areas. The 
Premier needs to be a Premier for the whole state, and I am not seeing that now or in the government’s two budgets. 
It is disappointing. As a member for the South West Region, I very clearly see where certain areas are missing out 
a great deal. People in many professions and vocations in regional areas are already struggling. It does not matter 
whether someone is in Kununurra or Walpole, the regional areas are struggling. 

This government’s formulation of the budget has not helped us. Not that long ago, one of our members stood and 
asked the government to seriously reconsider payroll tax in regional areas. Reducing payroll tax would encourage 
business development and growth, which would also help with employment. When I met with the Premier, I saw 
a twinkle in his eye; there was some interest there. I am saying to the Premier that now is the time. Regional areas 
are in desperate need of support, and reducing payroll tax or getting rid of it in certain areas would be a major 
boost right now. It would be a positive move for the Premier, and we are in desperate need of that. 

I hear the $41 billion debt mentioned a lot. Let us just go back a bit. It is not true. When the McGowan Labor 
government took over, the debt was $32.5 billion, not $41 billion. We keep hearing that figure all the time. The Barnett 
government had around $30 billion of debt, but Hon Mark McGowan and Hon Ben Wyatt wanted the job—they 
wanted to be in government. They need to own this debt and from here on in not refer to the debt of the previous 
government because it is a cop-out. The Labor and Liberal Parties have been around a long, long time and have a lot 
of experience. A lot of current members have been in opposition and government, so have the experience, and the 
Labor Party has now been given the opportunity and responsibility, so it should make the most of it. 

I have with me previous debt and revenue figures since the time of the Carpenter government. Although debt has 
grown over the years, so has revenue. State revenue is still quite strong. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: But, member, it is the net-debt-to-revenue ratio that is concerning. It has gone from 
around 45 per cent when we were in government up to about, I understand, 87 per cent. So you are quite right; you 
can’t just look at the absolute figures, but it is the net-debt-to-revenue ratio that is the critical factor. 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: I am sure the minister is right. Things have changed over the years, but we are 
heading in the wrong direction. Let us forget about the blame game. The Labor Party should get on with the 
business of being the government, taking responsibility and looking at how it can turn this around. 

This government was given an $11 billion loan. The highest loan of the previous government was $8 billion. We 
need to work so that we can get into a surplus situation and get rid of the debt. Surplus is not a dirty word, but at 
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this stage we are not heading in the right direction to get anywhere near that. This government clearly has 
a spending problem, and while that continues, surplus will be a long way away. 

I turn to the cost of living. During the 2017 election three main things resonated and were important to the 
Western Australian electorate. The first was unemployment, the second was the cost of living, and the third was 
the drug and crime problem in Perth. Not much has changed. The only difference is that the cost of living is now 
number one. As of 10 May, 53 803 people were using the hardship utility grant scheme. In the 2016–17 financial 
year, the overall figure was 42 000. There are still many months to go to add to that not-very-good figure. A lot of 
people out there are really struggling, and those people, as I mentioned at the start of my contribution, have been 
forgotten in this budget. The government has spent $25 million on HUGS in the last year, and an additional 
$5.6 million in financial counselling services—over $30 million in total. This year it has allocated $16 million, but 
the number of people who need this help has increased by 12 000. Members can see that there is real pain and 
suffering out there. I imagine the figures hide the real pain. So many people out there would not know about the 
system, or would not apply for it because they are too proud, or for some reason they have just been left off the 
list and cannot obtain this funding. I think the real figure is disastrous.  

We have had increases in the price of gas, water and electricity; fees and charges; licences on cars and boats; 
recreational fishing fees; and connection fees—you name it, there is a good chance it has gone up. I will quote an 
article from Shane Wright in The West Australian last year regarding the Treasurer, which states — 

He said to hit consumers any more would “burn down the house” at the worst possible time. 

Not only did he push households right to the edge of destruction and think it was the best possible course of action, 
but also he increased those charges further this year, with the promise of more pain to come. Last year, household 
costs rose by $440; this year they will rise by $292. That is well over $700 a year. People on low, set incomes 
cannot afford that and they are suffering, and more needs to be done to assist them. 

Spending on Metronet and other Perth-centric projects does not fully benefit the state, only Perth, or Labor’s mates, 
as I mentioned before. At this stage, I do not see the Premier being a Premier for all the people of WA. This 
government is banking on households carrying the economy until the government can get its act together. It more 
or less stated that in its outlook. Comments attributed to the Treasurer in a media statement are — 

“While some increases in household fees and charges were more than they would like, these increases 
are lower than last year. 

That is not good enough. We need to do better than that. 

Looking at minimum wages, tax cuts and what is going on, generally, right across Australia, I see the federal 
government giving out money and the state government taking money away. The people of Western Australia will 
not be any better off. We will have a look at how that will work out. The amount of $500 a year is still $500 a year. 
That is what I think people will generally get out of the tax cuts, on average. It should be more, but that is what 
the federal government can come up with at this stage. Right now, people need as much money in their back pocket 
as they can get. The cost of living has gone through the roof, house prices are higher than for any other generation, 
and wage growth is stagnant. There has been a 3.5 per cent increase and a wage rise up to, I think, $18.39 an hour. 
The take-home minimum pay is about $719.20, so the real increase is about $24.30. This is good, but only in that 
it is better than nothing. It is not good enough and it is not enough. Those increases are completely overshadowed 
by the increasingly higher costs of living imposed by both state and federal governments. What do people on the 
Newstart allowance and on Centrelink payments do about the continuing rise in the cost of living now? There is 
nowhere for them to go, other than to seek hardship utility grant scheme handouts. That is not a great position for 
them to be in. We are now talking about thousands and thousands of people being added to that list. 

While federal government members are double dipping in their entitlements, the federal government wants people 
to work until they are 70. These are people who have been working hard and paying taxes and we are trying to get 
more and more from our older generation. We have a long way to go. One Nation was here when the government 
sought to freeze politicians’ wages and those of public servants—the fat cats. We supported that. I do not believe 
that politicians are paid too much. However, I believe that people in WA are suffering at the moment. As a matter 
of fact, I think politicians’ wages should go up and some of their entitlements should go down. However, when 
the state is suffering, we need to show some leadership, so I supported the government, as did our crossbench 
members, because we in this house wanted to show leadership, and while people were suffering, we would take 
some pay cuts or at least not have any pay increases. It is about the government showing leadership. That is the 
one area in which it showed good leadership; it needs to show more of that in many other things that it does. 

The next thing I will talk about is seniors housing. Not a week goes by without someone coming into my office 
and pleading with me to do something about seniors housing. As a member for the South West Region, people 
from everywhere—Esperance, Kalgoorlie; you name it—are saying that they live in a little hut or a broken-down 
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caravan and cannot get a home. They may have gone through some misfortune or bad health. They are seniors 
who have worked for most of their life and they are virtually homeless or waiting on handouts from mates. Every 
now and then we hear about people who are lost in our community. I have a background of working with 
Indigenous people and I love the way Indigenous people look up to their elders. It is a cultural thing, but it used to 
be a cultural thing in whitefella life once. Now we seem to have a fascination with youth. I think that is a bad 
culture to adopt. We need to look up to our seniors, to protect them and to thank them for the years of work they 
have given to our society. We should never allow them to be without a home or a place in which to finish their life 
and their retirement in comfort and good health. When we let them down, as a society, we have a major problem. 

More needs to be done. Affordable prices need to be looked at, especially in regional areas, as I mentioned. The 
government needs to do more to alleviate the cost of moving house and downsizing. I am not at retirement age. 
When people have a family home that is in an inner suburban area or a regional area close to town, it is a perfect 
opportunity for young families to move in there—not move to the other side of Yanchep or further south than 
Mandurah when they are living and working in Perth. We need to encourage elder people to give up their family 
home when they are ready and to downsize and move into something that is more affordable and easier to maintain. 
We need to either drop or reduce stamp duty, so that they are not penalised for that. The people who buy the home 
will pay the stamp duty anyway, so the government will not miss out. We need to look at it as a seniors’ problem. 
I think it will free up the market and provide a lot more homes, especially closer to Perth, where we should 
encourage young families to move. We do not always need to give money for housing. Sometimes it is just a matter 
of rebates or concessions on stamp duty. We need to look seriously at that. When GST was introduced, I remember 
Mr Howard saying something about stamp duty going. Stamp duty is still here on everything. Maybe we should 
be looking at concessions and rebates for certain sections of the community, especially seniors. I would like to see 
that. More incentives need to be given to those who want to build and supply a home, not just first home buyers. 
Why can we not encourage seniors who have a bit of money to build, add to or make extensions to their home so 
that it will be suitable for them in their senior years? There is no reason we cannot do it. It is not a matter of giving 
them a second or third home loan; it is about reducing some of the stamp duty or some of the other charges.  

The government could do more with zoning and designating more areas for seniors living. I am not talking only 
about Ellenbrook. I know it has been done in some areas, but other areas need to be looked at. Stamp duty and 
state government charges are way too high. I may not be a libertarian like Hon Aaron Stonehouse, but I agree with 
many of the things that he says. This government is just gouging and gouging forever. The public gets very little 
from stamp duty and government charges. The Western Australian government needs to better incentivise 
measures for first home buyers. I am all for the first home owner grant. I have even had a change of mind. Maybe 
we should have continued with the extra incentive—the first home buyer boost. I voted against that a year ago, 
and I do not know whether I was right, because I now see the market struggling and young people struggling to 
get into a home. If that opportunity were to come up now, I would be in favour of trying to provide a bit more 
assistance to enable young people to get into a home. Home ownership has now become a dream that young people 
cannot aspire to. I was one of those young people once. I remember shopping around and going to about a thousand 
building societies to try to get a loan, and without a guarantee from mum and dad there is no way I would have 
been able to get into the market. Today, it is even harder. I was aged 19 at the time. I cannot imagine a 19-year-old 
looking to buy a home now. It just would not happen. It is just about an impossibility. That is a real shame. As 
I have said, it is not just about giving money and a first home owner grant. A reduction in stamp duty would help. 

I would like to give some figures about how Western Australia compares with the other states and territories. The 
national average house price is $570 000. That takes in Sydney and everywhere else. Western Australia comes 
third in what it charges in fees and taxes, behind South Australia and the Northern Territory. The first home owner 
grant in Western Australia is the second lowest of all the states and territories, at $10 000, and the grant in the 
Australian Capital Territory is the lowest, at $7 000. The grant in the Northern Territory is $26 000. 

Hon Colin Holt: Plus they do not pay any GST. 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: Yes, that is true, and a very good point. I will get onto the GST a bit later, so I thank 
Hon Colin Holt for reminding me. 

Taking these two factors into account, first home buyers in Perth pay the second-highest fees and charges in the 
country, outdone only by South Australia. South Australia needs the money from those fees and charges, because 
it has no other economy. It is a basket case—let us be honest. This state does not need the money. We are not 
a basket case. We just need to change a few things about the GST, as Hon Colin Holt mentioned, and a few other 
things. We should be reducing some of those charges so that we are not like South Australia. I think that would 
help with the building trade and many other things in Perth. 
I now want to mention some figures from the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia. First home buyers in 
Western Australia who spend the national median price of $570 000 for a home are charged $21 537.40 in 
government fees and charges. In New South Wales, the government charges $277.60. Those fees seem to be crazy 
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to me. We need to do better. We need to stop our expenditure and spending our children’s financial future. As 
I have mentioned, what we need is not always the home loan or the extra money but a reduction in stamp duty. 
We also need to look at providing concessions for pensioners who want to move into a new home. Why not do 
that? Why provide concessions only for young people? 

I turn now to the first home owner grant. Why does it apply only to people who buy a new home? I have a list of 
things such as the size of blocks and all of that. Perth does not have a shortage of space. I am not in favour of poky 
little homes in areas such as where Hon Tjorn Sibma lives—Butler and places like that. If people have to travel 
that far, they should have a backyard and some space in which to move. They should not be paying a premium for 
a small block with a poky house. The problem is not size and space; the problem is costs and charges. The former 
government and this government each had a spending problem. We do not need these charges to be so high. We 
need to look at ourselves and reduce our spending problem. 

Why not provide an incentive for first home buyers to buy an existing home, maybe at a reduced level? We need 
to be more inventive. This would encourage and inspire our seniors to develop their properties. It would prop up 
the construction industry. Seniors also want hassle-free, purpose-built dwellings—it is not just young people. 
I have been in touch with Hon Peter Tinley about some of the seniors who are suffering. I hope I will get some 
good news back in return and he can help these people, or at least give them some direction so that they can get 
a roof over their heads. As members know, Hon Pierre Yang has done the CEO Sleepout and slept on the streets. 
This is a very cold time of the year. Thousands of senior citizens are doing that every night. They have worked 
and paid taxes and they deserve to have a home to live in. 

Cheers to Hon Colin Holt for mentioning the shared war that we have. Just yesterday, Senator Peter Georgiou put 
a motion to the federal Parliament to change the GST system. There was not one vote in favour of that motion 
other than his, and, of course, that of his leader. That is the reason the GST is as it is. We have even had the federal 
Treasurer talk about the problems if the GST system remains the way it is. The Productivity Commission has 
already pointed out the flaws in the GST system, and the disincentive it provides to non-productive states to change 
their ways. Why would Tasmania and the other states that benefit from the current GST system change their ways? 
They have budget surpluses, and they are loving us. We know that the GST system needs to change, and we are 
all in favour of that. However, we need our federal colleagues to stand up and be counted. It does not matter 
whether we are Labor, Liberal, One Nation or Nationals, we all need to stand up. My leader is standing up and 
copping flak from Queensland because she has said she believes the GST system is unfair. She is prepared to take 
that flack. I need other leaders to do the same, otherwise the system will not change, or it will change only minutely. 
We need more than that. It is an unfair system. It will actually work against the whole of Australia, because 
Western Australia is one of the powers in this country, and while Western Australia is not getting a fair GST return, 
we are not investing in our future as well as we could be. We heard the former state government talk about that. 
The current government is talking about the same thing. If Tasmania and South Australia want to have a good 
future, they will need this state to be even more successful. Right now, we are not doing as well as we could be 
doing, and the GST system is one of the reasons for that. 

The state Liberals will not challenge the federal Liberals, because the federal Liberals are in power, and the state 
Labor government will not challenge the Liberals in Canberra, because it thinks the federal Labor Party will be in 
government soon. Obviously One Nation does not have this problem, because we are not going to be in government 
soon. However, the fact is that my leader is still prepared to put up her hand and say the GST system is unfair and 
needs to change. She will cop a lot of flak from Queensland for saying that, and that is why we admire her, because 
she has some guts and determination and will call out something when it is wrong. 

We are not just getting ripped off from the goods and services tax. I do not understand why more people are not 
talking about this. According to the Royal Automobile Club of Western Australia, WA receives less than 30c in 
the dollar over a 10-year average. I am talking about the redistribution of the road and fuel excise. WA contributes 
billions to the federal government in this area every year by way of taxes, and fuel excise is one of those big ones. 
That money is meant to be spent directly on roads and road safety programs. We have a lot of roads. Members 
from the Mining and Pastoral Region only have to head up north to the Pilbara or other areas to see the giant trucks 
that are using these roads and the deaths that occur on Indian Ocean Drive. We need money to upgrade these roads. 
One of the reasons that we do not have the money is that it is all going over east and being spent on roads and 
infrastructure over there. Fuel excise is one of those things. 

In 2016–17, WA contributed $2.69 billion to the commonwealth but received only $806 million in return. That is 
a 30c return. It is a very common story. The same thing pretty much occurs with the GST. This is completely 
unacceptable. WA has more land to cover. It is the biggest state. We have virtually one-third of the land mass of 
Australia. We have roads and infrastructure, and we need a better return of that money. I do not understand why 
more people on all sides of Parliament in this state are not talking about that. 
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I turn to funding cuts. The government has made quite a few funding cuts. We know about the Schools of the Air, 
Moora Residential College, Landsdale Farm School, school camps and community resource centres. 
Unfortunately, many of those funding cuts seem to have really hit hard in the regional areas. I have been to the 
CRCs in Nannup, Denmark, Walpole, Manjimup, Pemberton and other places. Those CRCs cannot absorb that 
cut. They will lose staff. We are generally talking about a young person in his or her first job or an older person 
who works there three or four days a week giving that younger person the benefit of their experience to get started 
in life. These cuts will hit those communities hard. A lot of these communities do not have banks or other facilities 
where people can go and get things done. Elderly people need advice, not necessarily on legal matters but just 
general advice on government papers and how to read various documents. They visit the CRCs to see the wonderful 
people in there, who do a brilliant job. Every regional member, including the 14 regional members in the 
Labor Party in both the upper and lower houses, need to get behind this. They need to explain to this government 
that those CRCs need to be fully funded. They provide a magnificent service to these smaller communities. I am 
open-minded on maybe some cuts in the bigger towns such as Busselton, my home town, which has a fantastic 
CRC. Maybe it can absorb a bit of a cut. 

Hon Colin Holt: Busselton is not part of the network. 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: There you go. Nannup, Denmark and Walpole cannot afford those cuts. I do not see 
that the minister has carried out enough consultation. There has been a meeting and certain people have been flown 
in but I think they need to get out to see all the CRCs and make a very informed decision, not just a decision that 
Treasury wants made or when the government needs to quickly round up some cash, because that is what has 
happened. 

Economic growth is on the horizon. We can all see that. There are some green shoots out there. I wish the 
government was responsible for that but I do not see that. I see industry and business causing that. If the 
government were more involved and working better with industry and business, those green shoots would be a lot 
more numerous. 

I have seen the government dillydally around the Busselton–Margaret River airport. There has been support and 
then there has not and then there has. The government has been cutting where it can. Right now, it is not standing 
alongside the City of Busselton and working with it to get an airline to operate from the airport. I have heard the 
Busselton shire say that it wants that support. It knows that the government has more feelers out there. It has dealt 
with airlines in the past and it has the negotiating experience. I would like to see our government support the 
Busselton shire in that endeavour. Ultimately, we would like to see the eastern staters come through that area one 
day and then ultimately people from Beijing, New Delhi and other countries in the long term. There are 100 million 
millionaires in India, and they are looking at places like Australia to visit. If they have to fly to Perth and then 
drive down south, there is a pretty good chance that they will not visit the best part of the state for tourism. I am 
biased but where else can we find the best beach, the karri forests in Pemberton, the caves and the wineries? There 
is so much in such close proximity to the Busselton–Margaret River airport. We need to get right behind that and 
spend more than we need in that area because it will return tenfold in tourism and many other ways. It will even 
increase business a great deal. I would like to see the government do more in that area. 

Growing the economy has to be a priority for this government. We have new industries such the lithium industry, 
industrial hemp, drone technology and even renewables. We need to get behind these guys. It is really good to see 
the American–Chinese company that is about to open a lithium plant in Kemerton. Its name escapes me at the 
moment. 

Hon Colin Holt: Albemarle. 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: Yes, Albemarle. The Americans pronounce is differently; it sounds different when 
they say it. That is a really great thing. It is a massive plant. It takes up most of Kemerton. It is an industry that is 
needed. It has created jobs and opportunities in the past. It is really great to see that Albemarle has gone into that 
area. It has gone in there because it can see that there is room to expand. It can see that this will be a massive 
industry in the future. It is now but it will be even bigger in the future. It has taken up a big part of Kemerton and 
I believe it will take up more in the future. This is the way that WA needs to go. We have the young experts and 
an educated public. We can provide the best for the world. We cannot compete in the lower manufacturing areas 
against other places in the world because of our cost of living and our wages. We need to look at that and get right 
behind that sort of industry and that growth. There are good things happening. I would like to see the government 
continue to support that. 

I touched on tourism but I want to touch on that a little more. Tourism is a real no-brainer. We do not need to sell WA; 
we barely even have to promote it. Actually, we do need to promote it. We need to tell people. Once they see those 
images of WA—I am not talking about quokkas and Perth; I am talking about Western Australia—the rest of the world 
will say, “Wow, I’ve got to go there.” It is so different. There is so much on offer for the Chinese, the Indians, the 
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Europeans and the Americans. Australia is a different, wonderful and beautiful place. Western Australia is the best and 
the south west is the best of that. I think the Acting President (Hon Dr Steve Thomas) would agree with me. We need 
to home in on that. I think the minister is having a go; I just think his focus is a little narrow at the moment. It took 
a little time to get the experts in the tourism area working together on that. We need to showcase the state, as 
I mentioned, and Busselton airport is a big part of that. We have a pretty good relationship with the Indians. A lot 
of people live in Perth and have been here for a long time. They originally came in through the education program. 
When they look at our agritourism opportunities and facilities, they want to get involved. We need to encourage that. 
I know that the Premier has been to China. Good on him. He needs to get up there and talk to those people, but I would 
like him to also visit India and get the Indians to tour Western Australia directly through Busselton–Margaret River 
airport. 

The budget does not really consider a major environmental problem that is facing us. More needs to be done about 
cane toads, wild dogs and feral cats. We have done some good work with the wild dog situation, but there is much 
more to be done. Quite honestly, we are losing that battle. I have talked to the experts who are running the programs 
and we are getting absolutely caned. Wild dogs are running wild on pastoral properties in Western Australia. There 
are some good programs out there, but it is a problem that has gone way beyond and we need to focus on it. The 
same applies to cane toads. We cannot just give up. We need to learn how to reduce the devastation that they are 
causing. It has to be a priority of the state government. I know that money is precious, but this will have major 
implications for tourism, agriculture and mining in the future. They are our three biggest industries in both 
employment and returns to this state. There will be detrimental effects if we do not help out. Feral cats kill millions 
of native reptiles and snakes every year. Let us do more to prevent this. 

My friends on the left have a popular way of doing business by locking up parcels of land. There are national parks 
and marine parks. From my experience of working in those regions for 20 or 30 years, I have found that when we 
lock up parcels of land or areas of oceans, we do more damage. No-one is tackling the problem of feral animals, 
weeds and wrong growth. When people use that resource, such as fishermen, farmers and recreational users, there 
are usually better protections because people keep an eye on things. If we lock away land, there is no-one there to 
protect it. The government does not have a good record of looking after land. I do not care which government 
department it is, it does not. We need to work with recreational users, fishers and farmers to protect our 
environment. Locking away land and thinking that it will be great for our kids in the future is just dream time. It 
will not happen. It will get worse. I know that the Minister for Environment knows this and I hope he can find 
ways to do better in the future. 

There has been a pretty big discussion about live exports. No-one likes the images we saw on television. The 
people who hate it the most are the farmers. They, more than anyone, care for their animals. Sheep and cattle may 
be food for us, but farmers see them as a lot more than that. These animals have been a part of their life and the 
lives of their parents, uncles and aunts for hundreds of years. They would have been just as distraught as anyone 
in this house to see what happened on the Emanuel Exports transport ship. That is what I want this government to 
focus on. I want it to fix the problem, not create a bigger problem. This industry needs to stay active and alive. 
Changes need to be made in the transport area and that is where we should focus our attention. At the moment, 
sheep exports are worth $200 million to WA. That is not insignificant. We cannot just stop the industry. If 
transition is to happen, it needs to happen in a planned way. Many sheep will die this year in the field due to lack 
of food because farmers cannot afford it or do not have the resources. Those sheep are waiting to be exported, but 
it is not happening because ships have been delayed. If one or two ships are delayed, that is fine, but closing the 
industry across the board will cause a major problem. That will not work; it will be a disaster. 

I want to give an example of a place that is doing it pretty well. This place exports more animals than we do. It is 
our next-door neighbour, New Zealand. It exports eight million animals every year. It exports lots of different 
animals, not just sheep. The sheep are not being exported for slaughter; they are being exported for breeding 
purposes. New Zealand has a transport system that works and it is not being told to stop it. It transports eight 
million live animals a year for breeding purposes. As I said, I am not talking about slaughtering or even breeding. 
I am talking about transportation. We need to fix that, get behind the farmers in the industry and help grow the 
industry. If the industry does go through a transition stage, those farmers will need to be helped to make that 
transition. I was in this place the other day when Hon Rick Mazza asked a question of the Minister for Regional 
Development. After 10 minutes of waffling on, she did not answer the question, and that was disappointing. I asked 
a similar question about a similar subject and got the same treatment. If she does not have the answer, she should 
say so, not waste people’s time in this house. We can improve transport conditions. Many people who work in the 
transport area do a good job, as I have indicated with the New Zealand experience. The government needs to have 
a plan B if we are to transition. Stopping live exports from WA will not stop the live export demand. It will 
continue. Other countries will pick up the trade and we will lose it, and those animals will get worse treatment 
than the Western Australian animals ever got. 
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The state government needs to start supporting the farmers and the regional economy. I call on the regional 
development minister to get behind WA farmers and make them her number one priority. Her activism in looking 
after animals is a fine thing, but it should not be her number one priority. She is the regional development minister 
and she represents the farmers of this state so she needs to support them 100 per cent. As I said, halting live exports 
and sourcing markets to fill the hole left by the loss risks the livelihoods of farmers and associated industries. 
People will suffer family breakdowns and illness or they will take to drugs. Unfortunately, if we do not support 
these farmers, people will commit suicide. There will be deaths from this. We need to head in the right direction. 
Action is needed now, not later. 

I touched on new industries a little earlier. Diversifying the economy is important for us. Often in the past we have 
been a one-trick pony. In the old days, it was sheep or agriculture, but, more recently, it has been mining. When 
one of those industries goes bad, the economy suffers. This whole state suffers, from some kid swimming on the 
beach in Sorrento to some person out in Kununurra. Right across the state everyone suffers because of the bad 
GST system and many other things. But we need to diversify. We need to continue to look at our unique 
environment and the conditions in WA and be inventive. In Western Australian agriculture, I have seen new 
varieties of fruits grown that are selling around the world. I have seen truffles, cheeses and wines from the south 
west region. I am very fortunate to be a member for the South West Region where the Bravo apple is grown. 
Industrial hemp is starting to become a thriving industry in the area and maybe even medical cannabis will be 
grown there one day. I mentioned before that lithium mining is another area for potential growth at the Kemerton 
plant. Technologies such as drones and artificial intelligence are being developed throughout universities to help 
farmers. These are great, new things that we could diversify. 
I am a regional member so I cannot go by without pointing out the regional neglect. I am only one regional 
member. There are 14 regional members in the government and I really want them to listen to this. The focus of 
the Premier and this Labor government so far has been too Perth-centric. To a degree, I blame Barnett and the 
previous government for being that way as well. I would not necessarily put the Nationals in the same league. It is 
a lot easier to service the people of Perth in every way than it is to service the country areas. We need to get better 
at that as a government and as parliamentarians. We need to keep fighting for regional people. Tourism is just one 
thing that we could focus on. Tourism has been too focused on Perth recently. I am not going to mention the 
Busselton airport again am I? I would also like to touch on the openly clear pork-barrelling. I could not believe it 
when it started virtually the day after the election. It shocked me! I did not believe it could start so early. I have 
seen it happen, and most of it happens in the Perth region. We are not stupid in this place. It is going on and it 
needs to change. I would not say that the government does not care about the regions—surely it does. The 
government knows that most of our wealth comes from the regions and if it does not care about the regions, there 
will be very little wealth in the future, especially the long-term future. Metronet is a worthwhile program. It is 
something that the government needs to do. However, I would ask the government to relook at how it will 
implement it because it comes at a massive cost and, right now, we cannot afford all of it. I understand that Labor 
has been calling for this for a long time and it is one of its promises, but sometimes governments cannot deliver 
on every promise. The government has already changed its mind on other promises and I would like to see the 
Premier make some cuts to Metronet because right now, because with the debt that we have, we cannot afford it. 
That is the reality. Metronet should happen, but maybe not now. It will benefit the people of Perth. I cannot see 
how it will benefit people in the regions. That is one thing this government must look at. 
I mentioned that more is needed to boost tourism outside of Perth. We are heading in a slightly different direction 
than other capital cities. Perth is not Melbourne. It is not a hipsters’ capital. It is a completely different place. 
Although we can pick up on some of the things that they have done in Melbourne, I would like us to really highlight 
the natural beauty of this state and to use more of that in our tourism push. We have more assets and we are a more 
diverse state than Victoria, so we do not need to be so city-centric in our tourism push. I would like to touch on 
a few other things. We need to provide everyone with their basic right to educational opportunities at a reasonable 
expectation of private cost. We need to invest in wild dog management, which will provide returns for the growing 
sheep meat and wool sectors, and the use of vast tracts of currently underused privately owned land in the 
goldfields, Murchison and marginal wheatbelt areas. I would like to see us recognise that local community resource 
centres return high, local economic outcomes and social capital gains to regional areas. I would like us to reverse 
the underspent money on road and rail infrastructure in regional areas to allow the WA grain sector to maintain 
WA’s competitive advantage. I would also like to see us implement more than just token measures to arrest the 
soil problems that we have in this state. Soil health in this state is in a bad way. I am glad that the minister has set 
up a committee to look into this. It needs to treat this area as a major priority because it will rob WA and the 
agricultural sector of hundreds of millions of dollars of potential revenue unless we get on top of it. We can use 
methods to address this and we can use experts in this field, but they need support and we need to be debating all 
the issues, not just pick one and think that that will fix it all. We need to help facilitate federal co-investment into 
internet technology, mobile phone services and basic services in the regional areas to allow regional WA to expand 
its business and impact on local communities. One of the last things I want to mention is that we need to commit 
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to the decentralisation of key agencies such as the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 
and to build capacity jobs and intellectual capital in regional areas, which will help support agribusiness. 
I would like to thank the house for putting up with me for the last 50 minutes. We can do better. There are not too 
many government ministers in the house, but Hon Stephen Dawson is doing a damned good job as far as I can see. 
He is answering questions and is always responsible for his portfolio. I hope he can pass the message on to the 
Premier that “surplus” is not a dirty word. We need to get back to surplus, and earlier than forecast. We cannot 
pay back debt by making more debt. At the moment, we are making more debt. The government has a spending 
problem and One Nation is asking the government to reduce payroll tax in regional areas or to cut it out in certain 
areas. The government needs to show some leadership and give the regional areas a chance, then maybe this state 
will be a great state and an even better one in the future. 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [3.47 pm]: I rise to make some general but also fairly specific 
comments about elements of the budget that are of concern to me. I want to begin by echoing comments made by 
quite a few members that in many respects, this is a fairly uninspiring budget. It is clearly not a budget designed 
to go out and spend a lot of money, and we know why that is the case. I note that quite a few announcements have 
been made around this budget, which, once we started looking at it, have really just been repackaged, old 
announcements that have perhaps had one word tweaked or have simply been previously announced and are being 
re-announced. We have really not been looking at anything particularly inspiring. From talking to people who 
work in either the public service or the not-for-profit sector, I think there is a sense of feeling in those worlds that 
they simply want to hold onto what they have. There are concerns about cuts that have already been made, and 
I will go into that a little more, but there is also a real sense that people do not want to rock the boat too much and 
they just want to cling on until such time as the budget looks like it will improve. As I have said many times in 
this place, I am one of the people who appreciates that we are operating within a constrained economic 
environment and that that does create difficulties. However, as I am going to go into a little, that does not mean 
that we get to renege on showing some leadership and bravery, particularly in the area of human services, which 
impacts on people and particularly vulnerable people.  
I note that there continues to be great uncertainty around what is going to happen with federal funding in far too 
many areas, including education. I am one of the people in this place who shares the Minister for Education and 
Training’s obvious frustration with the lack of clarity on what money will be available for training into the future. 
This is an area of enormous need. We have had chronic underinvestment in this space for years. I fundamentally 
disagree with some of the policy positions the previous government took on funding for training, and particularly 
its decision to increase the level of fees to the degree that it did, to the point that we have seen a direct drop-off in 
the number of people who are undertaking TAFE qualifications simply because it is unaffordable. I am frustrated 
that despite the good words that have come from this government about wanting to make sure that training is more 
affordable, firstly, money has not been released within the envelope of the state budget itself and, also, we have 
gone backwards on this front in terms of federal government investment in this area. What a disgrace to the federal 
government. It should not be prepared to talk about jobs when it is not prepared to talk about training. I hope that 
negotiations in this area will be successful. I would love to see a bit of a bidding war between the various federal 
parties around how much better each can do in the training area, and specifically in funding for TAFE. 
That is not the only area in which we are talking about decreased federal funding. Even looking at areas like 
childcare regulation, there is decreased funding. A lot of the time we are talking about the atrocious situation with 
our GST. That remains an ongoing thorn in the side and one that will need to be raised over and again until we get 
something even approximating a fair arrangement. It is by no means the only area in which we are seeing a failure 
by our federal government in crucial areas of investment, which state governments have been expected to step up 
and fund. I remain deeply concerned about that. 
Having said that and having made my general comments about my disappointment with the state budget, I do note 
that the state budget was not all bad news. I particularly note the government’s ongoing commitment to 
establishing the mental health step-up, step-down services in regional areas over the forward estimates, including 
a 10-bed facility in Geraldton, to add to existing services in Joondalup and Rockingham. I am really pleased that 
these subacute services are not being completely ignored and that we are looking at the rollout of these services. 
They are a really important way of making sure that we take pressure off our acute services for people who are 
mentally unwell. I am hoping that the commitment to both the building of these bricks-and-mortar establishments 
and ongoing funding will continue to gain momentum going into the forward estimates. It is part of the 10-year 
“Western Australian Mental Health, Alcohol and Other Drug Services Plan”, otherwise known as “the plan”. It is 
going to be very important that we stay on track with that. 
I also hold out some hope that the new Department of Communities’ Target 120 program will be able to deliver 
what it hopes to deliver, which is early intervention and specialist support for vulnerable young people, particularly 
at the initial sites in Bunbury and Armadale. I asked quite a number of questions about this in estimates. I note that 
there is still work being done to develop the full scope of what Target 120 is going to look like. I will wait with 
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anticipation to see what that looks like. I am hopeful that it will be able to deliver on at least some of its promises. 
It is vital that we also maintain appropriate and comprehensive services that will enable families to be referred to 
the Target 120 program in the first place—we need to make sure that we will not be losing what is already out 
there. Target 120 needs to be a value-adding proposition. 
It will probably come as no shock that I would like to make some comments about the mental health budget in this 
state. Mental health is everybody’s business; it is something that everyone should be concerned about. I do not 
doubt for one second that every member in this place is contacted at various times in their electorate offices by 
members of the community who either are having difficulty accessing mental health services themselves, have 
a loved one who is having difficulty accessing mental health services or possibly have had some negative 
experiences with mental health services. Not everyone who has had a good experience is going to go out of their 
way to contact their member of Parliament to say that. This is an area that really affects the community in a very 
immediate way. It should be very much at the forefront of the work that government should be prioritising. 

With that comment, I point out that I am concerned that the budget papers make no explicit mention of the 10-year 
mental health plan. That is a concern, because this is a really important plan. We keep hearing that this government 
is committed to funding the 10-year plan. As I have said before, this is not a Liberal Party plan; it was developed 
under a Liberal–National government, but that was after extensive consultation with the mental health sector and 
the AOD sector. It is a mental health sector plan. It is really important that we do not lose sight of that and the 
important work that went into it. It was comprehensive, because unlike a lot of other blueprints we have seen in 
mental health, it was more than simply nice comments. It made quite clear what the projected demand would be 
for specific services and the sort of investment that was needed to ensure that we meet that demand going into the 
future. I again remind members that it was about turning around the make-up of the delivery of mental health, 
alcohol and other drug services, so that we could ensure that we were helping people before they became critically 
unwell. It is about investment in prevention, early intervention and, particularly, community-based services. It is 
with concern that I note that despite the comments from this government about remaining committed to the 10-year 
plan, in terms of the demand that was identified we are not keeping pace with the target set in the plan. The plan 
is about ensuring that we have a significant rebalancing of the mental health system. 

I note that the government has committed to increasing funding in the midyear review, but this is not providing 
the community-managed mental health sector with much certainty or confidence in planning service provision into 
the future. This is a problem particularly for this sector, which relies on some degree of certainty in the delivery 
of not just core funding but also funding for particular projects or grants, so that it can ensure that it continues to 
deliver its very vital services. We need to bear in mind that all of them are running on the smell of an oily rag as 
it is. There is absolutely no fat to cut. I will keep a very close eye on that big concern. I hope we will see some 
steps in the right direction in the investment in that space. I will talk a little more about that in a moment. 

The government has made some progress in developing the accommodation prevention strategies identified in the 
plan, but despite the Mental Health Commission beginning a lot of the work and activity around developing the 
frameworks, no money has been allocated in the budget or forward estimates to develop these parts of the plan. 
We can do the best planning in the world, but, at the end of the day, if we are not backing it up with dollars, 
effectively we have not done it. The job has not been done. I remain concerned, and I will keep on raising the issue 
that we have not had final confirmation that we will ring-fence in the mental health budget any of the funds that 
come out of the decommissioning of Graylands. The previous government made that commitment when it talked 
about the decommissioning of Graylands. I want to be very clear that the mental health sector is very supportive 
of the decommissioning of Graylands. It is an outdated facility, and the move from an institutionalised setting into 
ensuring that we have appropriate services right around the state where people can be closer to their homes is 
welcome. In the past there have been some really good ideas for how to re-use the heritage-listed buildings on the 
Graylands site, with something along the lines of what happens in, for example, Trieste in Italy, where the old 
asylums have been transformed into quite amazing buildings for art therapy classes and a whole range of things 
like that. Some really good ideas are out there, but, at the end of the day, this quite important and valuable land 
needs to be ring-fenced and put back into the mental health budget to ensure that at the very least we can continue 
to fund or make significant inroads into funding the building of the facilities identified in the 10-year plan. It is 
frustrating. I raised this last year, I have raised it again this year, and I assure members that I will raise it again 
next year. Cabinet has to look at the business cases and undertake its deliberations, and I urge cabinet members to 
be very mindful of the very strong expectation that that money will be reinvested back into mental health. It is 
very, very critical to try to at least begin to make some progress. 

During the estimates hearings I was pleased to hear the parliamentary secretary for mental health once again 
confirm that, despite all the machinery-of-government changes and rumour-mongering, this government remains 
committed to ensuring that we have a standalone Mental Health Commission. That is great. Whenever a lot of 
changes occur—particularly large-scale change of the sort that is currently being undertaken—that brings 
uncertainty. There has been a suggestion that the Mental Health Commission will become part of the 
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Department of Communities, so well done to this government for standing its ground and sticking to its election 
commitment of ensuring that the Mental Health Commission will stand alone. 

I will talk a little more about the rebalancing of the mental health system. After the government’s last budget in 
September, the Western Australian Association for Mental Health, which is of course the peak body for the 
community-managed mental health sector within Western Australia, undertook modelling to identify how the 
funding commitments were tracking against the needs identified in the 10-year plan. WAAMH estimated that to 
meet the funding targets for community support for 2025—community support being just one element of the 
plan—the required annual increment would need to be in the order of an additional $20 million within this budget 
and for the remaining six budgets after that. This is just for community-managed services and to keep up with the 
identified demand going into the future. But instead, this budget shows a funding allocation for 2018–19 that is 
$1.3 million less than the actual for 2017–18. The allocation to community support will increase only marginally 
over the forward estimates. In 2014, when the work on developing this plan began, only one in five mental health 
consumers were able to access the support they needed. Only 20 per cent of people who needed mental health 
support were able to get the services they needed. The plan tried to turn that around, to make sure that people were 
not just left in the community without the support they needed, and just getting more and more unwell and ending 
up in the acute and, dare I say it, expensive end of the system. But that is not what we have done. 

It is similar for prevention. WAAMH estimated that the annual increment to meet the required target by 
2025 would be an additional $5 million for each year until then. Again, instead in this budget we have seen 
a substantial decrease in prevention funding. The government maintains that the drop in funds is due to outstanding 
agreements that have not been signed with the commonwealth and other state agencies, and I have already 
commented how appalled I am at the way the federal government continues to drag its feet on funding a whole 
range of areas—we can add mental health to that big fat long list. But I have to say that at best the government 
will be seeking to maintain the status quo, not increasing the allocated funding. In any event, the plan refers to the 
need for a greater commitment of state funds; it was always intended to be state money. It was not intended to rely 
on federal money. But I am happy to accept that the feds can cough up, because they have all our money anyway. 
Again, I recognise the budget constraints, but there is no doubt that this short-sighted approach will cost us more 
going into the future. It is just reality. Not investing this money now will only cost us more in the future. 

Statewide subspecialty services were identified in the plan to meet a whole range of needs within the community, 
but no money has been put aside for their establishment. There is no money in the budget for meeting a proposed 
statewide transcultural mental health unit—something that has been on the cards for a while. From answers to 
questions I have asked in this place, I understand that a business case was presented to the Mental Health 
Commission from the mental health subnetwork of Multicultural Mental Health, but there is no money for it. 
Likewise, we still do not have additional money for personality disorder services, which is a huge problem. It is 
largely people with personality disorders who are being turned away from our emergency departments and 
subsequently taking their lives. These people are severely at risk. We need to invest in these specialist services and 
have youth and adult streams, so that we can help people turn their lives around, and, for that matter, help people 
stay alive. I am concerned about that. We know we need specialty services to deal with neuropsychiatry and 
developmental disability, but there is no money there. People are falling through the cracks in a whole range of 
complex areas, yet no money is being put into the budget or forward estimates to start developing the identified 
subspecialty services that we need. 

I have asked questions about what is happening with the recovery college. The government’s response has been to 
say that that will be subject to a separate business plan. I expect there to be some money in the budget for that for 
next year, even though at the moment it is not in the forward estimates. Having said that, though, I am quite 
supportive of the way the government is trying to develop a business plan for the recovery college. I think there is 
a genuine attempt to be comprehensive and inclusive, and to make sure that when we finally do get our first 
recovery college in Western Australia, it will hopefully be a model that will get general agreement from the 
community. That would be good. I will wait to see what happens with the money for that. 

I will make some comments about the statewide suicide prevention strategy, which is obviously coming to an end. 
I appreciate that the Ministerial Council for Suicide Prevention and the Mental Health Commission are currently 
undertaking their evaluation of the existing program as a whole and that the individual streams, or at least some of 
them, that have been funded with that money are also undertaking individual evaluations. It is going to require 
a good investment by government going into the future. I note that the previous government put in quite a lot of 
money for suicide prevention services, and that was after years and years of desperate underfunding. I urge this 
government to continue what it has been doing at the very least and to recognise that emerging populations, such 
as older people, are going to require specialist services in the future. I really hope that some of the pilot programs, 
particularly the children grieved by suicide program, which is currently being run as a pilot within the metropolitan 
area, are able to continue, but we must make sure that they are available statewide. I flag now that regardless of 
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what happens with the new plan and when that money is going to be available and how much will be available, it 
is really important that some funding is allocated towards the continuation of the strategy in some form. We need 
to make sure that we protect against breaks in service delivery and eroding the work that has been undertaken so 
far. That happened between the strategies with the previous government and it was really problematic for those 
programs. There should not be a disrupted delivery of service, particularly in the area of suicide prevention. I urge 
this government to do everything it possibly can—it can do a lot—to make sure there is continuity in the delivery 
of those services and some certainty, particularly for those services that are more than likely to continue in the 
future plan. 

I have some comments about the assertive patient flow. This applies to health, but particularly mental health. We 
know that the mental health system is struggling with an assertive patient flow. In February this year, the 
Australasian College for Emergency Medicine reported that WA had the worst wait times in the country for mental 
health admissions. I note that the government has been reviewing its assertive patient flow protocols, which of 
course needs to happen, but I also note that Deborah Karasinski, who is the chairperson of the Child and Adolescent 
Health Service Board, pointed out in a letter to the Mental Health Advocacy Service that there are insufficient beds 
for young people across the system and that that, coupled with inadequate supports for some patients in the 
community, is preventing discharge. I note that the new youth beds have now come online. It has been a long time 
in the planning. The new Perth Children’s Hospital has released some new beds. We already had in place the beds 
at Fiona Stanley Hospital, and also the repurposing of the Bentley Adolescent Unit. But we need to ensure that 
those area health services get their act together and work together to make sure that we have assertive patient flow 
across those areas. It is pointless if some area health services have beds but other people, particularly those from 
regional areas, are left languishing and not able to get into those necessary beds. It is really important work and 
I hope that we see significant progress. It is difficult to get the area health services to agree to cooperate in 
a devolved health system, but it is really essential. I hope that we will see some progress there. I was pleased to 
hear that the new protocols will include a central point of escalation to ensure that those who have the highest 
clinical needs have priority over beds irrespective of where they live in the metropolitan area. But I express my 
concern that I do not think it should be up to the Mental Health Commission to intervene on a case-by-case basis; 
it is really important that it happens as an automatic flow within the system. 

I will make some comments about the lack of forensic beds within the system as a whole. I know that there is no 
additional money for forensic beds in either this budget or the forward estimates, nor does there appear to be any 
clear plan for the development of future forensic beds. In 2014, we had less than half the beds that we needed at 
that point to meet demand. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3927.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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