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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2017–18) BILL 2017 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2017–18) BILL 2017 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

[Quorum formed.] 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [7.02 pm]: It is great to be back talking about these very important 
budget bills. Before private members’ business, you will recall, Mr Acting Speaker, that I highlighted to the house 
the difficulty that we are facing with this new Labor government increasing debt when it said it would reduce debt 
in its budget. It is actually increasing debt, as we know. That is the first clear example of deceiving the people of 
Western Australia. The second very obvious act of deceit was when the Labor Party went to the election and the 
Premier himself said that there would be no new taxes on Western Australians—full stop. He repeated that and 
said that there would be no new taxes; in fact, if I remember his words correctly, he said that there will be no new 
taxes or increases in taxes on Western Australians—full stop. It was very, very clear that, going into the election, 
the Labor government said to the people of Western Australia, businesses in Western Australia and investors in 
Western Australia that for the four years of this new Labor government, if it gets elected, there will be no new 
taxes and no increases in taxes. It was categorical. Obviously, the Labor Party got elected and it immediately set 
about increasing taxes. We have seen significant increases in payroll tax, a significant increase in the gold royalty, 
which is a tax, and significant increases to fees and charges to households. 

How did the Premier respond to the fact that he promised one thing before the election and completely broke that 
promise post-election with this budget? I refer to a Labor government document titled “State Budget contentious 
issues—questions and answers”, which was for internal use only. A question in this internal Labor government 
document addressed to Labor MPs states — 

Mark McGowan promised to not increase taxes on Western Australians, but now you have increase 
payroll tax? 

It is telling people how to answer their constituents’ inquiries on that exact point. Part of the answer is — 

The Premier has apologised for being forced to break his promise … 

Nobody was forcing the Premier to break a promise. This is not a scene out of Forrest Gump in which government 
members say, “We had to break a promise.” It does not work like that. Labor went to the election knowing what 
the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement stated. It knew the debt situation and the dangers of relying on 
the GST revenue. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Yet it told the people, member for Warnbro, that it would not increase or introduce new 
taxes. The Labor Party deceived the people of Western Australia and they will hold it to account. There is 
absolutely no doubt about it. Not only has The Labor government broken a clear promise to the people of 
Western Australia that there will be no new taxes, it has slugged the people of Western Australia with increased 
fees and charges that it said it would not increase. Before the election the Labor Party said that it understood how 
tough it is out there and that it would look after them. But what did Labor do? It has increased the cost of electricity 
by 10.9 per cent; water by about six per cent; public transport by about 11 per cent; motor vehicle fees by about 
four per cent; the emergency services levy by 3.3 per cent—and on it goes. That represents to the mums and dads 
of Western Australia, whom the government said were doing it tough, an increase of around $1 000 a year to the 
household budget when they thought that Labor was going to look after them. Labor is hitting not only the business 
community but also the mums and dads. It is hitting them very hard. 
After this budget people are starting to make their own assessments of this government. An article in 
The West Australian of 11 September 2017, titled “‘McGowan ‘devious’: Beament”, states — 

Influential gold mining boss Bill Beament has accused Premier Mark McGowan of being 
“completely devious, dishonest and destructive” … 

It continues — 
“The Premier gave all West Australians a cast-iron promise. No caveats, no ifs or buts. Once he got their 
vote, he broke the promise. And all he says now is I’m sorry about that. He has been completely devious, 
dishonest and destructive.” 

That commentator is a goldminer who, from what I have been told, built up his business from scratch. The business 
went through some tough times and almost went south, but then he built it up again. He understands the gold sector 
and how volatile it can be and he is not at all impressed. He employs people all through the goldfields. An area 
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such as Kalgoorlie–Boulder is reliant on the gold sector’s success for the people in those communities to have jobs 
and on the people in the gold sector to spend money in those communities to support and sustain jobs. This 
government has clearly broken a promise to that sector and it will have ramifications. 
In addition to these broken promises relating to taxes, a wage increase of 1.5 per cent was promised to the 
hardworking police, nurses, teachers and public servants of Western Australia. They went into the election thinking 
that they would get a 1.5 per cent pay rise, which is modest, but at least it helps them keep their real wages up with 
mortgage interest rates or the costs of living year in, year out. Instead, that promise was broken and again the 
government tried to use this notion that it did not know how difficult the budget situation was when it knew. The 
PFPS was very clear; it stated very clearly the debt situation and the projected debt situation. To try to hoodwink 
Western Australians into thinking differently is ridiculous.  
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The hypocrisy is that while that 1.5 per cent wages policy was being scrapped, 
WA Labor Party workers were granted a 9.5 per cent pay rise over three years, which included a 2.7 per cent pay 
increase in July 2017. How hypocritical of the government to look after its own people by giving them pay rises 
while telling Western Australians that they have to tighten their belts. The government is breaking an election 
promise and making Western Australians tighten their belts while giving its own workers—Labor Party workers—
a 9.5 per cent pay rise over three years. 
Mr A. Krsticevic: It is an affiliated union. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Whatever it is. 
Then we had the ridiculous situation in which ministers—I do not have the list, but the ministers will know who 
they are—double dipped on ministerial car funding. 
Mr P. Papalia: Are you sure about that? 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am absolutely right. We have the answer to the question. 
Mr P. Papalia: Are you sure about what you are saying? 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: All I can do, minister, is go on the information I have. I have it in writing. Clearly, some 
ministers accepted a ministerial car at the same time as accepting payments for a car, which is double dipping in 
anybody’s language. That is deceitful. The government decided to stop that only after it was brought to its attention 
by a member of the media. That was disgraceful. Again, I point out the hypocrisy of the government telling 
Western Australians to tighten their belts while at the same time it does not tighten its own. 
What is the impact of these tax hikes? There has been some commentary on that as well. The Casotti Group is 
WA’s largest fruit grower, packer and wholesaler. Its fleet of trucks supplies fruit to Perth, regional WA and 
interstate markets. The group’s chief financial officer, Sam Russo, says that he is concerned that the increases to 
payroll tax on companies earning more than $100 million, such as Woolworths and other large supermarkets, will 
be passed down the supply chain. Of course it will be passed down the supply chain! If members think that will 
not have an impact on jobs, then they are in denial and are once again being dishonest with the people of 
Western Australia. 
What about the jobs growth plan the government built into its rhetoric going into the election—that is, the budget 
is supposed to grow jobs? How is that jobs plan going? As I have mentioned in this place before, of all the bills 
that have come into this place so far, none is linked to jobs. There is a list of them. The government has done some 
important things. It has introduced the Coroners Amendment Bill 2017, the Constitution Amendment (Demise of 
the Crown) Bill 2017, the Misuse of Drugs Amendment (Methylamphetamine Offences) Bill 2017 and the 
Petroleum Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The Pilbara Port Assets (Disposal) Repeal Bill 2017 was also 
introduced. The list goes on. No doubt they are important bills, but they will not create jobs. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: As the member for Carine said, the only bill introduced by the government that is linked 
to jobs will reduce the $5 000 first home owner grant boost by six months, therefore, knocking out 
4 000 prospective new home owners from accessing that $5 000 boost. If we think about 4 000 new homes, that is 
quite a few painters, carpenters, plumbers, electricians, roof tilers, landscape gardeners, and all those people who 
either work for somebody or for a small business owner–operator. Those jobs are gone. So far we have seen 
nothing in the jobs space except for a bill that was read in the other day and is yet to be debated. Let us look at 
that. It is the called the Western Australian Jobs Bill 2017. Hooray—after listening to me say in this place that the 
government does not have any bills that relate to jobs, suddenly in comes a bill a couple of weeks later. A quick 
look at the bill reveals that it is going to help local industry on all government projects. I took a quick look at the 
bill to see how “local industry” is defined. Members will be pleased to know that it states — 
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local industry means suppliers of goods produced, or services provided, in Western Australia, another 
State, a Territory or New Zealand; 

The whole premise of that bill is to create jobs for local industries. Good on the government—it is creating jobs 
for New Zealanders! That is fantastic! How is that going to help people in Western Australia? We have not even 
started to debate that bill, but we are going to have a field day with it. That is the only evidence of some effort to 
create jobs, and so far all I see is that it is going to help people in New Zealand get a job. We highlighted this today 
during private members’ business. The government seems to be much more interested in pork-barrelling its 
Labor-held seats than getting on with the job of prudent fiscal management and reining in debt, and not being 
deceitful to the people of Western Australia about the promises it made before the election and then completely 
broke in this budget. 
I draw members’ attention to the high school in my electorate, Churchlands Senior High School. The school has 
a current population of 2 581 students and it is projected to have 3 251 students in 2020–21. That is a big number. 
In the 2016–17 budget, $38.8 million was allocated to constructing the buildings for the huge number of students 
at Churchlands Senior High School. In this budget, the figure has dropped by $4.2 million. I hope the reason for 
that $4.2 million drop is that the government has already spent it on those buildings; I hope that is the case. We 
need to make sure that these buildings can sustain such a massive population growth. I also highlight to members 
that the government’s inner-city college is set to open in around 2020, but it will not be fully operational until 
2025, and the population of Churchlands senior high is set to drop to 2 300 students when that school is up and 
running. Having 2 300 students is still a very, very big number! Today’s paper is a fascinating read. It has an article 
titled “Big high schools face funding cut”. It states — 

WA’s biggest public high schools will lose more than $1000 of funding for every student they enrol above 
1200 students under change to Education Department’s funding. 

The state’s biggest schools could lose more than $1 million, or the equivalent of 10 full-time staff members, with 
some of the redirected money going off to schools in Labor electorates. 
Mr S.A. Millman: You mean in Nedlands! 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member might say that it will go off to Nedlands, but we know that the government 
is not even marketing that inner-city school as a Nedlands school. It is marketing it as an inner-city college and it 
is linked to the government’s entire campaign for the member for Perth! Do not come in here and try to play with 
words, saying it has something to do with the member for Nedlands, because the member knows it does not. 
Furthermore, the government has a shovel-ready, 10-hectare site at City Beach that is ready to go, and we are now 
hearing that it will sell that site for housing. I can tell members now what will happen in 2026: there will be 
population pressures on not only Churchlands Senior High School, but also the government’s new school that it is 
calling an inner-city school. It is not an inner-city school; it is a school in Subiaco on the railway line. Inner city 
is where there are big, tall buildings—just over there. Do not try to fake it and say it is an inner-city school; it is 
a suburban school on a railway line. If the government decides to crack on with that, fine, but if the government 
sells the City Beach high school site for housing, what will we do in 2026 when there is increased demand for 
school places and Churchlands Senior High School is already projected to have 2 300 students in 2020? Members 
opposite need to understand these things. They cannot run these short-term, short-sighted ways to deal with school 
population pressures in the western suburbs by flogging off for housing an already shovel-ready site for a high 
school. That is a ridiculous proposition and I urge members opposite not to do it because they will need—we will 
all need—a new high school site by 2026. 

Jobs is one of the other key things impacting the people of Churchlands. It has been a tough time since the mining 
construction boom came off the boil and commodity prices dropped significantly, and investment slowed in the 
mines and petroleum sector. Jobs are key. Again, one of the things that links back to the government’s jobs policy 
is that it is not supporting jobs. I can tell members opposite that their ban on uranium mining is just one example 
of shutting down an entire sector that was already getting a fair bit of investment in exploration and research and 
development for the extraction of that ore body. By making announcements that it will stop uranium mining, the 
government is just telling the people of Kalgoorlie–Boulder and other parts of, I suppose, the south eastern part of 
Western Australia that they do not matter and that the government will stop investment in that mining sector. 
I know the government said that it will let the four projects go ahead, but an article in the Kalgoorlie Miner titled 
“Uranium put on a five-year clock” states — 

“Everyone knows our position is we are not very happy about these approvals, so the mining companies 
need to be aware that they have a potential deadline heading at them in five years from now,” … 

I think McGowan himself was quoted as saying that in that article. The uranium sector is down. The government 
also has decided to close the federal bonus point system under the federal regional sponsored migration scheme, 
so that is heavily impacting on the international schools and colleges sector in Western Australia. I saw an article 
in The Australian of 31 July 2017 that indicated that since March there had been something like a 32 per cent drop 
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in international student enrolments in Western Australia. Where are all those students going? They are going east 
to South Australia or somewhere else. Again, that is putting pressure on local jobs in Perth because the jobs are 
going east with those students. We have also talked about the first home owner grant boost that the government 
has got rid of. 

What tangible jobs policy does the government have? The only one that I could find was linked to the Metronet 
build and the railcars, but even that is fascinating. I think the government said that it would spend half a billion 
dollars on setting up this railcar industry, but how is that going to work? How will the government create an 
industry when there has never been one here anyway? I think even when the Midland railway workshops were in 
operation, the railcars were made in England. The government is going to try to create from scratch a particular 
industry to build railcars and that is its jobs plan. We know that there are no jobs linked to a railway being built to 
Ellenbrook, which the government promised the people of Ellenbrook for eight and a half years in opposition and 
in the lead-up to the election, but which does not appear in the budget. All that appears in the budget is $20 million 
to do some sort of research. That is not building a railway line that the government said would commence 
construction in 2019 and would be completed by 2022. The people of Ellenbrook need to hear it loud and clear: 
there is no rail coming to Ellenbrook under this Labor government, which promised it for eight and a half years 
and in the lead-up to the 2017 election. In the first budget in which it could show that it was true to its word that it 
would build the railway line that it said it would commence in 2019 and complete in 2022 and would be in the 
budget, it has not done so. That is another broken promise by this new Labor government. 

It is six months in and I can tell members that the cracks are starting to appear. Those cracks even showed up in 
today’s The West Australian. The article on page 9 is headed “Labor push to plug leaks to Liberals”. It is not 
a happy camp. Members are leaking information to the opposition because they are unhappy with the leadership 
of their own side. They are unhappy with their ministers’ performances and they need to do better for the people 
of Western Australia. 

MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [7.22 pm]: It gives me pleasure to stand and say a few words in defence of the 
people of Western Australia and the people of Carine in terms of the budget that was brought down last Thursday 
and the Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) Bill 2017 and Appropriation (Capital 2017–18) Bill 2017. Obviously, 
the people of Carine and many people in the northern suburbs did not do very well from this budget. 

As I listened to the Treasurer read his speech, I took a careful note and I noted that he accidentally finished his 
speech early, because he was supposed to read another half a page. Unfortunately, he commended the bill to the 
house a little too early in his speech, so he was unable to finish the entire speech. That is probably a first for 
a budget speech. I want to start my remarks with one of the statements in his conclusion. He stated — 

I accept that constrained revenue growth and low GST grants over the second term of the former 
Government played their part—but that is not the whole explanation, not even close. 

The Treasurer has mentioned that a number of times. He has indicated that the former Liberal–National 
government had issues around the GST, iron ore and revenue that were beyond its control and were unforeseen. 
He has indicated that a number of times, but he said that that is not the only reason that the state found itself in the 
situation it did. I thought to myself: he makes a good point. It is important to look at where we started in 2008 and 
why we have ended up where we have. I think it is very important to start at that point. There are a number of new 
members in the chamber and that was nine years ago and people have forgotten the situation. I refer to some 
articles published in our newspapers back then. The West Australian, on 30 September 2008, just after we took 
government, published an article headed “New recession fears drive down shares”. It stated — 

Financial markets were awash with more gloom yesterday as mounting fears of a global recession 
outweighed hopes for a $US700 billion Wall Street rescue, sending Australian share prices down almost 
two percent. 

Another article, published on 29 September 2008 was titled, “WA firms rattled as US plans $870 billion debt 
rescue”. It stated — 

Business confidence across WA has slumped to the lowest level since the commodities boom, with firms 
hit by the global credit crisis and fears they will be dragged down by slowing eastern states economics, 
a survey has revealed. 

The eastern states were in a hole, and the whole world was in a recession. On 17 September 2008, a headline 
appeared, “World worries: fear worse to come”; on 11 October 2008, “Meltdown may slow regional projects”. 
These are just some of the headlines appearing at the time: 20 October 2008, “Crisis puts 200,000 jobs at risk”; 
14 December 2008, “Shoppers’ tight pockets hit economic growth”; 5 December 2008, “Business confidence 
plunges as growth is slashed”; 5 January 2009, “Big jump in WA bankruptcies”; January 2009, “Tourism attractors 
seek crisis funding”; March 2009, “Economist warns WA of sharp slowdown”; and 15 August 2009, 
“Baby boomers face super crisis”. Obviously, the impacts on the share market and superannuation retirement funds 
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was putting baby boomers at risk of being unable to retire and be self-funded. Then, in October 2009, 
“Financial hardship hits one in three families”; in November 2009, “Ramifications of global financial crisis”; in 
January 2010, “Jobless figures up in global crisis fallout”. I think members will be getting the gist of the situation. 
Then, in March 2010, “Global crisis hits wealthy and poor”; 10 June, 2010, “Business confidence plummets”; and 
in March 2011, “WA loses faith in economic climate”. I think we are getting a picture here. In July 2011 
“Property prices still falling”; in December 2011, “Jobless rates rise in parts of Perth”. 
We can see a very clear picture that, when we were elected in 2008, the economy around the world and in Australia 
and Western Australia was in dire peril, and things needed to be done. The Treasurer has indicated that, in our first 
four years in Parliament, the Liberal–National government did the hard work and made the big decisions on the 
infrastructure spend and of what needed to be done to make sure that with these sorts of headlines hitting the front 
pages of not just The West Australian and The Australian, but also international papers, we were taking steps to 
insulate the people of Western Australia from the global financial crisis. We did a good job during that period. We 
managed to keep the economy moving forward and we managed to keep people in jobs and keep things going 
reasonably well. Not only that, as can be seen from some of those headlines, the eastern states were struggling. 
We were doing our bit to carry not just Western Australia but the whole of Australia. As we moved through the 
global financial crisis, we moved into our mining construction boom. It was not a mining boom; it was a mining 
construction boom. With the mining construction boom, half a million people from the eastern states and around 
the world came to Western Australia. 
Between 2008 and probably through to 2016, half a million people came to Western Australia, so we needed 
schools, roads, sewerage and all the relevant infrastructure that goes with a growing population. We could not have 
half a million people coming to Western Australia and offer them nothing and say that we do not have the 
infrastructure to support them even though we had the jobs to employ them. When we came to government, 
I looked at something else that was going on. Employment was a big issue and I believe that the Premier changed 
the migration figures—I think it was called the skilled migration program—by reducing the number of professions 
involved from 120 to 118. Out of interest, I wanted to look at what was going on with the employment of 
Australians during the Gallop–Carpenter government. In 2006, bosses pushed for — 
Ms S.E. Winton: How far back are you going? 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I am referring to the previous Labor government, so members can see — 
Ms S.E. Winton: Is this a history lesson? 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Yes; it is important, especially for new members, to understand where the Liberal–
National government came from. In 2006, 2007 and 2008 when members opposite were in government, the 
headlines were “Our hunt for teachers turns to New Zealand and Britain”. The Labor government was looking to 
recruit nurses from overseas. It was actively looking overseas to bring people to Western Australia. 
Mr B. Urban interjected. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: There is one behind me, the member for Darling Range. The Labor Party said, 
“We want people from all over the world to come to Western Australia, because guess what? We do not have 
enough nurses, police officers or teachers.” Even though we have a huge population, for some reason the 
Labor Party could not find people to work, so they pulled people in from all over the world. We have a small 
skilled migration program and the Labor Party makes a big deal about our not reviewing it to the finest detail. We 
should have, given we are talking about only a handful of people in this migration program. It is important to look 
at history because history tells us where we have been, where we have come to and what happens. We can see that 
the previous Labor government recruited people from overseas. 
When we took over in government, there was a global financial crisis and serious issues in our economy, so we 
had to make hard decisions. This is building on from what the Treasurer said in his speech. He said, “I understand 
what your problem was in your second term, but why did the problem occur in the first term?” I am trying to 
explain to members what happened when we first came to Parliament. That is what we were confronted with and 
we had to make decisions — 
Mr J.E. McGrath: Speak slowly. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Sorry; I will. I am probably speaking too fast, so I need to slow down a little. We had to 
make decisions about how we would cope with the perilous situation the state found itself in. We invested in that 
infrastructure. As I said before, when half a million people came over here, we obviously had to build infrastructure 
for them. I was a bit surprised when the Treasurer said during private members’ business today that he was 
surprised when he found in the census data that 60 000 people had left the state. I thought that if the Treasurer had 
asked everyone with a rental property about the situation with the rental market, he would have learnt, as I think 
we all know, that there are vacant rental properties everywhere. Owners cannot find people to rent their properties. 
When they find a potential tenant, they have to drop the price by a huge amount. I wonder where all the people 
who rented the houses have gone. Are they still in Western Australia? Are they hiding somewhere? Are they living 
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under trees? I do not know; it is very interesting. Obviously, there is a slump in the property market so prices have 
dropped dramatically. Why are the half million people who came here in the last few years not buying houses? 
Houses are so cheap, now is the time to buy. Guess what? They have left the state. Is that a surprise? People say 
to me every day that they are going to Melbourne or Sydney. 

Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Not that long ago, around 2006, Perth house prices were comparable to Sydney prices. At 
one stage, about 10 years ago, Perth house prices were as expensive as Sydney prices. Relative to the rest of 
Australia, Western Australian house prices are doing okay. Members opposite might not think they are cheap, but 
a lot of people are selling their houses due to mortgage stress and losing hundreds of thousands of dollars. To say 
that there is no issue is a ridiculous proposition to even put. The trend should be obvious to the Treasurer. It is 
obvious that people are leaving the state. Obviously, that will affect our GST and other revenues. That was not 
a great surprise to me. I was surprised it was only 60 000; I thought the number might have been more. A lot of 
people came from the eastern states during the state’s construction boom. Some people did not even come to live 
here; they flew from Melbourne and Sydney. 

Mr P. Papalia: Are you aware of how much the GST distribution was changed as a consequence of that? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Two billion dollars. 

Mr P. Papalia: So you think the Treasurer should have known before the ABS announced the 60 000 and the 
federal Treasurer refused to change his distribution? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The Treasurer should have known that people are leaving the state. 

Mr P. Papalia: So he should have known that the GST distribution was going to change $2 billion after the 
election? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The figures are a separate issue. He has the whole of Treasury working for him, so I am 
sure there are some smart people in there who can work these things out. 

The fact that rental properties are vacant and that people cannot find jobs and are struggling out there makes me 
suspect that all the people who came here from the other states of Australia might have gone back. A lot of them 
have a family over there. That is part of the story of where we found ourselves during the first term. 

The Treasurer has already indicated that he understands the revenue issues that came up during our second term. 
Of course, he is now experiencing those same revenue issues. The new Labor government is starting to appreciate 
the situation that we were in when we were in government and the difficulty in trying to deal with that situation. 
When the McGowan government was first elected, I hoped it would be able to do some things it said it would do 
to fix the situation. I do not see that happening at the moment, unfortunately. That is very disappointing from that 
point of view. The Premier, a former Minister for Education, could not even get a teacher in front of every 
classroom when he was last a minister. I do not want to harp on too much about the past because it is all about 
what is here today. I thought it important to put on the record why we ended up where we did. We found ourselves 
in a volatile economic and international climate and we had to manage through those eight and a half years. A lot 
of times we were managing on the run because, as this government is finding out, things change quickly—things 
come out of the blue. It is like, “Was I expected to know that I would lose $2 billion in GST revenue?” That is 
a lot of money. For the government to lose $2 billion and say “I didn’t even know” hit me out of the blue. If I were 
managing my home finances like that, I would be out on the street very quickly. As much as I appreciate the 
comments from members opposite, at the same time there is an argument the other way saying they should be on 
top of these things. 

When the Labor Party was going through the election process, it promised gold standard transparency. It promised 
transparency, honesty, and to be up-front with people. There was no reason for the Labor Party to say half the 
things it said during the election campaign because it was always going to win that election. There was no doubt 
in my mind that the Labor Party was going to win. As I heard the promises — 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Cut it out. You told me we would win! 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I was very confident that — 

Mr J.N. Carey: I am glad you’re not on my side—“I’m going to campaign but I know the other side is going to 
win”! 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I worked very hard during that election campaign, as did every member. We knew it would 
be a difficult election and that we would struggle. Every member worked exceptionally hard. Unfortunately, some 
hardworking members from both sides did not make it back. 

Several members interjected. 
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Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I know they did. The same as us in 2013. 

At the end of the day, what did the Labor Party promise people? It promised to pay off debt like a mortgage. I am 
looking at the forward estimates, but I do not see debt going down like a mortgage. As a matter of fact, I see debt 
going higher than it was under our forward estimates. I think we were around the $41 billion mark. By 2020–21, 
this government will be up to $43 billion. Even when the government talks about a surplus in 2020–21 of 
$1.2 billion, it is talking about revenue growth of 10.5 per cent. The years before that are 4.7 per cent and one per 
cent, and this year it is 6.7 per cent, so magically, all of a sudden, in 2020–21 it will jump up to 10.5 per cent and 
that will give the government its budget surplus.  

Having looked through the budget papers, we already know lots of things are missing—other members have 
pointed that out. I assume those things are not included because, unfortunately, the government is expecting 
a magical windfall gain from somewhere, or the government did not want to put them in the budget papers because 
it did not want people to see how bad things really are. Maybe if the government had put the true picture in there—
all the election promises and all the things that it is going to do—we would see that debt might jump up to 
$47 billion rather than $43 billion, but the government did not want people to see that because it is too scared. The 
government is obviously hopeful that with an up and coming federal election, the commonwealth government 
might throw some money its way and fund some of these projects that it has put money in the budget for. I look 
forward to seeing how the government starts to pay off debt. It will be interesting to see how the government gets 
to a budget surplus, because I cannot see that happening. 

The government is offering 3 000 redundancies. As was mentioned earlier, the government will lose jobs. There 
is really no plan for the creation of jobs. The member for Churchlands mentioned earlier the Western Australian 
Jobs Bill 2017, which will give jobs to people from the eastern states and New Zealand. If the odd 
Western Australian is lucky enough to get a job, I suppose it will be a bonus if they are employed by people who 
own businesses in the eastern states. I hope that comes to fruition and is not just a bill in name rather than a bill 
that actually delivers. 

I want to very quickly touch on the foreign property tax. It was very interesting to see that come in. Other states 
have a foreign property tax and I thought, “Well, you know, there is nothing wrong with charging foreigners 
a foreign property tax to try to make a few dollars. Where did the idea come from?” Then I looked at the federal 
budget and saw that it has done some work on managing foreign investment. The market in Sydney and Melbourne 
is heated, and foreigners are buying properties there and pushing up prices. Of course, that is not happening in 
Western Australia, so we do not have that issue. The Australian Financial Review of 9 May—before 8 September 
when the government made its announcements—states — 

Foreign buyers of property will be hit with increased taxes and charges of more then $600 million over 
the next four years … 

As of Tuesday’s budget, foreign and temporary tax residents will no longer be exempt from a capital 
gains tax when selling their main residence in Australia. … 

Furthermore, the withholding rate on capital gains tax that foreigners must pay when they sell property 
will increase to 12.5 per cent from 10 per cent beginning from July 1. 

Currently the withholding tax is only taken when a foreigner sells a property worth $2 million or more, 
but under the government’s new regime it will now apply to the sale of properties worth $750,000 … 

Also, if a foreigner does not have a property rented for at least six months, they will be charged a penalty of at 
least $5 000. In July, the federal government introduced all these penalties for foreign-owned properties. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The federal government increased the tax on all these properties — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I surrender! I surrender! You are wrong! I agree with everything you say! 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The worst part is that I have not even started — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I know! That’s why I’m going! I’m leaving! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr T.J. Healy): Member for Carine, would you like the protection of the Chair? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Yes, please, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, please allow the esteemed member for Carine to finish his remarks. 
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Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The federal government came up with this regime to penalise foreign property owners 
because of the heated Sydney and Melbourne markets. The Premier thinks, “That’s a good idea. Other states are 
doing it. The federal government is cleaning up on foreigners. Why don’t we do it in Western Australia?” Guess 
what? Our property market is not booming. Our property market needs people to come here and buy properties, 
and charging foreigners an extra four per cent is just another disincentive for them to come here and buy property. 
Why would they do it? I cannot see the state government raising $49 million from that tax over the next four years. 
I look forward to seeing the figure, but I will be surprised if that is the right tax for this particular time. 

We have already talked about the pay rise and the broken promises. We knew from day one that there would be 
a litany of broken promises because we knew — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: No, we didn’t! No we didn’t! We took them on their word — 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: We took them on their word. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: — going into that election that what they committed to the people of Western Australia they 
would hold true to, member. They absolutely committed. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Let me rephrase that: the community, the voting public out there, took the government on 
its word. They said, “We trust that you’re going to do the right thing”, but I knew it would not, because I was 
listening to these promises come out, one after the other, and I thought, “You’ve got to be joking. Where are you 
going to get the money for that? You’re in fantasyland; it’s a fairytale.” It was just unbelievable, as I was listening 
to these things. I can tell the government that people in the electorate of Carine did not believe it, so they were 
very smart from that point of view—not because they voted for me, but because when I spoke to people out there 
they said, “No way in the world is the Labor Party going to deliver this”, all the time. It was an important election; 
a very important election. 

I admit that I am a supporter of the Leader of the Opposition when he talks about an independent parliamentary 
budget office; I think that is a good idea. I think it is a good idea to have a parliamentary budget office reviewing 
ideas that are put into this Parliament and independently assessing them so that we can see how accurate and 
reliable they are, because obviously we know the government did not want to submit its costings to Treasury. Of 
course, it did not want to submit its costings to Treasury because as we can see in the budget now, there has been 
a massive blowout in the costings that were initially put forward by the government. We know that none of that is 
accurate. I will be surprised if we do not see many more blowouts in costings over the next four years. 

I will quickly refer to some articles. The first is an article by Gary Adshead from 23 June when all those household 
fees and charges were put in place. It states — 

Get the pain out of the way early. 

It could have been worse, much worse. 

Given the State Government keeps going out of its way to find more dramatic adjectives to describe the 
state of WA’s finances—it was “catastrophic” yesterday—people might have expected bigger increases 
to fees and charges. 

… 

All up, families will have to find about $440 more to meet these increases, and that hit to households will 
do virtually nothing to improve the Budget deficit as it heads to $3 billion. 

Treasurer Ben Wyatt admitted as much during his presentation. 

… 

The total gain to the Budget bottom line from yesterday’s announcement will be $238 million over four 
years. 

With debt heading to $42 billion in three years, you can’t help but wonder where the really big revenue 
measure will come from. 

A rabbit still needs to be pulled from a hat. 

All eyes are now on September’s Budget to see if Labor can really turn around the heavily listing ship of 
state. 

That was in June, and it effectively said, “Well, look, you haven’t really done that much. You obviously hit 
householders a lot, but the budget and finance situation was not going to make a dent on the state. It was going to 
make a dent on households and it was going to hurt ordinary mums and dads at the wrong time, and it was the 
wrong thing to do in terms of the way the government did it. 
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Let us look at what happened after the budget. I refer to an analysis piece by Shane Wright that appeared in 
The West Australian of 8 September headed, “Labor’s choices turn conventional wisdom on its head”. It states — 

All Budgets are about choices. 
Post-election Budgets have even more choices. The most important is whether to stick with pre-election 
commitments or use some political capital early to improve the bottom line. 
In the case of Treasurer Ben Wyatt and Premier Mark McGowan’s first Budget, they’ve managed to turn 
this on its head. 
They’ve broken promises and at the same time failed to deliver substantial changes that will improve the 
bottom line. 
It’s quite an achievement. 

So the June analysis by Gary Adshead said that something needed to happen in the September budget because 
obviously the government needed to do something intelligent and miraculous. Then the analysis by Shane Wright 
on 8 September—where is it? What happened? It just sort of flew past!—shows that we still have billion-dollar 
budget deficits and we are still heading towards a $43.7 billion debt which, no doubt, will grow even more. I have 
no doubt of that, because there is no plan. The government had a plan to create this budget office and it is looking 
to windfall gains to put them inside this magic pot to pay off debt. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: No, it is the state’s debt, and the government calls it the debt repayment special purpose 
account. Under the debt repayment special purpose account, the government will quarantine windfall revenues for 
the purpose of repaying consolidated account borrowings. That is the government’s plan for paying down debt. 
Where are these windfall revenues? We cannot see any windfall revenues in the budget in the next four years. Is 
the government buying tickets in European or American lotteries? What is the government doing to get this 
windfall revenue? The government is not making any decisions to reduce debt. 
The members for Wanneroo, Joondalup, Burns Beach and Kingsley should be concerned about the projects that 
have been cancelled on Mitchell Freeway, on Hepburn Drive and Hodges Drive, and on Reid Highway and 
Erindale Road. I do not see those members fighting for those roadworks to be completed. 
Ms S.E. Winton: We never made promises about that, so they haven’t been cancelled. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Yes, they did. Those members should be fighting for that. Their constituents need those 
projects. Mitchell Freeway is important. Another project is the rail extension to Yanchep. That was originally 
costed at $386 million. That is now costed at closer to $500 million. That is in today’s dollars. God knows what 
the real cost will be when it is built. 
Ms S.E. Winton: You don’t think that is a good idea? 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I am not saying it is not a good idea. Everything is a good idea if we have the money to 
do it. We need to be wise about what we are doing. If the government’s plan is to grow debt beyond $43 billion, 
keep raising taxes and charges on mums and dads, keep increasing payroll tax, and keep adding to existing taxes, 
without being innovative, it will not get very far, unfortunately. The public will give up on this government very 
quickly if it does that. 
High schools with more than 1 200 students are going to be robbed of student-centred funding That is a disgrace. 
I do not see why those schools should be penalised. I am not saying the government should not use that money to 
invest in other high schools. By all means invest in other high schools. But put in new money. Do not take money 
away from a school just because it has a lot of students and is successful. It is very disappointing that the 
government would do that. Obviously, the increases in fees and charges in this budget is well and truly above what 
the government said during the election campaign it would do. It is also well and truly above what was in the 
forward estimates prior to the election. I have mentioned that the opposition gave our government a hard time 
when we increased taxes and charges. That was nowhere near the rate at which this government is going to increase 
taxes and charges. This is the wrong time to be doing that. I am very disappointed about that. Obviously, a lot of 
union members are also disappointed at what the government is doing to them. They are not happy about the 
redundancies in the public sector. They are not happy that the government has gone back on its offer of 
a 1.5 per pay rise. They are not happy that the government has hit them with a huge increase in taxes and charges. 
They are not happy that ministers in this place have been double-dipping on their car allowance and have not paid 
back the money. I do not understand that. When we ask a question about it, nobody wants to answer it. It is very 
secretive. The Speaker gave us an answer. He listed all the members who have double dipped and gave us all the 
information, and I thank the Speaker for that. 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [7.52 pm]: I rise to speak on the second reading debate on the Appropriation 
(Recurrent 2017–18) Bill 2017 and the Appropriation (Capital 2017–18) Bill 2017. I want to come to the defence 
of all regional Western Australians especially. I must say that the other day when I spoke on radio to people in the 
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goldfields and Esperance, they asked me what mark I would give the budget out of 10. I said I would give it four 
out of 10 for the electorate of Roe, but I would give it nine out of 10 if I lived in Bunbury, Albany, Collie or 
Mandurah. The budget is very impressive for everyone who lives in those electorates. 

I recall that in my maiden speech, I spoke about a number of royalties for regions projects in the electorate of the 
member for Albany, our Speaker. They include the University of Western Australia campus, Munda Biddi Trail, 
and Albany Surf Life Saving Club; the list goes on. It demonstrates that the royalties for regions program was 
spread around the state. I am concerned that the royalties for regions program is now being confined to the 
electorates of Bunbury, Albany and Collie, and to a lesser extent Pilbara and the Kimberley. 

Yesterday, the member for Scarborough said that this government was elected on a series of mistruths. Quite 
frankly, I could not agree more. My biggest problem with the budget is what was promised pre-election—that is, 
no new taxes and no new increased charges. I think mums and dads will definitely disagree with that. A party 
cannot get itself elected on that basis and go on its merry way with apologies and broken promises. I would like 
a dollar for every time I have heard the phrase “the previous government” over the last six months in response to 
our questions over the last eight and a half years. Unfortunately, it is time to take responsibility and stop 
apologising. From this budget onwards, this government needs to take responsibility because it cannot keep 
blaming the previous government. At some stage it needs to step up to the plate. I will grant that the GST 
distribution has made it difficult. I note that today’s The West Australian states that we have contributed 
$171 billion over the last decade, which amounts to over $6 000 per person. There is no doubt that the system is 
broken. It is not what the then Premier Richard Court signed up for. I wish the opposition leader luck with his High 
Court challenge to section 99 of the Constitution because clause 4 states that all states of the Federation should be 
treated equally. It is obvious that this is not the case. Quite frankly, we need some conviction from our federal 
Liberal members and our federal Labor members as well. I will be more than pleased when they step up to the plate. 

The Labor Party has taken the confidence out of the state. A total of 3 000 jobs will be slashed from the public 
sector. I am still waiting for the union backlash. There will be an increase in gold royalties. This morning we heard 
a massive backlash on goldfields radio with Bill Beament confirming less exploration and job losses. The payroll 
tax increases are insidious. This morning, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia researcher 
Rick Newnham calculated that there will be 1 300 job losses. Now the government for jobs has delivered 4 300 job 
losses with this budget. Only this morning the University of Western Australia confirmed to me that its payroll tax 
bill will increase by $2.5 million. Richard Goyder, the CEO of Wesfarmers, confirmed that its tax bill will increase 
by somewhere in the order of $10 million. That concerns me. 

In a regional sense, I would like to comment on a few issues. Firstly, I worry about the regional development 
commissions. The CEOs of our regional development commissions were in the throes of being offloaded in May 
when the state government suddenly discovered that that was not possible under the Regional Development 
Commissions Act 1993, so they are still there. I note that the community chest fund has disappeared in the recent 
budget announcements and that the regional grants scheme has also been reduced. As the previous chair of the 
Great Southern Development Commission, I understand the importance of these grants. I am disappointed to see 
the regional grants scheme reduced and also very disappointed to see the community chest fund disappear, 
especially after the massive amount of work that went into planning the nine regional blueprints. The blueprints 
related to transport, education, health, communications and methodical delivery of funding in the regions. We had 
an excellent understanding of how each region worked and how the investment should go ahead. The development 
commissions are now losing heart. They are being defunded, and I worry for the future of our nine regions. 

I refer to community resource centres. I recently visited the Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun Community Resource 
Centres, which are two of our 106 community resource centres around the state. The importance of our community 
resource centres cannot be overestimated. They create hubs in our regional communities. The recent mine closure 
in Ravensthorpe demonstrated the importance of both the Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun Community Resource 
Centres to those communities. However, from reading the budget papers, I notice that Linkwest, a vital 
communications tool for the CRCs, will be axed on 30 September. I really start to wonder when I see that sort of 
thing happening. The funding for CRCs has decreased from $13 million to $8 million over the forward estimates; 
that is a 40 per cent drop. Members can understand why employees and the people of our local regional 
communities are concerned. 

The boarding away from home allowance is another issue. Recently, at the Newdegate Machinery Field Days, 
many Isolated Children’s Parents’ Association parents told me that they are concerned about the way this is going 
and how royalties for regions funding has been pulled. I heard last night many of our esteemed members here 
mention the importance of early learning centres for children aged zero to eight years in their electorates. Funding 
is also being pulled from the regional childcare centres, as mentioned by our Nationals leader yesterday. There 
does not seem to be a level playing field. Obviously, I am disappointed that there is no consumer price index 
increase on the value of the Country Age Pension Fuel Card, but I am very glad that the fuel card has been retained 
for our regional constituents, because we cannot overestimate the importance of that. 
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In the electorate of Roe, I was pleased to hear about some of the Esperance projects that were confirmed. Esperance 
TAFE will receive $10 million from royalties for regions and $7.5 million from the Department of Training and 
Workforce Development. As I have said previously, I was at the announcement of those projects by the member 
for Scarborough and the member for Warren–Blackwood in about October last year. They were previously cabinet 
approved, but I am certainly glad they have arrived, along with the indoor stadium in Esperance for $4.06 million. 
Graham McKenzie, a well-known basketball enthusiast from Esperance, and his group have been fighting for that 
stadium for nearly 20 years. The Minister for Regional Development announced that stadium in December last 
year and the community of Esperance was very pleased to see that go ahead. 

I am concerned about the Lucky Bay redevelopment; that $2.9 million project has been scaled down to $900 000. 
The former Minister for Water, the member for Central Wheatbelt, announced a $990 000 project in the eastern 
precinct late last year as part of Watering WA, but that $23.8 million item has now been axed from our budget. 
Therefore, I cannot determine whether the eastern precinct project is still somewhere in the mix. While I am here, 
I mention the importance of the Esperance Tanker Jetty, a portion of which, unfortunately, collapsed on the 
weekend, which only adds to our concern and the importance of getting that restored and refurbished as soon as 
possible. I have been speaking to the Minister for Heritage on that matter. 

I would like to speak briefly about the “Ageing in the Bush Report”. In my previous role as chairman of the 
Great Southern Development Commission, I was a member of the regional development council and our best work 
was produced in the “Ageing in the Bush Report”, which was led by the Wheatbelt Development Commission and 
which recommended that local governments and development commissions be encouraged to put together 
age-appropriate and worker housing. I would like to reiterate the projects that I mentioned in question time today: 
the Cunderdin, Tammin, Quairading Well Aged Precinct, $3.6 million; Avon Well Aged housing, $6 million; 
Midland Centres aged-housing development; Beverly, Brookton, Pingelly aged housing, $7.9 million; the 
Wheatbelt South Aged Housing Alliance, $10 million, which the Shire of Wickepin and the long-suffering Syd 
Martin, a constituent of mine, was looking forward to; and, the great southern housing initiative, $11.5 million, 
which has had in-kind work and cash from nine shires, including Broomehill, Tambellup, Katanning, Kojonup, 
Gnowangerup, Cranbrook and Mount Barker, totalling $7 million. The great southern housing initiative generated 
$10 million in federal National Stronger Regions Fund funding. The state government has now pulled out the 
$11.5 million it previously committed and the federal member for O’Connor, Rick Wilson, has confirmed that the 
federal government will be pulling out $10 million in federal funding. I tried to get an answer from the Premier 
today about how that $10 million in funding has been jeopardised, but he turned the subject around to Elizabeth 
Quay et cetera. I do not think that loss of money will go down too well with the 40 people who are on the waiting 
list for aged-care housing in Kojonup. Of all the projects in the budget, it is this one that disappoints me the most 
as the member for Roe. We have lost not only $11.5 million that was previously committed to by the state 
government, but also $10 million in federal funding. I would like the state government to think about that, because 
we just cannot afford to lose not only a great project but also previously committed federal government funding. 
When I heard last night about funding for the Baldivis “Brumbies” Football Club, the Forrestfield and Maida Vale 
Soccer Clubs, the Armadale dog park and many other projects, which I am sure are worthy in their own right, 
I find it hard to believe that funding for an aged-care project of that magnitude could be just pulled out of the 
budget. I would like to express my disappointment about that. 

I would like to mention a few other things. Under royalties for regions projects, I note that the Kalumburu pool 
will receive $7 million, which apparently the community does not want. Apparently, $2 million is for a water park, 
so I would be more than happy to accept the $5 million that will be left over for the great southern alliance housing 
project. I also note that the Collie pool the previous Minister for Sport and Recreation opened not long ago is to 
also undergo another redevelopment. I look forward to hearing what that is all about. I note that a multistorey car 
park is to be built at the train station in the thriving regional centre of Mandurah. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: A great project. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I am sure the member for Dawesville is very happy about that, but I am afraid it does not 
compare with the $19 million that has disappeared from the Laverton Hospital. We need to have a good hard think 
about that one. I note that the member for Bunbury is in the chamber. Let me tell him that I am concerned about 
the $4 million that has already been spent on former Department of Parks and Wildlife headquarters, which now, 
apparently, is not located on the right site. I scratch my head because it was about decentralisation and getting our 
public sector workers back out into the regions. 

Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I am not too sure about that one. 

[Member’s time extended.] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 September 2017] 

 p3989b-4009a 
Mr Sean L'Estrange; Mr Tony Krsticevic; Mr Peter Rundle; Mr Zak Kirkup; Ms Josie Farrer 

 [12] 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Finally, I would like to go back to our favourite subject, the special lease rental. We did have 
a revenue stream and the revenue stream is still there. Despite the fact that the Treasurer referred to the Nationals 
yesterday as fiscal ratbags, I would like to be still paying 1960s rates in the state agreement that BHP and Rio Tinto 
are paying and, if we do not mind, using all the resources that belong to all of us in this room and around the state, 
making multibillion-dollar profits and sending them offshore to the Singapore trading hub et cetera. Despite the 
fact that our $5 levy was going to send them into liquidation, both companies have the best part of doubled their 
profits in the order of $3 billion and $4 billion. I refer to the article Gary Adshead wrote in yesterday’s 
The West Australian. It states that a $2 levy would make a massive difference. We could call it a budget repair 
levy, apologise, and we would stand to make $6.6 billion over four years. To me, the Treasurer would then have 
an operating surplus of $3.72 billion to work with. That is a much better plan than the state government’s current 
plan, which is apparently to pay off the debt slowly. To me, that is not a plan. I will spend all weekend working 
through how much money has been siphoned out of royalties for regions to cover the items that should come out 
of the consolidated revenue account. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [8.12 pm]: I, too, rise to speak to the cognate debate on the Appropriation 
(Capital 2017–18) Bill and Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) Bill. I am keen to discuss this evening some of the 
expenditure that has been undertaken by this government, the broken promises that are embedded as part of this 
budget, and some of the issues that are associated with this government’s public sector reforms. 
First up, although he is not here, I think it is worth congratulating the Treasurer and his team on the delivery of 
their first budget. Although I fault some of the decisions they made within it and some of the government’s policy 
outcomes, having worked on five budgets, I know the hard work—the long days and nights—that go into getting 
it from bilaterals to the table. Good work to the Treasurer on delivering a budget; well done. It is his first, and let 
us see how many more he has in him. 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Here we go, members. I always enjoy the member for Wanneroo when she is here—I do. 
She usually enjoys the company of the cats she has in her home more than she does me, but here we go. 
Although I might be seeming to heap praise on the Treasurer, I was not the only one to do so. I received a number 
of calls from business people the day after the budget, on the Friday afternoon after the government’s 
Committee for Economic Development of Australia presentation. The people who spoke to me said that they were 
very impressed by the Treasurer at that presentation. They did not, obviously, agree with the revenue measures 
that this government sought to undertake but they found him to be considered and rational, and thorough in his 
pitch and they walked away somewhat impressed. The same cannot be said though for their perception of the 
Premier. As I understand it, he introduced the Treasurer at the breakfast and those same people who heaped praise 
on the Treasurer found the Premier to be underwhelming and awkward, to quote one of the people who gave me 
a call. They said his introduction of the Treasurer at the CEDA presentation was, at best, lacklustre. That is quite 
a contrast and perhaps it is an indicator of the popularity of the party leader when people in the business community 
are suggesting that the Treasurer was far more impressive than the party’s own leader. It is something that I suspect 
those members in more marginal seats might take some interest in if the Treasurer continues on this same trajectory 
and the Premier enjoys so little public support. We can see it in the chamber during question time. The Premier 
gets up and tries to give his most stirring answer to a dorothy dixer, but when he sits down, the backbench goes 
silent; members are not too sure how to respond. But when the Treasurer stands and tries to get a response, there 
is a thunderous roar from the government backbench. It is unusual. They absolutely love him, do they not, member 
for Churchlands? Seemingly, the support in this chamber is equivalent to the support in the business sector, and 
that is lacklustre at best. It is not surprising, because I do not think the member for Rockingham is particularly 
popular in the community. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: The member for Cannington and the member for Willagee know all about that. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: They know all about it. The last state election was nothing like the 2007 federal election, 
when there was a groundswell of popularity behind a person like Kevin Rudd. As the member for Churchlands has 
pointed out, unfortunately this was a bit more about a government losing an election than an opposition winning 
one. What we see from this budget is a structurally weak Premier who is exposed by a talented Treasurer. Given 
that the member for Rockingham has never been particularly well liked — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: And an ambitious Minister for Housing. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right—an ambitious Minister for Housing. I suspect it will soon be the surrogates 
of either the member for Willagee or the member for Victoria Park who will be lining up — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Don’t forget Cersei Lannister, the member for Morley. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: And the member for Morley. They will be lining up their surrogates to try to roll the member 
for Rockingham in quick pace. 
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Mr B. Urban: Is this unicorns and fairies as well? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It might be for the member for Darling Range, but not for me. This is a very serious issue. 

Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Wanneroo, please, let us keep it going. I cannot wait until Christmas when we 
can have a dance together. It will be great. It might be a bit of a tango. We will see how she goes; we will see 
whether she can keep up. 

I think it is opportune that I raise the 2007 campaign of Kevin Rudd because there is something in common with 
the disastrous prime ministership of Kevin Rudd and this budget, and that is Patrick Gorman. It is very clear to 
me — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Here we go! It is very clear to me — 

Dr M.D. Nahan: You’re a devious boy. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right. It is very clear to me as I go through this budget — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: The Leader of the Opposition called him a devious boy. I think he should withdraw that 
comment. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It was an endearing remark, Leader of the House! 

Let me explain. It is very clear to me as I go through this budget that the state secretary’s fingerprints are all over 
it, and I do not mean just because this is a particularly dull or boring budget, but because embedded within it are 
some very important decisions that will perhaps unknowingly affect those in marginal Labor-held seats. Having 
worked in a political head office and also for a former Premier, I know that budget papers can serve as a telegraph 
to where the government needs to spend money to look after certain seats. I can attest that the state’s twenty-ninth 
Premier governed for all Western Australians, but it is clear to me that this Premier is governing for a certain set 
of Western Australians—that is, those in seats that Labor wants to hold. I am certain, having read the budget 
papers, that the state secretary sat down with key chiefs of staff and advisers of senior ministers and provided his 
necessary political overlay; and, if he did not, he probably should have. With my experience, I can say that it is 
particularly important that this government gets its first budget right for those marginal seats, because, come the 
next election in 1 277 days, members will be able to say that they delivered on the decisions outlined in this budget. 
That is, of course, if they even decide to fund them fully, which seems to be lacking in this budget. Nevertheless, 
in this context, it seems quite obvious to me that this budget has forecast some very interesting outcomes. Some 
very interesting decisions have been made to basically ignore some members of the backbench already, while 
rewarding others. I suspect that this advice could only have come from a complicit state secretary and the Premier’s 
office, no doubt knowing that in 1 277 days there will be a swing against the Labor Party at the next election. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It is on now. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is on now, as the member for Churchlands quite rightly points out. I will clarify for 
Hansard. There is no doubt indeed that there will be a swing on against the Labor Party, just to satisfy the member 
for Geraldton, and I suspect the state secretary has encouraged the government to take active steps now to harden 
some seats, while completely ignoring others. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Big cheques! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Big cheques everywhere, member for Churchlands, and this budget makes for some 
interesting reading. Some seats, such as Bunbury, Forrestfield, Mount Lawley and Pilbara, have been heavily 
invested in by this government as part of this budget. They have been hardened against an inevitable swing. Critical 
infrastructure projects, in the case of the Pilbara, will now receive $1 billion over four years, and that is entirely to 
be able to save this seat for the Labor Party. Unfortunately, the same cannot be said for all members of Parliament. 

Mr K. Michel interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The howls of the member for Pilbara! I cannot hear the member, unfortunately, and I am 
going about my business. I look forward to his budget reply, whenever he gets a chance to speak, which I suspect 
will be never. In the case of the Pilbara, $1 billion has been spent to save the seat of the member for Pilbara. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, Hansard is trying to record this. I would please ask you not to yell in so 
many different tones across the chamber, particularly when you are sitting very close to Hansard, Leader of the 
House. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: This is just a number of random utterances from the member for Dawesville. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right, and yet random utterances that seem to get quite a bit too close to the bone for 
some members here! 
Unusually, we see that some seats have been completely ignored by this government, and I do not just mean seats 
on the opposition benches. It is true, as I have said before and will continue to say, that communities like Mandurah 
have been ignored by this government. Believe it or not, there are actually seats on the government benches that 
have been completely ignored by this Premier. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am talking about the government benches, member for Carine. The member for Carine is 
still suffering from a bit of a hangover. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, again I can see Hansard struggling to record this. 
Mr A. Krsticevic: He is smiling! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Carine, he might be smiling, but I will probably get hit if I do not do 
something to control the house. Please can you keep your voices down. Hansard cannot cope, particularly with the 
giggling. I have never actually thrown anyone out for giggling before. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: The member for Carine is partying like it is 1969! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The member for Carine is partying like it is 2009 still. 
Surprisingly to me, these seats that have been completely ignored by the government are not even what we would 
call, in the Liberal Party head office, “dead red seats”—seats that we know the Labor Party will always hold. For 
the seats that are being completely ignored by the government, let me make some explanation of what I am saying. 
I am suggesting that seats like Kingsley, Burns Beach and Bicton have fallen well short of the billion dollars that 
the member for Pilbara has managed to get, or the hundreds of millions of dollars that are being spent now in 
Bunbury. To me, if I were any one of those members—listen to them fall silent, because they know it is true—
sitting in an ultra-marginal seat, knowing that the tide will soon turn, I would be looking at the lack of attention 
given to me by the Premier’s office and wonder whether I have already been cut loose. Members, it seems to me 
that the state secretary of the Australian Labor Party and the Premier have sat down and thrown them all under 
a bus. They are not getting the spoils of government; they are getting just tokens, if anything. They are not getting 
the attention they deserve. How many questions can many of those members I just named ask during question 
time? The answer is: very few, if any. I am looking at the member for Pilbara. Did he get a post-budget briefing 
when the budget came down? No; I suspect not. When did he find out what else his electorate got in the budget? 
Was there any communication to him at all? What supports does he get? Sadly, I suspect that for some, there is 
none. Their seats are not being hardened against a swing. The Labor Party is not building a fort around their district 
because it knows already that seats such as Bicton, Kingsley and Burns Beach are being cut loose. 
A member interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Kalamunda is being cut loose and we are only six months in. Is it any wonder we get leaked 
internal messaging documents from those on the back bench? Better still, we have not only received leaks from 
what has already been released, but also we have plenty more. I am greatly looking forward to the estimates 
hearings. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It’s a river of leaks. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: A river of leaks is coming from members opposite. I cannot wait. 
Mr T.J. Healy interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The member for Southern River will see it during the estimates hearings. Let us just wait. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: What’s your email address? 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Sing some more, member for Mandurah; we will get them coming across. He has been very 
good thus far. 
I asked members who considered themselves to have been cut loose to compare their seats — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: You’ve scared him. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: There goes the member for Pilbara. He is already out; he is taking his billion dollars and 
has run out the door. He is a billion-dollar man. 
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I asked the members who have been thrown under the bus to check what the districts of Albany, Bunbury and 
Collie–Preston got. For example, in the short time I have, I would like to apprise the house, I suppose, of what the 
district of Collie–Preston has been allocated in the state budget—a seat with a 64 per cent margin. I am surprised 
that anyone on that side of the house has such a significant margin where 49 per cent of the primary vote went to 
the member for Collie–Preston’s seat. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is still significant, I would say, member for Carine. It is far more than my margin. I will 
go through this very quickly. 

The billion-dollar man is back.  

I apologise to Hansard for rushing through this, but let me go through the shopping list in this state budget of the 
Collie–Preston electorate—a 64 per cent seat. There is $20 million for the Collie future fund to drive economic 
prosperity and create long-term economic security for the people of Collie; $10.5 million to develop Kemerton 
and Shotts Industrial Parks. 

Mrs R.M.J. Clarke: That is in Murray–Wellington. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Let me continue. I appreciate the member for Murray–Wellington’s interjection, but unlike 
her electorate, a fact sheet was issued to the district of Collie–Preston for this budget and this is where it comes 
from. 

Mrs R.M.J. Clarke interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have; it is not online, member. There is $10.5 million for those industrial parks. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Did you get an email? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I did as well; thank you, member for Mandurah. 

A member interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right; someone else did. 

There is $3 million for Lake Kepwari as a recreational tourist destination; $100 000 to promote south west 
motoring. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Lake Kepwari is very good you know. You jump in, have a swim and come out with a tan. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Has the member had many picnics at the lake there? 

Mr D.A. Templeman: The water quality is amazing. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The list continues—$300 000 to promote the Ferguson Valley and Wellington Forest areas 
as tourist destinations; $15 million towards building road projects in Collie; $10 million, again, to establish rail 
access to the Kemerton Industrial Park — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: They should have sent it to Ellenbrook. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: They should have sent it to Ellenbrook. There is $32 million to invest in the rail future fund 
to deliver a revitalised local rail service; $7.5 million to build new classrooms at Collie Senior High School; 
$5 million to deliver new science labs at Eaton Community College; $3 million to upgrade Eaton Primary School, 
but it does not stop there; $1.5 million for a new early learning centre at Glen Huon Primary School; $8 million to 
build Capel Police Station; $2 million to upgrade Eaton Bowling and Social Club; $2 million for the Donnybrook 
town centre revitalisation; and $2 million to upgrade Riverview Residence Village retirement facility in Collie to 
a modern centre for over 55s, member for Mandurah. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I am not quite there yet! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That’s right, sorry. 

There is also $500 000 to develop the Eaton–Australind waterfront historic walk; $200 000 to the Balingup Town 
Hall upgrade; $2.3 million to the Capel town centre revitalisation; $250 000 towards the revitalisation of Collie 
River; $2 million to the Collie Mineworkers Memorial Pool; $250 000 to enhance facilities at Stockton Lake; 
$500 000 for upgrades at Minninup Pool tourist caravan park; and $200 000 for upgrades of Wellington Dam trail 
hikes. Indeed, where is the budget repair? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is funny enough — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You got a set of steak knives as well! 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: They threw in the steak knives, member for Mandurah. 

I suspected those opposite would have clapped because that is their way. As they clap, they do not realise that their 
seats have actually been lost already. A 64 per cent seat gets a significant amount of money spent on it; I think it 
is somewhere in the order of $257 million. The ultra-marginal seats get what? There is $104 million or more being 
spent on the district of Albany, $138 million on the district of Bunbury and $1 billion on the district of Pilbara; yet 
a 64 per cent seat like that of Collie–Preston—and what does Kingsley get? Does it come close? 

Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Kingsley, that is a great outcome and one for which the member should be 
proud. A 0.7 per cent seat such as the member for Kingsley’s needs all the funding it can get, but I suspect it pales 
in comparison to the quarter of a billion dollars that the district of Collie–Preston gets. 
Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We are all getting very warm in here this evening. It is clear to me and clear to members on 
this side, unlike the ignorance of those opposite, that the Labor Party has clearly given priority to holding some 
seats, but not all seats. It has already cut some loose. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Madam Deputy Speaker, I am enjoying this so much; can I get a small extension of time? 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: My recommendation to those members who find themselves frozen out and ignored for the 
next four years is to get their CVs dusted off now. To quote the member for Churchlands, government members 
are the walking dead because their government and their Premier have already decided they are not worth investing 
in. They are the walking dead, to again quote the member for Churchlands. 
When I talk about being frozen out and ignored, I think it is an opportune time to discuss what Mandurah received 
in this budget. The Leader of the Opposition is encouraged because he enjoys making sure that our area gets its 
fair share. I certainly remember that I was ravaged in this place yesterday by the member for Mandurah — 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right. Here he comes now, reporting back in! 
Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not know whether that is unparliamentary or not, member for Dawesville, but 
I think you should withdraw it anyway. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am consistent with the term, but I will withdraw. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: I demand he withdraw whatever he said! 

Debate Resumed 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Let us be very serious now, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We will see. 
As I was criticised by the Leader of the House, I hurried through my copy of the budget papers in the afternoon to 
double-check whether it was true that I was dressed up as a grim reaper walking down Seascapes Boulevard 
quoting that my district had received nothing! On that second glance, I thought I might pull out exactly how much 
money the Peel region gets from royalties for regions. Members in this place know that RforR has been gutted, 
but I found it interesting that during the election campaign the Labor Party was in the community saying that RforR 
did not deliver for Mandurah and Peel and that it would make it better by giving our community a greater share. 
I thought maybe things have changed under this budget. Just how wrong I was. I added up per capita just how 
much each region gets to fund critical infrastructure. I will very quickly go through it in descending order. 
Unusually, and who would have thought, the district of Pilbara once again comes up trumps! The district of 
Pilbara—the Pilbara region—gets $15 183 per person from royalties for regions. Next is the Gascoyne region, 
which gets 13 630 per person. Then it goes to the Kimberley, wheatbelt and others. Lo and behold, what I discover, 
members, is that the Peel region and Mandurah—a region so desperately in need — 
Mr I.C. Blayney: Down the bottom? 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right, member for Geraldton. A region so desperately in need of new investment is 
absolutely at the bottom with $1 046 per person. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Good question, Leader of the Opposition. I suspect in this case we have been ignored by 
this government. That is exactly what I have been saying in the community, and that message has been resonating 
with people. Mark McGowan has failed Mandurah. There is no new money for our forgotten hospital, crime rates 
are rising — 
Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Ms C.M. ROWE: I have a point of order. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member, I know what your point of order is; I can anticipate. Member, we do not use 
the names of members. We use their title. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: My apologies, member for Belmont. The Premier. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I will redirect. The Premier has failed Mandurah. There is no new money for our forgotten 
hospital or for Mandurah Police Station, and crime rates are rising. We have a growing population but there is no 
money for school upgrades in my community. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: A well-used train station—my fiancée catches the train up to Perth every morning. A car 
park upgrade has been promised over several elections — 
Mr D.A. Templeman: No, no. That’s actually not true. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Since the federal election in 2010? 
Mr D.A. Templeman: No, no. No, no. The last one was—when was the last federal election? 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Last year. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: That was a federal commitment. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: And the first time in 2010? 
Mr D.A. Templeman: No, no. The first time was in the last federal election — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Okay. I will check that. 
In any case, the funding is now 20 per cent less and will be handed over only if the feds come to the party. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: And so they should! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In the time I have left — 
Mr D.A. Templeman: They haven’t been overly generous, the feds. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In the time I have I would like to let the house know that I have been letting people in our 
community know what is missing from Labor’s first budget, and that the Premier has, again, ignored our 
community. They are furious. I will take this opportunity, because I have had a number of comments. More than 
125 people have written to me to say how upset they are with this budget. I want to read out some of the comments 
I have gotten over the past few days. One from — 
Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski: I’d like to see those 125. Maybe you should table them. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: How about this: when the member for Kingsley loses her job and needs something, she can 
come and work for me as an electorate officer, then she can see. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Sure, that is true! 
I have a comment here from Margaret from Silver Sands. A lot of these people are not even from my district, but 
from that of the member for Mandurah. According to my notes, Margaret from Silver Sands wrote — 
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Typical Labor leader says and does anything to get the top job and then does more backflips than an 
Olympic gymnast. Walking in the shadows of the lying Bill Shorten. 

I do not suggest that I endorse those comments, but here we are. Then one from Beryl from Falcon. Beryl is a name 
that is very reflective of my district. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: That’s my mother! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The member for Mandurah’s mother! There we go—it might just be! According to my 
notes, Beryl says — 

Leave royalties for regions alone .spend money on health and education and security where needed. 
Mandurah deserves better treatment .hopeless Premier. 

Mr T.J. Healy: Ravage Beryl! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am not sure whether that is unparliamentary, member for Southern River! 

I could not agree more. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: None of them are party members, interestingly. 

I could not agree more with Margaret and Beryl, and they are absolutely right. They are the raw feelings of 
hundreds of people in my community who are upset about this government’s treatment of Mandurah in this budget. 
I have spoken about how this government has forgotten Mandurah and a few of those ultra-marginal seats over 
there. They might be at risk; they might have been ruled out. 

I will conclude by discussing the review and reforms of the public sector. The Treasurer has announced a number 
of measures, many of which I personally support when it comes to public sector reform. In some cases I wish we 
had done them in government, but in this unusual political environment the unions seem oddly complicit. Is the 
minister in his seat? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Minister for Emergency Services, you should be well aware of the 
rules of this house. You need to be in your seat. Minister for Tourism! Ministers! Thank you. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The unions seem oddly complicit and quiet instead of objecting to some of these public 
sector reforms. If the Liberal Party had tried to undertake them when we were in government, I suspect they would 
be on strike and marching in the streets. Naturally, as a Liberal, I support smaller government, so the voluntary 
separation scheme seems a good idea. 

As part of the Treasurer’s reform of the public sector, I was particularly happy to see that on 4 May, the state 
government announced a wideranging review into the functions, operations and culture of the Western Australian 
public sector. The independent review, the service priority review, aims to “drive lasting reform of service delivery, 
accountability and efficiency”. The interim service priority review was released in August and made for some 
interesting reading. 

Mr F.M. Logan: How many pens have you actually got? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: How many pens do I have? I am amazed by the minister’s contribution in this place, 
considering he is a minister and so long in the tooth! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: For members in this place who have public servants in their electorates, this report might 
make for some interesting reading. I have gone through it, and there is a comment of note on page 42. It states — 

The Panel is concerned that two legacy issues continue to have a negative influence on public sector 
culture, leading to risk aversion and prejudice against potentially positive reform opportunities. First — 

This is an independent report, commissioned by this government — 

the period of improper interactions between government and commercial interests more than three 
decades ago still appears to the Panel to colour the public sector’s approach to dealings with the private 
sector. 

The report continues — 

A culture of risk aversion appears to have taken root in the Western Australian public sector with adverse 
implications for outcomes. Accountability is not to be found in ever more complex process, but in striking 
a better balance of responsiveness and transparency in government’s dealing with the public. 
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For members who do not know, the “improper interactions” that are so inhibiting public sector reform, as outlined 
in an independent report commissioned by this government, are actually the legacy issues of WA Inc and the 
Labor Party when it was in government in the 1980s, led by Brian Burke, a man who still lurks in the background 
of the party. 

I return to the report and continue to quote. The second negative consequence impacting public sector reform is — 

Second, decommissioning of the Office of Shared Services following a failure to meet its aims, seems to 
the Panel to lead the public sector to regard opportunities for common systems and processes with undue 
suspicion. 

As the Treasurer embarks on some important public sector reform—reforms I broadly support and I wish could 
go further—he has already run into trouble created by the legacy of those opposite when they were last in 
government and left a half a billion dollar mess with the Office of Shared Services, and trouble created by the 
legacy of those opposite when they were last in government in the 1980s and 90s, when the then Labor Premier, 
Brian Burke, tore through the public sector and politicised it at every turn. The impact of that is still being felt in 
our public service and inhibits its ability to deliver frontline services to this day. The biggest inhibitor to the 
Treasurer’s ability to deliver public sector reform is, indeed, his own party. It shows us the impact that Labor has 
had and continues to have on the state of Western Australia. Quite simply put, it has ruined our state. It has ruined 
the public service; it has failed the public service. 

Mr J.N. Carey: You should be in The Bold and the Beautiful! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you, member! 

It has failed the public service, just like it has failed the people of Mandurah with this budget. It has failed to keep 
its promises to the people of Western Australia and, it seems, it has already failed some members of its own 
backbench.  

MS J. FARRER (Kimberley) [8.45 pm]: I rise to make comment on the Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) 
Bill 2017 and the Appropriation (Capital 2017–18) Bill 2017 and to talk about what the budget delivers to the 
Kimberley region. 

I came to this place in 2013 with a promise to be an advocate for our region, to put a spotlight on the broken 
promises of the previous government, and to push for more funding for communities and services across the region. 
This budget delivers on many important job-creating projects for the region, with a total of $239 million allocated 
for important capital works in the Kimberley. Anyone who travels regularly to the Kimberley region will have 
seen the very visible results of the downturn that has affected Western Australia more broadly. Broome has been 
hit hard. We can see it in the closed shops, the families leaving town, and the lack of job opportunities for young 
people. Derby is another town that has been badly affected with the combination of the downturn and the loss of 
Curtin Centre leaving a hole in the local economy. Every town in the Kimberley has seen the effects. 

I am happy to point out that this budget includes a strong focus on delivering projects that will assist in diversifying 
the economy and creating jobs in the Kimberley. That is what we need desperately in the Kimberley—
a government committed to job-creating infrastructure and projects, as well as committed to apprenticeships and 
traineeships on government project. 

I want to run through a couple of key issues and projects one by one, before I make some general comments. 
Firstly, way back in 2013 when I spoke on the budget bills, I raised the importance of the state government 
investing in the tourism industry, which is absolutely vital across the Kimberley. As I said at that time, the 
Kimberley has been my home for my entire life. It is a magnificent place. It is a great jewel in the tourism market 
across Australia, offering unique adventures and experiences unrivalled by any other region in Australia. Back in 
2013, I was critical of the then government’s handling of tourism funding. Figures at the time showed that for 
every $1 of tourism advertising, between $15 and $19 of tourism-related revenue was generated. Yet after the 2015 
election, the Barnett government delivered only $9 million of the additional $24 million it had promised before 
the election for marketing. 

Many local businesses and people in the Kimberley rely on the tourism industry for their livelihoods. It is not just 
the big end of town, the large resorts and the tourism companies. It is the small businesses that service those resorts, 
and other sections of the industry that service the diverse range of tourists, from backpackers through to high-end 
tourists. It is also the family at Bidgy that runs local cultural awareness and fishing tours, the people at 
Mimbi Caves, and any of the dozens of other small community-based ventures that add a point of difference in 
the region. 

Since my election, I have seen the tourism industry decline from neglect and lack of investment, and also, of 
course, I acknowledge, the perception that Western Australia is too expensive and too remote. This government 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 September 2017] 

 p3989b-4009a 
Mr Sean L'Estrange; Mr Tony Krsticevic; Mr Peter Rundle; Mr Zak Kirkup; Ms Josie Farrer 

 [20] 

will make a real and, importantly, a sustained investment directly in tourism marketing, as well as in projects that 
expand tourism options in the local region. For example, there is a $27.9 million boost to tourism funding to 
showcase regional destinations. There is also the $1 million, 12-month trial of a subsidised, twice-a-week return 
air service between Derby to Perth, with assessment of the demand for an ongoing regular passenger service. 

There is also funding for community infrastructure for locals and tourists alike, with the $9.7 million for upgrades 
of boating facilities at Entrance Point and Town Beach, and $1 million towards the planning for a new boat harbour 
in Broome. These projects highlight the hypocrisy of the former government in talking about “broken promises”. 
Anyone who has had to launch even a small boat at Entrance Point or Town Beach, with the very high tides and 
conditions, knows how dangerous it can be. I have met with the Broome Fishing Club on a number of occasions 
and regularly speak to local constituents, who will whip out their phone and show me photos of serious injuries, 
lost boats or cars and countless near misses. The existing boat ramps are very dangerous for people, bystanders, 
cars and boats. The boat ramps are ad hoc constructions, subject to very high tides and bad weather conditions. 
They are also in close proximity to rocks and reef where other hazards such as box jellyfish often congregate. The 
local community had worked hard on a Broome boating facility plan for the last 25 years. The plan was supported 
and promised by the Barnett government in 2010 and involved the construction of a proper boating facility at a cost 
of $47 million at Roebuck Bay alongside the port. The plan was committed to by the Barnett government and 
announced as one of many promises for Broome during the election campaign, but within six months it had been 
discarded by the government. It was so committed to the facility that six months after being elected, it broke faith 
with my electorate and broke its promise. I was always clear with the Treasurer and Premier that we had to deliver 
on the upgrades to the boating facilities and the planning funding, and that was an absolute priority for Broome—
locals and tourists alike. I am pleased that we are able to deliver on those commitments with this budget. 

Another commitment that is very important to me is the additional $20 million over five years into the Aboriginal 
rangers program, to create jobs looking after state parks and protected areas. Our rangers across the Kimberley are 
impressive and a great credit to the state. One of my former staff members used to say that we know how well 
rangers are supported and how positive they are for communities when we ask kids in remote communities what 
they want to be when they grow up. When kids say they want to be an AFL player or a ranger, we know that it is 
a project worth supporting. Rangers keep people on country, they facilitate care of country and they often help 
elders and community members maintain those connections too. They are also world class, often contracted by 
government and private enterprise to provide survey data and advice. I take just one example of the Bardi Jawi 
rangers on the Dampier Peninsula. Over the last decade they have been contracted to conduct wildlife surveys, 
visited the United Arab Emirates to provide training on dugong capture and tagging, and just this year recorded 
Australia’s first sighting of the extinct dodo’s closest living relative, the Nicobar pigeon. Yet they also support the 
community by facilitating regular time on country for elders, who would struggle to access areas unaided, and run 
school holiday programs. Last year they worked with Save the Children to conduct satellite tagging of sea turtles, 
with dozens of kids involved. These are projects that work. They create employment, they create capacity in our 
remote communities and they are in large part managed and run by Aboriginal people. 

Some of the other highlights for the Kimberley include: $18.2 million to build the Aboriginal short stay 
accommodation in Broome, which the previous government promised years ago; funding to complete the upgrades 
to Cape Leveque Road; a $40 million investment in regional telecommunications to improve access to services; 
$14 million for new swimming pools or a water park at Balgo and Kalumburu; $1.94 million towards Broome 
multipurpose outdoor courts; $590 000 for a water playground in Kununurra; $500 000 to the 
Kimberley Aboriginal Law and Culture Centre; funding for the documentation and teaching of native languages 
and traditional cultural learnings; $1 million towards the establishment of a park and reserve network 
encompassing the fringing coral reefs of the Kimberley’s Buccaneer Archipelago; $112 million for essential 
services to remote communities, which they have been lacking for a long time; $136 million for the Country Age 
Pension Fuel Card and $4 million for the volunteer fuel card; and $14.6 million for the natural resource 
management program to work with local communities to protect the environment. 

Kimberley schools will benefit from the additional 50 Aboriginal and Islander education officers in regional WA 
as well as more education assistants. Ten independent learning coordinator roles will be appointed in regional 
schools to assist students taking courses through the School of Isolated and Distance Education, and a regional 
learning specialist team will be established in the curriculum areas of social science, mathematics and English to 
support students and independent learning coordinators. Finally, I refer to the funding to roll out the science in 
school program in regional primary schools. 

Health is another area with significant commitments, including $1.6 million to expand the Find Cancer Early 
program into more regional areas; $5.1 million to expand the renal dialysis program; and $200 000 to commence 
planning for a specialised drug treatment centre in the Kimberley. This facility is much needed to help 
people kick the scourge of drugs. Often we hear about only the punitive measures to punish impoverished and 
struggling people, such as welfare management, the BasicsCard, drug testing for welfare recipients and the public 
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shaming of our people. We do not hear about or see in videos produced by mining magnates the chronic shortage 
of effective rehabilitation and counselling services and the fact that people in remote communities have minimal 
access to mental health services. I have always spoken up and advocated for more services and help for people 
who want treatment for their addiction over measures that isolate and shame. I am very pleased that this planning 
funding is being delivered so early in this government. There is $2.8 million of additional funding for the Earbus 
program to provide ear screening services for children in the Kimberley. This important program helps identify 
and treat as early as possible children with ear issues or hearing problems. We know that early detection is key for 
better health, development and education. This is a solid investment in the kids of the Kimberley.  

There is $1.9 million to fund a meet-and-greet service for people from remote communities travelling for treatment 
and $147.4 million for the patient travel assisted scheme to support regional people when they are required to 
travel for treatment. This is another crucial gap that we need to meet. Whether I am in Perth, Broome or Halls 
Creek or travelling back and forth, I am always running into families or old people who have come into city or 
town to go to the hospital or have outpatient treatment. People contact me about their families in Perth with little 
support, camping out in parks or bushland, and lost in the system. It is just as likely for me to be driving around 
Broome and run into someone from Balgo or Mulan who is in town for treatment with limited support, feeling lost 
and alone. This is a big step in the right direction because we need to do better and to stop ignoring this problem. 
People in remote communities have the right to the same level of care and treatment. Part of that duty of care is 
ensuring that they are well supported getting to and from their treatment and not stranded or confused about the 
process. I will always advocate for more support and funding in this area, but I think these measures are a great 
step in the right direction. Finally, Kimberley people will also clearly benefit from the state’s first medihotel, which 
will ensure that hospital stays are more comfortable for people travelling to Perth from the Kimberley for medical 
treatment. 

The Local Projects, Local Jobs initiative is also delivering meaningful local infrastructure and equipment for often 
forgotten smaller communities and community groups. The funding that we have been allocated for our electorate 
includes $21 000 for shade sails and associated structures for the playground at Kunji Park; $10 000 for Kununurra 
Demons Football Club for uniforms and equipment; $50 000 for the Helping Young People Early youth night 
patrol bus in Kununurra; and $200 000 to resurface the Halls Creek basketball courts. That is where each year the 
King of the Kimberley basketball competition is held and basketball players from around the Kimberley 
participate. We have been allocated $30 000 for the Fitzroy Crossing youth leaders group for programs for youth 
at risk and young offenders with the aim of reducing crime and reconnecting them to country; $10 000 for 
Port Wyndham Crocs Football Club for uniforms and equipment, $30 000 for the Kurnangki community for shade 
sails and play equipment; $10 000 for the Balgo arts centre to upgrade electronics equipment and preserve 
artworks; and $10 000 for Looma Eagles Football Club for training, uniforms and transport. The budget also 
contains $10 000 for Bidyadanga Emus Football Club for uniforms and equipment and $10 000 for the 
Yiriman Project for craft and jewellery-making equipment and to support its programs—it is elder women who 
are doing all this work. There is $20 000 for the Mulan community for the establishment of a community garden; 
$135 000 for Feed the Little Children, for food, transport and kitchen facilities; and $15 000 for the Hornets youth 
development team in the West Kimberley for uniforms and equipment. These young people advocate to reduce 
suicide occurring in the community and encourage young people to become part of their group. There is 
$50 000 for the Derby Youth Centre; $70 000 for the Beagle Bay Youth Centre to renovate its facilities; 
$10 000 for the Broome Motocross Club; $5 000 for the Midnight Basketball project that is also about suicide 
prevention; and $15 000 for the Broome and Fitzroy men’s sheds for equipment, activities and repairs to buildings. 
There are also some funds to explore the establishment of men’s sheds on the Dampier Peninsula. There is 
$60 000 to be shared between women’s refuges across the Kimberley for small upgrades, bedding and other 
resources; $100 000 for the Kimberley Language and Resource Centre for traditional language preservation and 
the production of books in traditional language; and $110 000 for remote schools across the region for upgrading 
kitchen facilities, library books, and sporting equipment. 

All in all, this is a budget that I am proud to deliver in government. There will always be more to do in the 
Kimberley. It is a region of great need that has often been forgotten. This budget is fair and reasonable. Given the 
terrible financial situation the state is in after eight years of mismanagement, it clearly shows that the McGowan 
government is listening to the people of the Kimberley and that it will invest heavily in education and health care, 
including in the regions. 

I would like to say as the member for Kimberley that I am very proud to talk about what the budget will provide 
for the Kimberley. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House). 

House adjourned at 9.02 pm 
__________ 
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