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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 14 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 MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [3.31 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the noting of the budget 
papers and in doing so I recognise that those members who were making a contribution from this day forward 
obviously have the benefit of the estimates hearings in doing so. We know it has been the estimates hearings 
because it usually takes us about a month to readjust our chairs after who knows has been sitting in our chairs. 
Nevertheless, we will push on through. There are a range of areas that I want to canvas today; I am not sure whether 
I will get through them in 59 minutes, but I will do my best. 

I want to start, as I did in my last budget reply, by talking a little on the government’s first budget last year and 
about state debt because that was obviously quite a focus for the Labor Party in opposition going into the election. 
It is interesting to reflect on what it has done in government on this. It is important to establish a few baselines. 
There are a few that could be considered and some may make some arguments about which baselines might be 
used at different points in time to establish the level of net debt in Western Australia. The estimated actual net debt 
for the total public sector in 2007–08, which, if members recall was the last full year of the Labor government, 
was $4.71 billion. It is very clear from the budget papers and many of the other documents that we can reference 
from Treasury that despite members of the Labor Party running around telling people that they left the state with no 
debt, that is simply not true. It is clear from looking at its budget papers that it is not true. In fact, Labor’s last budget 
forecast that at the end of 2008–09, net debt would reach $7.91 billion, which was quite a significant increase on 
the $4.71 billion from the year prior. In 2008–09, which was the last Labor budget, its forward estimates predicted 
net debt of the total public sector reaching $11.44 billion, which is quite a significant trajectory from the 
$4.17 billion estimated actual in 2007–08 to its last budget the following year. If members look at the audited 
quarterly financial results for the quarter ending 27 March, total public sector net debt at 31 March 2017 was 
$30.3 billion. Obviously, it is misleading to tell the people of Western Australia that the former Liberal–National 
government left a forty thousand million dollar debt because Treasury documents tell a very different and clear 
story. At 30 June 2017, the Annual Report on State Finances showed net debt at $32 billion. That was obviously 
some months after the change of government, which occurred in March 2017. If we were to take the view and 
round things off at the end of the financial year, net debt at 30 June 2017 was $32 billion, not the forty thousand 
million dollars that has been mentioned by the Premier and many other members of the Labor government. I note 
I must be boring the government due to the lack of a number of members opposite. There seems to be a significant 
number of Labor Party members away on urgent parliamentary business and obviously I am not entertaining 
enough to keep a minister of the Crown in the chamber. Nevertheless, I will push on. 

Much has been said about the Langoulant inquiry, which referred to a period in time. It is important to mention 
a presentation by Mr Langoulant giving an overview of asset investment in the Western Australian total public 
sector by major agency and public corporations 2008–09 to 2016–17. During that period, for example, there was 
an asset investment of $7.8 billion in the Water Corporation, $7.7 billion in the Western Power network, 
$7.1 billion on Main Roads, $6.1 billion on WA Health, $5.2 billion on the Housing Authority, $4.9 billion on 
education, $4.2 billion on the Public Transport Authority, $2.7 billion on the WA Land Information Authority and 
$9.4 billion in “other” asset investments during the term of the former Liberal–National government. When those 
figures are added, $55.1 billion was invested in infrastructure during that time. Net debt at the end of 30 June 2017, 
which is the same period I just referred to in the Langoulant presentation, was $32 billion. We inherited a debt of 
between $4.71 and $7.91 billion. I argue that the debt-to-equity ratio in that investment has yielded quite a good 
and sound investment in infrastructure, particularly when we look at the Western Power network and WA Health. 
Significant investments were made over that period in those two areas alone. 

The 2016–17 budget forecasts net debt at $40.2 billion by the end of 2019–20. The election costings on the 
Liberal Party’s commitments that it took to the election and its plan estimated net debt in 2019–20 at $28.8 billion, 
which is a significant reduction from the $40.2 billion estimated in the 2016–17 budget. If we then look at the 
quarterly financial reports at March 2018, we can see that net debt was $34.5 billion, heading to $36 billion by 
30 June. The 2017–18 budget forecasts net debt at $43.6 billion by 2020–21. The 2018–19 budget estimates 
net debt at $40.9 billion at 30 June 2020 and forecasts that net debt will not reach a level of $40 billion until the 
2019–20 financial year, which is not that far away. Treasury reports and the government’s own budget papers 
demonstrate once again the government’s claim that it was left forty thousand million dollars in debt for what it 
is—it is misleading the people of Western Australia. In fact, as I said, we will not reach a debt level of $40 billion 
until the 2019–20 financial year. 
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When Labor lost government in 2008, it projected net debt to reach $11.4 billion by 30 June 2012, almost four 
years after it lost government. I do not think that any reasonable person could sustain an argument that Labor left 
$11.4 billion in debt, when debt was not projected to reach those levels until almost four years after it lost 
government, contrary to what some Labor backbenchers in particular and, indeed, some frontbenchers have been 
saying. Labor did leave Western Australia with a debt when it lost government in 2008 and that debt, in my view, 
was in the order of $5 billion. Obviously, the Labor Party has committed to pay down debt like paying off 
a mortgage, which is the commitment that was taken to the election. The most recent budget papers confirm that 
we will not see any debt decrease in Western Australia relative to the debt level at the March 2017 election. Indeed, 
there are some very doubtful forward estimates at best, which is an issue that I will flesh out in my presentation, 
but it will include issues surrounding expenditure that is not in the forward estimates and certainly some dubious 
projections of what the government intends to achieve in budget savings. 

I did a little exercise last night and looked at the net debt level at 30 September 2008. Members will recall that an 
early election was called in early September 2008, so I looked at the net debt level of $3.665 billion at the end of 
that quarter; the net debt level at 31 March 2017, which was the end of the quarter when the Liberal and 
National Parties lost government; and the net debt level projected in this budget at 30 June 2019. I looked at those 
points in time—the 102 months of the Liberal–National government and the 27 months of the Labor government 
from the beginning of April 2017 to 30 June 2019. If we average out the increase in net debt between those two 
points in time on a per month basis, it shows that the Labor Party is borrowing more money faster than the former 
government did. Despite what it has said about paying down debt slowly like a mortgage, it is borrowing 
$66 million a month more than the former government did on average. That will add an extra $1.782 billion over 
those 27 months. 

I want to turn to a couple of issues that have arisen from the budget. Certainly, the one that first caught my eye 
occurred in the lead-up to the presentation of the budget, and that was the government’s decision to replace the 
ageing Kawasaki BK117 police helicopter. There is a bit of a picture to map out, but essentially I first became 
aware of this issue when the Minister for Police; Road Safety took what can only be described as the unusual 
action of issuing a direction under the Road Safety Council Act to the Road Safety Council for the expenditure of 
funds. Indeed, on 22 March 2018, Hon Michelle Roberts, the Minister for Road Safety, signed a direction pursuant 
to section 6A of the Road Safety Council Act 2002 advising the Road Safety Council in essence — 

The State Government has decided to provide funding for a new Police helicopter. It is proposed that the 
capital funding of $26.9 million across the forward estimates be sourced from the Road Trauma Trust 
Account. 

That is a direct quote from the opening paragraph of the letter that was tabled in the house. Before I get to the 
substantive matters, the Minister for Road Safety obviously is responsible for the Road Safety Council Act 2002 
and there is a requirement in that act that, when a direction is issued to the Road Safety Council pursuant to 
section 6A, the minister table that direction in both houses of Parliament within 14 days. As members will know, 
that period is not inconsistent with tabling requirements in other legislation. It is interesting that on this occasion, 
it took the minister 19 days to table that direction. It was due to be tabled on 5 April, but the minister failed to table 
it until 10 April 2018 and, in doing so, was in breach for a number of days of the legislation for which she is 
ultimately responsible. I understand that we all make mistakes from time to time and we may not all meet the time 
frames that are required of us, but this is a statutory requirement under her legislation. What makes this more 
surprising is that this minister has form on this. On 10 November 2017, she issued another direction under 
section 6A to the Road Safety Council, and this was for funding for the south west emergency helicopter service. 
Members may recall that in Labor’s first budget, it failed to provide funding for the ongoing operations of the 
south west emergency helicopter service beyond 30 June this year, if I am not mistaken. Once public and media 
pressure came on, there was a scramble, and I think that resulted in a direction being issued to the Road Safety 
Council about another helicopter. On this occasion, the notice was not tabled until 28 November, which, again, 
was a breach of the minister’s legislation by 18 days. In November, it took her 18 days to table the direction and 
in March 2018, it took her 19 days, so the minister is not even improving; it is taking her longer to comply with 
her own legislation. 
I want to focus on this matter, but before I move on from the south west emergency rescue helicopter service, this 
is another example in a long line of examples of the government ramping up its cost-shifting exercise as it 
scrambles to deal with its rising net debt. As I said, it is borrowing $66 million a month more than the previous 
government did on average, so it has a real problem affording all its election commitments, many of which are not 
in the forward estimates. It is doing that in a range of ways, but, most increasingly, it is cost shifting to the royalties 
for regions account and also to accounts like the road trauma trust account. It is interesting that it would cost shift 
something from the royalties for regions account to the road trauma trust account, but I suggest that that would be 
because the government has loaded up the royalties for regions account so much with consolidated fund 
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expenditure that it has no choice but to find other avenues for projects that would ordinarily have been funded by 
royalties for regions. 
On 3 April, the Road Safety Council—we discovered this through the estimates process, and I thank the Standing 
Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations for its work in this respect—responded to the minister’s 
direction. The correspondence was signed by Mr Iain Cameron, chairman of the Road Safety Council. It is quite 
a comprehensive three-page letter that I will quote in part. I applaud the Road Safety Council for the work it did 
in responding and for being quite strong in its view about whether or not the road trauma trust account should be 
funding a replacement helicopter for the WA Police Force. I quote from page 1 of that letter, which states — 

The WAPF — 
That is the WA Police Force — 

proposal states that during 2016–2017 thirty-eight percent of the helicopter tasks undertaken related to 
traffic enforcement. The traffic enforcement function relates to resolving vehicle pursuits. It is also stated 
that such aircraft have the potential to be deployed for medical evacuations; however, WAPF verbally 
advised that this has not occurred. 
The Council was not able to find evidence available to evaluate the effectiveness of this helicopter’s 
functions in relation to improving the safety of roads and reducing deaths and injuries to people resulting 
from incidents occurring on roads as per the Act. The Council considered that the proposed allocation of 
RTTA funds would not increase existing capacity or capability which may contribute to improving road 
safety outcome. 

There are some very strong sentiments there. The letter states further on — 
The Council acknowledge the WAPF helicopter service is of benefit to the community; however, when 
assessed against the principles normally used to consider RTTA funding proposals, the Council was not 
able to identify evidence of quantifiable road safety benefits and cost benefits. 
There is an opportunity cost which limits the funding available for other initiatives that may reduce the 
number of crashes where people are killed or seriously injured. The proposal to·apply RTTA funds for 
the purchase of the WAPF helicopter will reduce the ability to allocate funding to such projects. 
The recent recommendations made by the Council and supported in the 2018–2019 budget process are 
examples of what the Council consider effective allocation of RTTA funds to proposals that demonstrate 
road safety benefits 

That is a very strong response. I want to put on the record that I do not oppose the replacement of the WA Police 
Force’s ageing Kawasaki helicopter. Indeed, it was the former Liberal–National government that increased the 
capacity of the police air wing by building a dedicated new base for it at Jandakot Airport and investing in 
a helicopter that it now uses in its fleet, which was in the order of some $24 million, if I am not mistaken, and is 
a Eurocopter Dauphin. This is obviously the secondary aircraft that we are now talking about. The final part of 
that letter contains the Road Safety Council’s recommendations, which state — 

The Council: 
1. notes the importance of the WA Police Force helicopter service to the community; 
2. does not recommend that the proposal as submitted be funded from the RTTA as only 

a proportion of the helicopter’s time will be allocated to measures that meet the requirements of 
the Act in section 5 to improve the safety of roads and reduce the deaths and serious injuries to 
people resulting from incidents occurring on roads; 

3. has not recommended a modified proposal for the expenditure of RTTA funds because: 

3.1 there is insufficient information to quantify the killed and serious injury benefits and 
cost benefits of the helicopter in relation to improving road safety outcomes; 

3.2 the opportunity cost of reallocating available funds away from evidence-based 
initiatives that have an identified cost benefit for road safety for the community such as 
shoulder sealing and audible edge-lining on regional roads; and 

3.3 of the importance of maximising available resources towards the priority initiatives 
identified by the Council in the annual budget as essential towards achieving the 
ambitious 40% reduction target in serious and fatal crashes in the Towards Zero 
strategy for WA 2008–2020; 

4. notes that there may be other capital projects with an identified and proven cost benefit for road 
safety improvement that could be considered for funding from the RTTA. 
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They were the Road Safety Council’s recommendations. Obviously, leading up to that there were media releases 
from the police minister. Keeping in mind that she had directed the Road Safety Council to fully fund the 
replacement cost of the helicopter, which is some $26.9 million, the media statement was modified to reflect that 
only part of the helicopter’s funding had been sourced from the road trauma trust account with the remainder 
coming from the consolidated account. Obviously, we learnt in estimates that although I had assumed that perhaps 
a modified proposal had been submitted to the Road Safety Council that therefore resulted in part funding from 
the road trauma trust account for the proportion of activities that the helicopter was used for—traffic enforcement 
and related matters—that was not the case. The only submission ever made by the WA Police Force and the 
Minister for Police; Road Safety was the submission that was roundly rejected by the independent and expert road 
safety advisory body in Western Australia, which is the Road Safety Council. 

For preservation of those matters, I know that those documents have been presented to the Standing Committee 
on Estimates and Financial Operations, but I seek leave to table both the direction notice given by Minister Roberts 
to the Road Safety Council and the Road Safety Council’s response. 

Leave granted. [See paper 1478.] 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: The 2017–18 and 2018–19 budget forecasts are for the same amount of receipts 
into the road trauma trust account of $116 million. Therefore, this investment in the police replacement helicopter 
would equate to 23 per cent of the annual funds expected to be received by the road trauma trust account. It is easy 
to see why the Road Safety Council has great concern for the opportunity cost that will arise from funding not 
being available for many of the other proven road safety improvement measures that it recommends to government. 

When at the estimates hearing I raised these matters about why the government had ignored the expert opinion of 
the Road Safety Council, the minister representing the Minister for Road Safety—the Minister for Environment in 
our house—justified his government’s position by saying that he thinks the community thinks that it is a good idea 
to have a replacement police helicopter. I reiterate that the issue here is not whether the WA Police Force needs 
a replacement police helicopter. I think it does. I do not think, as the Road Safety Council does not think, that it 
ought to be funded by the road trauma trust account for the reasons set out in the Road Safety Council’s letter. 

The Road Safety Council is made up of subject matter experts, as is the requirement of the Road Safety Council 
Act 2002. Eight out of 10 of them are very senior public servants. Only two are not senior public servants. I will 
run through the list. The Road Safety Council website states — 

Iain Cameron—Acting Road Safety Commissioner 
… 

Iain Cameron has public sector policy, strategy and leadership experience in education, public health, 
drug strategy, transport, roads and road safety. 

Mr Cameron was Executive Director of the Western Australian State Office of Road Safety from 2000 to 
2015 … 

… 

In 2014 Mr Cameron was awarded as a Fellow of the Australasian College of Road Safety by the 
Governor General of Australia for his significant contributions to road safety locally, nationally and 
internationally. 

Lindsay Hale—Department of Education 
Lindsay Hale is currently Executive Director, Statewide Services … 
… 
Nina Lyhne—Department of Transport 
Nina joined DoT in January 2011 as Managing Director—Transport Services. Nina holds a Bachelor of 
Arts degree in Psychology and has previously held the positions of WorkSafe Western Australia 
Commissioner and the Executive Director of the Office of Road Safety … 
… 
John Chortis—Department of Planning 
Mr Chortis provides coordination and planning of major infrastructure projects in response to the State’s 
significant population growth. 
… 
Doug Morgan—Main Roads Western Australia 
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Doug Morgan has more than 25 years of experience in design, traffic operations, project delivery and 
transport regulation areas within Main Roads WA. He manages the engineering, technical services, asset 
data and road planning aspects of Main Roads’ business. 
… 
Stephen Fox—Representative of Local Government — 

He is one of the two non–public servants — 
Stephen Fox is a councillor … for the Shire of Mundaring. He is a representative of WALGA and has 
had a lifelong involvement in the recreational vehicle industry. 
… 
Paul Zanetti, Assistant Commissioner—Western Australian Police — 

The list goes on — 
Rick Howe—Insurance Commission of WA 
Rick Howe was appointed Deputy Chief Executive of the Insurance Commission of WA … in February 
2015. 
… 
Andrew Robertson—Department of Health 
Dr Andrew Robertson is the Deputy Chief Health Officer and Director, Disaster Management at 
Western Australian Department of Health … 
… 
Anne Still—Representative of all road users 
Anne Still is General Manager—Public Policy within RAC’s Advocacy and Members team. Her role is 
to work together with partners to help deliver RAC’s Mobility Agenda of safe, easy and sustainable 
transport for Western Australians including RAC’s one million members. 

These are the people the government has ignored. The government sought their expert advice on the allocation of 
road trauma trust account funds, which it relies upon every budget year. It sought that advice, it got it and it ignored 
it. Eight out of 10 of those people are very senior public servants in this government. The last person on that list is 
the representative of all road users and is involved with the RAC in Western Australia. The RAC has not been 
backward in coming forward with its views on road safety in this state. Much more needs to be done. It was very 
critical of aspects of the former government’s road safety agenda. I expect it to step up on this issue and, indeed, 
call it for what it is—that is, reckless behaviour with people’s lives on Western Australian roads. 
I will move on and talk a little about some of the ongoing issues that this government is having with some of its 
saving measures. No budget debate contribution would be complete without mentioning the town that will never 
give up in Moora. For those members who may not be aware, I had the great opportunity, and one that I will 
cherish for a long time indeed—probably my entire life—to attend Central Midlands Senior High School in Moora 
for years 11 and 12. In fact, in my final year I had the pleasure of being head boy of that school. At the same time, 
not coming from that area, I had the benefit of being able to reside at Moora Residential College, or, as it was then 
called, St James Residential College, in 1998 and 1999. Members might recall that in 1999, which was the final 
year of my school education, the community experienced three floods. The first was obviously the most 
devastating. Having been there as a student but not coming from that community, it really showed me the enormous 
resilience of that community. Another demonstration of that was in 2003 when the then Gallop Labor government 
withdrew a $6.3 million commitment to replace an ageing and, by then, flood-damaged hospital in Moora. The 
reason cited by the government at the time for the reallocation of funding was the over-budget and over-time 
project that was the expansion of Geraldton hospital. This is starting to sound very familiar—an area that I will go 
on to later in my contribution. The project was about to go to tender when it was pulled by the government. 
I managed to dig up an article from around that period that reflects on the issue at the time. It was in the 
Farm Weekly of 6 November 2003 and headed “Moora outrage over hospital”. The shire president at that time was 
the now late Councillor Michael Bates. The closing lines of this article state — 

Mr Bates said the decision to cancel funding showed the Stage Government only paid lip service to inland 
regional areas and issues. 

“It clearly demonstrates that talking about regional development is nothing but rhetoric,” he said. 

“They are not interested in any communities that pretty much are not attached to the coast.” 
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Time has gone on some 15 years since that article but little has changed. Once again we are even seeing early signs 
of delay and cost blowout on the planned expansion of Geraldton hospital. On this issue, there is little sense in the 
government’s decision to close Moora Residential College. Basically, it comes down to the government being 
stubborn and pigheaded, and the government and the Minister for Education and Training refusing to reconsider 
their position on Moora Residential College. 

I want to outline some of the failures in their argument. The first is cost. We have heard the government’s 
arguments for why Moora Residential College must close change almost from month to month, if not more 
frequently. The cost was obviously one of the early examples. The Premier, in particular, said that he could not 
justify spending $8.7 million of taxpayers’ money on 30 kids, or words to that effect. He now starts to distil projects 
down to a value per head of population, which is very dangerous, in my view, when it comes to ensuring good and 
sound regional outcomes. Despite that argument, we see a little flyer headed “WA State Budget 2018–19: Investing 
in our Children’s Education”. Noteworthy on page 2 is a dot point under “School Upgrades”, which states — 

City Beach Residential College, upgrades continue ($6.4 million) 

I do not want to take anything away from City Beach Residential College. I have never been there and I am not 
aware of the issues it faces. It certainly is an important facility for regional kids who come to Perth for educational 
pursuits. The argument about the cost per capita is interesting because the $6.4 million heralded by the government 
in this two-page document is for a facility with a capacity of 66 kids and 2017 enrolments of 52 kids. Apparently 
that is okay, and the government even put it in its two-page highlights flyer, but $8.7 million for Moora Residential 
College is just outrageous, according to the government. 

I also want to put on the record some comments about the $500 000, not $8.7 million, message. I do not agree that 
the college needs only $500 000. I stand by the commitment that members on this side of the house, the Liberal 
and National Parties in government, made to the major refurbishment of Moora Residential College because 
I believe that is needed to ensure the educational needs of the central midlands going into the future. Certainly, at 
the other end, I also do not think that $500 000 is likely to cover it. Although it may buy the college some time, it 
would be only in the very short term. The former government committed to not only the $8.7 million, but also 
starting the planning work for the potential relocation of Moora Primary School onto the same site and the potential 
development of a K–12 campus not dissimilar to that which we have seen in other places in the state, including in 
Merredin in my electorate, where a very successful K–12 college was established, which was the combination of 
a number of former school sites. 

The figure of $8.7 million is one that the government likes to go to time and again. However, we now know from 
the release of documents under a freedom of information request that the advice to the minister from the 
Department of Education is that it will cost significantly less than $2.5 million to keep the college open and to 
address the noncompliance issues at the college. I will quote from paragraph 59 of a document, under the heading 
“Moora and Northam residential facilities”, that states — 

Together they currently have 55 students enrolled. Projections indicate no growth in future years. The 
colleges at Geraldton, Merredin and Narrogin all have ample spare accommodation. It should be noted 
that if Moora were to remain open, building compliance issues would need to be funded immediately. 
This will require $2.5 million. 

That is an important quote from that document because time and again the Minister for Education and Training 
says that $8.7 million is needed to keep the college open, yet the advice that she has received from her own 
department states something quite different. Obviously, we can compare the $2.5 million needed to keep 
Moora Residential College open and make sure it remains safe with the $6.4 million for City Beach. If the 
government decides the value of a project on a cost per capita basis, I would argue that the $2.5 million investment 
in Moora is actually more worthwhile than the one it is heralding in its two-page investment-in-education flyer 
post the budget. 

The other argument, of course, is one of educational opportunity. The Premier and the Minister for Education 
claim that the relocation of boarders from Moora Residential College is for their own good; that it is closing the 
college for the educational good of those students as they will get a better education by going to another school. 
That is a gobsmacking message to send to not only people in Moora but indeed all people who are accessing public 
education in Western Australia. The government likes to lecture us about talking down our towns. Talk about the 
government talking down our towns when it sends a message like that! The government is saying that students 
will be better off getting educated somewhere else, so it is closing the residential facility to help them out. What 
message does that send to the remaining 150 kids who actually live in and around Moora and for whom 
Central Midlands Senior High School is their school? It is one thing to say to the 25 kids at the college, “Oh, well, 
you will get a better education somewhere else”, but what about the 150 kids who live in town or catch a bus into 
town? Should they move somewhere else as well? It is a nonsensical argument. It is really quite surprising that 
this government has prosecuted that argument in defence of its decision. 
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Members have probably heard the minister claim time and again that the government has no plans to downgrade 
Moora. I think these are just more weasel words from an increasingly shifty government, which will say and do 
anything to get out of a difficult spot. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: The Premier did say the other day that he would guarantee that it would retain its 
senior high school status. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I know; I will get to that. I thank the Minister for Regional Development for 
reiterating that. My issue is that we know the government is paying lip-service to the people of Moora on this 
issue. The minister has refused to provide answers to this house, but under freedom of information we have 
accessed documents that were sent to and received by the Minister for Education and Training, Hon Sue Ellery, 
on 28 September 2017 from the director general, Sharyn O’Neill. I want to quote a couple of key paragraphs to 
really shine a light on the government’s weasel words. Sharyn O’Neill said this to Minister Ellery — 

If the residential college is closed, consideration could be given to Central Midlands Senior High School 
and Moora Primary School amalgamating to become a Kindergarten to Year 10 district high school. 
Moora Primary School has a current enrolment of 114 Kindergarten to Year 6 students. Students entering 
Year 11 would transition to a senior high school or remain at the district high school and complete their 
studies through SIDE. Students may choose to enrol in one of the secondary schools at either Northam or 
Geraldton. Both have a wider range of secondary options and have residential colleges available. 

The letter goes on to say, and this is the issue — 

Secondary schools with small enrolments are unable to generate the required level of funding to provide 
sufficient breadth and depth of curriculum that meet the requirements of the Western Australian 
Certificate of Education (WACE) for Years 11 and 12 students. Larger secondary schools such as those 
in Northam and Geraldton offer specialist facilities and teachers, a broader range of academic and 
vocational courses as well as comprehensive pastoral care. This improves student access to pathways 
leading to tertiary education, further training and employment. 

Students in Years 11 and 12 who live in Moora and choose to remain at the district high school could 
complete their WACE through the School of Isolated and Distance Education. 

The director general of the Department of Education spells out quite well the challenge that Moora will face. If 
those largely year 11 and 12 students—there were 32 last year—are taken out of that cohort at that school, it will 
significantly undermine the financial viability of that school to be able to continue to run a face-to-face year 11 and 
12 program. Those are not my words; they are the words of the director general of the Department of Education 
in September last year. That was the advice to this minister, which she has ignored. She and the Premier keep 
going out and saying that they have no plans. They do not have to have plans; it is going to happen—it is 
unavoidable. The school cannot do something with nothing, but the Premier and the minister keep on trotting out 
that same line. At some stage, people are going to wake up to the way in which this government is misleading 
them on the future of Central Midlands Senior High School. 

The next argument is that the government has taken a strategic approach to the location of residential colleges in 
Western Australia. I am not quite sure what strategy the government is referring to, but there is certainly none 
coming from it with respect to its decision around the provision of regional education. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Honourable members, there is just a little too much noise for Hansard in the room, 
so could you just turn it down a fraction, please. I am enjoying the contribution of Hon Martin Aldridge. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I do not think they paused to stop talking during 
your comments. 

Hon Nick Goiran: They are hatching a big plan. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I am sure they will unhatch it soon. 

I am talking about the government’s strategic approach. It is closing Moora because it has taken a strategic 
approach to the placement of residential colleges. I think Moora is the definition of strategic. Its geographic 
location is some 170 kilometres from Perth and there are some 280 kilometres from Moora to Geraldton. It is the 
only senior high school between Perth and Geraldton. If nothing else secures Moora, I think it is its geographic 
location. Its relative isolation makes it a perfect choice for a senior high school alongside a residential boarding 
facility in the central midlands. 
The fourth basis for the decision is that this is a budget savings measure. When all else fails, the government reverts 
back to budget savings measures to cope with the forty thousand million dollars of debt that the previous 
government left, despite the fact that the government’s own budget papers now show that its debt will not reach 
$40 billion until the end of 2019–20. Members might be aware that it costs the state in the order of $300 000 to 
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$350 000 per annum to provide deficit funding to the Moora Residential College. That obviously fluctuates 
depending on student numbers. The decision of the government towards the end of last year is having a real and 
significant impact on student enrolments at Moora, as it did at Northam before the government reversed its 
decision. The government will obviously save money from not having to spend capital, but there are many, many 
unknown costs. I have asked questions about how much the government is budgeting for things that it has 
committed to doing, such as the relocation of students. How much are the new bus runs going to cost? To what 
extent is cost going to be incurred by the state in supporting those students and their families, who will potentially 
have to relocate? How much will it cost in relation to the severance of staff, some of whom have served many, 
many decades at Moora Residential College? How much will it cost to put the building into care and maintenance? 
What will the government do with the building once the residential college is closed? I doubt that any short-term 
savings will be achieved by this government through the closure of Moora Residential College. There will certainly 
be no significant contribution to budget savings measures from the closure of this college. 
As I said, the government is lacking any sound policy. I think it is just the government digging in. There is a lack 
of appetite, probably a lack of ability, and a lack of will from regional members of the government’s back bench 
to call out this decision for what it is. It is an important point to make that Moora is represented by two members 
of the Labor Party in Hon Darren West and Hon Laurie Graham. Based on the government’s recent performances, 
I would think that Hon Laurie Graham will be afforded a well-deserved retirement after the next election. Based 
on recent personal performances by Hon Darren West, even he may be in trouble by preselections. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: He’s a very popular man in the bush.  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I know Hon Alannah MacTiernan keeps coming to his defence. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Order, members! This debate has been conducted in 
a very civil and polite manner so far and it will continue to do so. I urge all members to listen in silence, and 
Hon Martin Aldridge to make sure he addresses the Chair and not other members. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Acting President. 
We know that those members may struggle a bit with their near-term endeavours in pursuing advancement in the 
Labor Party. But just know this—the Moora community will not give up its fight and the National Party will not 
give up our fight. We took that fight to the Labor Party in Darling Range, and the result from the voters of 
Darling Range is clear—they did engage, and they did understand and support what the government is taking 
away, which is a right of every student and family who lives in regional Western Australia. 
I want to refer to another document which we accessed under freedom of information and which I think adds to the 
non-performance of the government and, in particular, the Minister for Education. In material obtained under FOI, 
the Department of Education said that in order to shift the kids from Moora Residential College to 
Northam Residential College, Northam would need upgrades of $1.5 million. I am not sure whether the government 
has committed to that $1.5 million in funding or whether the Department of Education stands by the advice that these 
kids will relocate to Northam. It is a bit like the department’s advice that Moora Residential College is doomed 
because Yanchep Secondary College has opened. That is more bad advice received and accepted by this government. 
I think—we will check this—that the government has failed to achieve the $1.5 million needed to expand and upgrade 
Northam Residential College. Interestingly, the Department of Education, which clearly put up this idea, said, “We’ll 
save ourselves $8.7 million by closing Moora Residential College, but then how about we extend Broome Residential 
College, we refurbish the residential colleges at Northam, Albany, Merredin and Narrogin, at a cost of $6.7 million, 
and we construct a new residential facility at Fitzroy Crossing; and also we need a new residential college in Perth.” 
The Department of Education gave a savings measure to the minister, which the minister accepted and said, “Let’s 
take the money, and we’ll spend it on these other things.” Again, as far as I can tell, the minister has wholly failed to 
achieve anything on that list, and the funds that will be saved from that $8.7 million in royalties for regions has been 
returned to the Minister for Regional Development, who no doubt will spend it on pointless exercises like stranded 
energy assets in the Southern Ocean. 

Mr Acting President, I am going to run out of time, unless, of course, the house will allow me an extension of time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Honourable member, I would suggest you get to the end of your first section first, 
and then that could be addressed. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Acting President. There is always members’ statements. 
I did not want to miss the opportunity that was afforded me of having the benefit of budget estimates. However, 
I did not show my usual presence at the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations’ hearings this 
year, because quite a significant event was happening on the Saturday. I know it was significant, because just about 
every member of the Labor Party was at my booth at west Byford and pleasuring us with their company, so a few 
other things were distracting my mind. Nevertheless, I would like to thank the estimates committee for its diligence 
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and the good work that it does. I probably will not get a chance to expand on some of the estimates committee 
processes. However, I want to talk about what occurred on Saturday and why I believe that is a reflection on the 
government’s budget and the government’s performance. As members would know, on the weekend some 
32 500 voters in Darling Range were subjected to an opinion poll on the Labor government. That opinion poll was 
of its own doing, to be very clear. I am sure the government did not want to face that opinion poll so early in its 
term of office. The government is still trying to announce all the bad news and settle all the files before it has to 
go back to the polls. That was certainly the view of the Labor Party, because it did not have much interest upfront 
in contesting the Darling Range by-election, but the Premier, Mark McGowan, then threw in the Labor Party by 
suggesting it would run a candidate if it found a superstar. That superstar turned to be one Colleen Yates. She was 
so super that she lasted for all of four days. The Labor Party then had candidate number three, Tania Lawrence. 
I had the opportunity to meet Tania on several occasions in the electorate. I am sure she did not know who I was, 
because we are a bit obscure up here in the upper house. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! The member has limited time, so we will continue with 
Hon Martin Aldridge. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I know Hon Darren West has had his Twitter licence revoked. We do not want the 
talking stick to be taken off him as well. 
I had the opportunity to meet Tania and interact with her on a number of occasions. She probably would not know 
who I was, even to this day, but I was standing there wearing my white T-shirt and with my “Save Moora College” 
sign. I recognise that it is difficult to be a candidate, and I acknowledge the hard yards and the taxing exercise it 
would have been for those few weeks of the election campaign, entering it quite late as she did. One of the first 
things I noticed over the last couple of weeks when I was at the pre-polling booth was the aggression that was 
directed towards our volunteers in the “Put Labor Last” campaign. That was from not just the Labor candidate but 
Labor volunteers. It was quite surprising. I thought, “These guys will do all right; they’ll take a bit of skin off their 
knees, but they’ll do all right.” However, the way in which she attacked me, and other volunteers who were saying 
things like “Save Moora College” and “Save our Community Resource Centres”, was very surprising. Some of 
the Labor volunteers accused our volunteers of lying, because they said there were no cuts to community resource 
centres. We encouraged them to make contact with Hon Darren West, although that is getting increasingly difficult 
because Twitter is now on the banned list, and Facebook will not be far away. I am sure he will have his mobile 
phone confiscated before too long. 
The Labor Party was desperate to hold the seat of Darling Range. Obviously either the polls published by the 
media were incorrect, or voters had a significant change of mind after those polls were published—or both, as it 
turns out. It is interesting that Tania came up to me, because she thought I was a volunteer, and said, “What you’re 
doing is counterproductive.” I asked her what she meant by that. I was not engaging with her. She came up to me 
in a very aggressive manner and said, “You’re being counterproductive to your cause.” She thought I was there 
campaigning for Moora college, as I was. The only thing I can take from that is if we campaign against the 
government, we will get nothing. I think what she meant is that if people from regional Western Australia want to 
remind the voters of Darling Range—who may or may not be aware—of what is happening to regional 
Western Australia, they will get nothing. It is no wonder people have lost faith in this government. Let us hope 
a similar result is replicated in a couple of years’ time. Remember—Darling Range was the eleventh most marginal 
seat for the Labor Party. There are 10 seats that are more marginal than Darling Range, and nine of those seats 
have been won by new members of Parliament. It will be interesting to see how this plays out. It is interesting that 
when it comes to performance, the problem is the performance, and behaviour in particular, of some of the Labor 
frontbenchers, not the backbenchers. I think they were the biggest contributors to the results on Saturday, 23 June. 
When I look at the actions of Minister Murray on several occasions, Minister Kelly as late as last week, or 
Parliamentary Secretary West—let us not forget Parliamentary Secretary West!—it is quite extraordinary that the 
Premier has to direct one of his team, one of his frontbenchers, to delete Twitter, yet he can carry on his executive 
government responsibilities. If he cannot be responsible for his actions on social media, how could he possibly be 
responsible for discharging his responsibilities as afforded to him by the Governor of Western Australia in 
Executive Council as a member of the executive government? It is just extraordinary. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: He is very good at his job. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Hon Alannah MacTiernan jumped to his defence. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, member. On that point, I am going to interrupt the debate and you can hold that thought. 
I will now take questions. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3756.] 
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