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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2017–18) SUPPLEMENTARY BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2017–18) SUPPLEMENTARY BILL 2018 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 
Resumed from 24 October 2019. 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [12.48 pm]: I rise to talk on the Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) Supplementary 
Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2017–18) Supplementary Bill 2018. The government has a lot on its 
legislative agenda today. Once again, it is fairly vacuous and shallow, but that is what we have found from this 
government. It lacks any sort of legislative priority whatsoever. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: You should be out doorknocking. You know that. You’re the current member for Dawesville. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: You are the current member for Bassendean. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: And I will be for a long time, comrade. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: With that emboldened ego, I look forward to our candidate in Bassendean taking the fight 
up to the member. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Whenever they might be preselected.  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: There is a very competitive field for Bassendean. There are many, many people in the member’s 
community who want to get rid of him as a member of Parliament and want to nominate for the Liberal Party, let 
me tell the member. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Absolutely—a very good person. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): Minister! It is like shooting fish in a barrel. If you could refrain, 
that would be great. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Acting Speaker. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: And there’s one fisherman! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right. 
I think it is important today to talk about the appropriations bills and the fair use of — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I thank the minister for the contribution! 
It is important that we are talking today about the use of taxpayers’ money. That is exactly what appropriations 
bills grant. Today on the front page of The West Australian is a headline about the very unusual use of taxpayers’ 
money to defend the ego of this Premier in advance of attacks from a Queenslander because the Premier finds that 
he has somehow had his reputation injured by the comments of that Queenslander, which I find fairly remarkable. 
Premier McGowan is counter-suing, using taxpayers’ money and the state’s legal defences, because he feels as though 
he has somehow had his ego injured, which is remarkable to me, because the only damage I can see is that the 
Premier continues to be buoyed in the public polling by the political decisions he has made, yet somehow he feels 
the need to use taxpayers’ money in defending — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right! I am sure one day when the member for Bassendean is leader, he will probably find 
a far better use of the state’s resources, such as spending on classrooms in the member for Hillarys’ district, where 
schools find their classroom ceilings collapsing, or addressing ambulance response times in the northern suburbs, which 
are so far going wanting—you know that well, Acting Speaker. We found that no ambulances were available to respond 
to priority call-outs north of the river between two-hour blocks on Friday. That is simply not good enough. That is where 
the state’s money should be put. The state’s money should be spent not on defending this Premier’s bloated ego, but 
instead on the priorities that matter to real Western Australians—to every Western Australian. We have record levels 
of ambulance ramping and violence in our communities and an economic crisis occurring right across the state, 
but we see the government defending this Premier’s reputation instead of standing up for Western Australians and, 
importantly, responding to the needs of the community across the board. 
Mr D.T. Punch: Do you support Clive Palmer? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I suspect that will always be the member for Bunbury’s simplistic refrain, but I would be 
more concerned about the level of ambulance ramping in Bunbury and the emergency department time blowouts 
in his seat than anything else. That is what the member’s community cares most about. I am certain, as the member 
advocates for here in Western Australia, that that is something the member would stand up for. That is what all of 
us would expect the money would be spent on—that is, making sure that there is appropriate investment in the 
concerns and priorities of people in our community. To be perfectly frank, the legal defence of the Premier’s ego 
is not what Western Australians think their money should be spent on. They think the money could be spent on 
things that matter to them. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We cannot have a 45-year-old woman in Greenfields getting hit over the head with a tyre 
iron and a lack of police in Mandurah, and think that the money should not be spent on police but would be better 
spent on defending the Premier’s ego. How can the member defend that? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: That is a ridiculous comparison. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is not a ridiculous comparison. We do not have an infinite bucket of money. We have 
limited resources in our state, and given the economic crisis we are facing, we are under more constraints than 
ever before. How can the member defend a dollar being spent on a defamation lawsuit instead of resourcing our 
state’s police? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: What a ridiculous comparison. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is not at all. We do not have an infinite supply of funds in our state. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: You now realise that, when you blew state debt out to $40 billion. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I had nothing to do with that, but of course the reality is that this government has blown out 
debt far beyond what it inherited. We had nothing to do with that. That was due to decisions of this government. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you, Acting Speaker. 
In any case, the priorities of Western Australians — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Bunbury, every day I will defend the previous government’s reputation, because 
we were a government that cared about all Western Australians, we were a government that governed for all 
Western Australians and we were a government that had capable ministers in our cabinet, unlike the cabinet that 
we see right now — 
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — with a Premier who continues to overlook talent on his backbench — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — because he wants to make sure he yields to his union paymasters. That is in stark contrast 
to the former government, which had talented ministers who governed for all Western Australians, and indeed 
that is exactly what we did. We are now here talking about the appropriations bills for 2017–18, and the point is 
making sure — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — that there is appropriate and proper use of taxpayers’ money. To be perfectly frank, 
I stand very proudly in saying that I do not think it should be spent on a defamation lawsuit. That money is better 
spent on making sure we have more police on our streets, expanded emergency departments, more nurses in our 
hospitals and not having classroom ceilings that collapse on children while they are still at school. I think that is 
where the money is probably better spent, but we will see. 
The Premier clearly has an emboldened view of the world right now and a very inflated ego, and if it is bruised in 
any way, shape or form, he decides the best recourse is to sue. We will see. I wonder whether that is the right priority 
for Western Australia. I do not think it is. I think people want to see an economic plan from this government. They 
want to see a path forward during this crisis, and they simply do not have it. The government was very good at closing 
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the state down, but I am not certain that there is a very good plan for opening the state back up again. That stands 
in stark contrast to the Liberal Party, which has already released a number of commitments and policies — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I look forward to enlightening the member for Bassendean. The most important one released 
recently was the local jobs guarantee. 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The local jobs guarantee will make sure that local contractors — 
Mr D.T. Punch interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bunbury! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — get those local tenders that are put out. That is an important thing for local unemployment 
in our state. I do not think, member for Bassendean, that anyone would not think there is a need to do that. In my 
region, for example, a $1.2 million landscaping contract went to a firm headquartered in Canada rather than a local 
supplier. Given the member for Bassendean’s history, I expect that he would want to see local jobs staying in our 
state rather than them going overseas. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We see that the government is not committed to local jobs or an economic plan. There is no plan 
for recovery, and that stands in stark contrast to the Liberal Party’s plan. We have a plan to get ourselves out of — 
Mr D.T. Punch: Where’s the plan? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Bunbury, we have released the local jobs guarantee. That is an important and 
key element to ensuring that there is a strong sense of recovery and the Liberal Party can offer that vision for the 
future when we take office on 13 March next year. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I will tell the member for Bunbury this right now: the idea that the Liberal Party is somehow 
mimicking the government’s commitments shows that we have local candidates who listen to their communities 
and who make commitments to ensure they respond to the community’s needs. That is exactly what this is about. 
That is where the real priorities are. The real priority for Western Australians is not spending money on defamation 
lawsuits. It is making sure that money is spent on having more high-quality classrooms in our community, there 
are more nurses in our emergency departments and there is an expanded police presence on the ground in places 
such as Northbridge, which recently found itself called “fear city” under the lacking leadership of this government. 
We have spoken about ambulance ramping for some time, but I thought it might be a good opportunity to go through 
where we find ourselves in Western Australia. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: How many shifts have you done? 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have lost count now, member for Bassendean—so many. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Take your shoes off. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do not know what that means. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Use your toes if you have lost count. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It might go beyond that. I thank the member for Bassendean for that instructive recommendation. 
What an amazing contribution. Is that what the member suggests in cabinet when ministers cannot add up, which 
happens quite a lot of the time, because they find themselves more often than not at odds with community expectations? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: How many shifts have you done? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: As I have said, member for Bassendean, I have lost count. I do not know why the member 
is so obsessed with what I do, how I serve my community, how I spend my evenings, how I spend my weekends 
and how I spend my public holidays serving my district as a volunteer ambulance officer. If the member wants to 
keep that obsession going, he can go for his life. I suspect it perhaps has something to do with him liking to see 
me in some sort of green uniform. Maybe that is more of an insight into the member for Bassendean’s mind than 
about what I get up to. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: I am interested. How many shifts have you done?  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do not know. As I have said, I have lost count. 
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Mr D.J. Kelly: More than five? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: As I have said, I have lost count. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L. Mettam): Member for Dawesville, do you like the interjections? It is a bit boring 
for the rest of us. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I look forward to the member for Bassendean going around and around in the same circle 
without the capacity to provide any constructive contribution to the important debate on the use of taxpayers’ 
money, which, of course, is what we are here today to talk about. I think it is important that when we talk about 
the appropriations bills, we look at where the money could be better spent. The money could be better spent on 
expanding our hospitals and making sure that our emergency departments — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am sorry; I could not hear that last comment. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Go and wear the uniform and do some shifts! How many shifts have you done? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, member for Bassendean. I appreciate, as always, your very enlightened 
contribution. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: It’s a simple question. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: As I said, the answer is that I have lost count. If the member wants, we can go through it. 
I can send the member for Bassendean in the post a signed photo of me in a green uniform, if that is what he is really 
interested in. We will see how we go. I think it is important that we talk about where taxpayers’ money is better 
spent—not on defamation lawsuits, but on priorities for all Western Australians. Let us look at ambulance ramping 
and the situation that we find ourselves in at the moment. For the interest of all members here, I will use the dataset 
for the last full year of the Liberal–National government, which was 2016 — 
Mr D.J. Kelly: The last year for a long time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you, member for Bassendean; again, a very enlightened contribution—and the current 
year of the Labor state government. In January 2016, ambulance ramping was at 592 hours. In January 2020, 
before COVID-19 hit, ambulance ramping in our state was at 1 656 hours. That was an increase of 1 064 hours more 
ambulance ramping than in the final year of the Liberal–National government in January alone. Looking across 
the board, let us go to the last month of September. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: My apologies to the member for Dawesville; I have to go doorknocking in Dawesville. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: May I recommend that the member for Bassendean doorknocks very actively in Dawesville, 
because the more people he meets, the more votes Labor will lose. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: That is a really good point. He is a vote multiplier for us! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right; more power to the member for Bassendean if he wants to get out there, member 
for Churchlands. I think it is important. The people want to see what the face of the Labor Party looks like, or, not 
really the face—the backroom dealer of the Labor Party and what they look like. 
Unfortunately, if we go through the data for the months in 2016, we see an average of 1 127 hours of ambulance 
ramping during the final year of the Liberal–National government. If we compare that with the full last year of the 
Labor government in 2019, we see that there was more than 2 034 hours of ambulance ramping in our state. That 
is wholly unacceptable for any Western Australian who finds themselves in the back of an ambulance and unable 
to be admitted to an emergency department because our hospitals simply do not have the capacity. It is even more 
concerning that in recent times, we have had situations whereby no ambulances were available to respond to 
priority emergency calls north of the river. In my district, for example, in the Mandurah and Peel region, every single 
available ambulance was in fact ramped last Tuesday and unable to respond to call-outs. In my district, a crew 
from Rockingham had to respond to a priority call-out in Dudley Park. We are very lucky to have exceptional men 
and women right across our paramedic and volunteer ambulance services, but crews in Rockingham should not 
have to respond to calls in Dudley Park. Similarly, we should not have a situation in which there is no ambulance 
north of the river available to respond to an emergency call-out for at least two hours, as occurred on Friday. I am 
very interested to see what the situation was there. Although I appreciate the minister’s responses yesterday in 
question time, at this time, we have not had a full picture of what has happened. 

We know that there has been a systemic failure by this government to respond to the health crisis in our community. 
We have not seen the investment required to make sure that we keep up with demand and the complexities of the 
patients who come through our emergency departments. We know that complex mental health conditions are 
increasing and the number of presentations of patients with mental health concerns are rising. We think that will 
only be exacerbated by the pandemic and the impacts that has on our community. I believe that situations such as 
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this pandemic cause conditions referred to as great stressor events, which have significant ramifications across 
a person’s life, family, relationships, finances and future. If a person has a significant lack of direction and understanding 
about what their future looks like, that is a very real concern that puts a lot of stress on that person and exacerbates 
mental health concerns. As an example, on Friday, there was a significant number of inpatient involuntary treatment 
orders, with an increase in some hospitals of more than double the number of people who are ordinarily involuntarily 
admitted to our state’s hospitals. At one hospital, there were not enough secure beds to treat them. That is simply 
not good enough. This government points to its investment in mental health observation areas. They are important, 
but we want to see more investment in community and preventive mental health services. We know, for example, 
that this government is not following its own mental health plan priorities up until 2025, which showed that we need 
to increase expenditure from the Mental Health Commission’s budget by, I think, up to four per cent into community 
and preventive mental health services. If we do not invest in community mental health up-front, people will not be 
able to access services at the very start of their mental health journey when issues might arise. Unfortunately, they 
then may not be able to get the treatment or appointments that they need. 

At the other extreme, we find that there are now more admissions to our state’s emergency departments. This 
government’s so-called revolution of our state’s health system that it was going to undertake when it first got 
elected to office simply has not occurred. We have not seen the promised cut to the elective surgery waitlist; in 
fact, we have seen it increase to nearly 30 000 people waiting for elective surgery. We have not seen a reduction 
in ambulance ramping times; in fact, we have seen ambulance ramping times continue to increase. We have not 
seen the promised massive rollout of medihotels in Joondalup and Murdoch and at Royal Perth Hospital. In fact, 
we have seen only one, and the medihotel that is most needed at Murdoch will not be finished until the end of 
2022. The Labor Party commitments at the time were to somehow revolutionise our state’s health system. It simply 
has not eventuated. The Labor Party has failed to respond to the health needs and concerns in our community. That 
has a very real impact. The government and its ministers cannot stand here, as they did during question time yesterday, 
and genuinely say that everything is going fine, our state’s health system is all fine and there are no issues whatsoever. 
That is not the case. I do not think that it is going well out there, and continuing to ignore the crisis that is occurring 
in our community will only exacerbate the situation. The minister needs to stand up, take ownership of the issue 
and respond accordingly. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We cannot continue in a situation whereby we have what I think is a deteriorating set of 
circumstances with ambulance ramping and systemic failure right across our hospitals. The doctors and nurses who 
serve very diligently and do amazing work in our state’s health system are not being honoured by this government. 
Their service and dedication is not being honoured. They are being let down by this government’s lack of action 
on our state’s health system. We talk a lot of the time about metropolitan ambulance ramping, but the reality is that 
ambulance ramping and the situation that we face with our health crisis is occurring right across Western Australia. 
It is occurring in the regions and in our regional hospitals. We know that the four-hour rule in Bunbury is blown 
out quite significantly. Unfortunately, we know that tens of thousands of taxpayers’ dollars are being spent on 
flying mental health patients from Geraldton down to Perth, often under sedation, with the assistance of the 
Royal Flying Doctor Service and the Western Australia Police Force. That costs a significant amount of money. 
The last thing that people who have very serious mental health concerns want is to wind up in a place that they are 
not familiar with, such as Royal Perth Hospital, far disconnected from places like Geraldton. There needs to be 
a better approach to the concerns that we have about mental health services and treatment in our community. To 
me, that is an absolute priority that should be addressed by this government. Given that we are dealing with the 
2017–18 appropriation bills, it is something that I hope will be addressed in the upcoming state budget in October. 
I am not entirely certain about that, because everything I hear from people across the sector is that there is not going 
to be an increase in the health budget or in investment in WA Health, which is where we need it. Unfortunately, 
I think the government will continue to kick the can down the road and put lives at risk. 

From a local context, of course, I could not miss the opportunity to talk about Peel Health Campus and what is 
happening there. More recently at Peel, anecdotally, people are telling me that they are getting very good levels of 
service and treatment. I appreciate the work that the clinicians, doctors and nurses are doing at Peel Health Campus, 
responding in very constrained circumstances. I think that is a very good thing, but the reality is that Peel Health 
Campus is too small for our community. Since 1977, the hospital has expanded in size by five per cent, whereas 
the population of the Peel region has nearly doubled during that time. I recognise the government’s contribution 
thus far to expand the emergency department at Peel Health Campus by adding eight emergency department waiting 
bays, but that is not the wholesale extension that the hospital requires. There is a real crisis going on at Peel Health 
Campus. I know from my own experience—the member for Bassendean alluded to this—and anecdotally that it 
is getting chock full of patients and that we cannot move people through the wards quickly enough. As I said in 
last week’s grievance to the Minister for Health, I do not really care how the government decides to fix the hospital; 
I just want it fixed. The suggestion that has been bandied around is that significant investment in the hospital is 
required. I would like to see that. That is what is absolutely required. If the government thinks that it is necessary 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 23 September 2020] 

 p6356b-6368a 
Mr Zak Kirkup; Mr Sean L'Estrange; Mr Terry Redman 

 [6] 

to put that hospital into public ownership to achieve that significant investment, that is up to it. All I care about is 
seeing greater investment in the hospital. That is all any Western Australian who lives in Mandurah cares about. All 
we care about in our community is investment in the hospital. The contract, the operating model and all the rest of it 
is a decision for government based on the advice it gets. What is most important for the people in my community is 
that they get a hospital that has been invested in and expanded to deal with the circumstances that we face. 

On a not dissimilar topic, there has undoubtedly been an increase in the level of homelessness and street-present 
people in our community. I again recognise the good work of the City of Mandurah for the leadership it has shown 
to help address this very complex social issue. Investment has been made in key infrastructure projects to allow, 
for example, free showers and laundry services near the library in town. That is a very good thing. I recognise that 
the Minister for Community Services has forecast that there are possibly three locations for a Common Ground 
facility. I note that the members for Mandurah and Murray–Wellington support that. I genuinely believe that that 
is an important prospect that could be rolled out in Mandurah if it were done as part of a holistic plan to respond 
to street-present people and homelessness in our community. Having had conversations with the member for Carine, 
the idea of a Common Ground facility is important because of the complexity of the issue. If a Common Ground 
facility is built in our community, I hope that it will be part of the holistic approach that the City of Mandurah has 
already invested in. Undoubtedly, the minister would get the same level of advocacy from the member for Mandurah. 
If a Common Ground facility is rolled out in our community, it should be done in a manner that complements the 
amazing work of Peel Community Kitchen, the City of Mandurah and WestAus Crisis and Welfare Services, which 
are providing good community-based services in an approach that is important when it comes to something like 
a Common Ground facility. 

I note that the minister has flagged the City of Fremantle and City of Stirling as two other possible options. Those are 
the three shortlisted sites and regardless of where the government decides to build the next Common Ground facility, 
it is inevitable that other ones will be rolled out in those communities at some point. Having had a conversation 
with the member for Carine, I am curious about where the government would build one in the City of Stirling if 
only for the fact that it is very obvious that the City of Mandurah and the City of Fremantle are obvious communities 
of interest. The City of Stirling is quite disparate because of the number of centres that exist within that very large 
local government area. In any case, I support getting something like a Common Ground facility in our community. 
Having spoken to people, I know that this is a very real issue and concern. Not only do the people in the district 
that I have the privilege of representing understand and recognise that it is a complex social issue, but also they realise 
that it requires a holistic approach to make sure that we can respond to what is an increasing crisis in our community. 
There were almost record levels of street-present people during the winter season that has just gone. That was 
obviously a concern during the COVID-19 pandemic, but we know historically that more street-present people go 
to Mandurah during the summer months, so if there is already a higher than average level of homelessness and 
people on the streets of Mandurah, I suspect that during summer the numbers will only increase. 

Another local issue that I would like to very briefly mention is the increasing issue of crime and violence in our 
community. Oftentimes the issue raised with me is the level of hoon behaviour across key suburbs in my community, 
such as Seascapes, Halls Head and Falcon. Hooning is becoming a real issue, as is off-road trail bike riding in 
Dawesville. There is a lot of concern about the government’s lack of response to that issue. We have held a number 
of community meetings and I understand that there is a sense of frustration in the community because of the 
government’s lack of action to respond, but it is a fight that I am not going to give up on. It is important that the 
government provides a proper response to what people are very rightly concerned about. They hear the cars scream 
down key roads such as Peelwood Parade and they see the burnouts on the street. They realise that one day a car 
could crash through someone’s home or there might be a motor vehicle accident, both of which puts lives at risk. 
It is not only a stupid thing to do, but also a very dangerous activity. 

The level of violence in our community continues to be a concern that is very often raised with me. If people and 
their family members have not experienced violence themselves, they often see it reported on the news that once 
again there has been another violent incident in Mandurah. It is a concern to me that Mandurah will become known 
only for its violence. We are far more than that. We have an amazing community with amazing people who are 
very committed to making sure that we progress and look after each other but, unfortunately, time and again 
Mandurah is described in detrimental tones as an area that is full of violence and crime. We need to make sure there 
is a proper police response to that. I recognise that the government has invested to expand Mandurah Police Station. 
What is most important is that there are more police in our community. 

Another topic that I wish to discuss is what I recognise as the government’s continued commitment to the issue of 
Aboriginal suicides, particularly those of young people, in the Kimberley and right across our community. A number 
of recommendations came out of the coroner’s report, which was released, I think, in February 2018; excuse my 
lack of recollection in that respect. The government took some time to respond, but it said that it overwhelmingly 
accepted those recommendations and would invest in them. Because of COVID, I am worried that the issue is not 
in the public’s consciousness. We need to maintain a focus in this area because it will take a lot of time and energy. 
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I note that work has been undertaken by a number of agencies to make sure that local mental health plans are 
established in concert with Aboriginal communities. It is vitally important to me that that work remains a focus of 
government and the agencies that are involved in those very difficult circumstances in which we have seen, 
unfortunately, not just a spike but an increase in the rate of Aboriginal suicides, particularly in young people and 
particularly in the midwest and the Kimberley. 

I worry that the Aboriginal suicide rate in the midwest is not always a focus. I have spoken to people at the 
National Suicide Prevention and Trauma Recovery Project. If we take the Yamatji people as a cohort and compare 
them with the rest of the world, we find that that group has a higher suicide rate per capita than any other in the 
world. We need to make sure that there is a sustained focus. It is important that any service and outreach is done 
in a way that is not only culturally appropriate, but also led by Aboriginal people on the ground to empower them 
appropriately. I have spoken about this issue in nearly every single budget speech and I will continue to do so. This 
might be my last year of contributing in this place but if it is not, I will continue to raise it in every single contribution 
I give to the budget debate because Parliament needs to be entirely focused on it to make sure that regardless of 
the politics, there is increased investment in this area. The government has done that and it is important to continue 
that focus as much as we can. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Madam Acting Speaker — 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have yet to finish, member for Mandurah. Is it a point of order? 

Mr D.A. Templeman: No, I was going to speak. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I have not finished! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much. 

I think it is important that when we look at this issue, we make sure that there is significant investment. 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [1.18 pm]: I am sure that the Leader of the House will get plenty of 
opportunities to speak, which he normally does. As a minister, he gets many opportunities to stand in this 
place. Given the importance of the Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) Supplementary Bill 2018 and the 
Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) Bill, which were put forward by the McGowan Labor government, is it not 
interesting, members, that we are dealing with legislation from 2017? It tells us a little bit about the Labor 
government’s management of the parliamentary process when just over halfway into its third year it has run out 
of legislation. Notwithstanding the very difficult circumstances COVID has presented for us as a state, this 
government has been quite slack, quite lazy and quite inept. 

Mr D.T. Punch: We just wanted to see whether you had anything new to say, and clearly you don’t. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Bunbury should think about the performance of the government 
backbench over the last three and a half years. Maybe the Premier has been giving backbenchers the signal that none 
of them are good enough, because no backbencher has been elevated to a cabinet position since he became Premier—
none. There has been no movement, and that is with the announcement of two, now three I think, retirements. With 
the three retirements, three senior positions will become available, but none of the backbenchers are good enough.  

Mr D.T. Punch: How did you go in cabinet in your time? 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The former Premier of the Liberal–National government had set cabinet reshuffles and 
then what I call accidental reshuffles. He had set reshuffles in his first and second terms, and he had some adjustments 
he had to make due to retirements and things like that. On the whole, he had one reshuffle per term. The government 
has had none, so the member for Bunbury is not good enough. The Premier is saying, “You are not good enough 
to be a cabinet minister.” It is pretty simple. He is saying that to everybody else.  

Liberal Party candidates are out on the ground throughout Western Australia working really, really hard. We have 
some outstanding candidates, and so we should. They are really taking it up to the government’s backbenchers. We 
have the wonderful former police officer and union representative George Tilbury—we have a union guy up against 
a union guy in Forrestfield! Have members ever heard of such a thing? We have a fantastic candidate there. We have 
Liam Staltari in Kalamunda. The member for Kalamunda has been absent from his community for three and a half 
years. That community is now getting representation. I was in the electorate with our candidate for Kalamunda, 
Liam Staltari, visiting and chatting with local businesses and the local volunteer bush fire brigade. They have 
needs that our candidate is looking into that the government has not touched. The member for Kalamunda is sitting 
on a 2.5 per cent margin. Liam Staltari is going to have a really good hard crack at that. I think he has knocked on 
more doors in the last three months than the member for Kalamunda has seen in the last three and a half years.  

Then we have the member for Kingsley—a lovely lady. She is pleasant and sits up the back of the chamber. What 
has she done? What has she actually done in the Kingsley electorate? Our candidate for Kingsley is Scott Edwardes. 
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I think he has probably already doorknocked almost a thousand homes. He has been working with our shadow 
ministry to write ministerials to ministers to get things fixed in that electorate. What has the sitting member done? 
I have not seen anything. I have not heard the member for Kingsley bring forward any big issues in this place. The 
list goes on and on. The member for Joondalup is sitting on a margin of 0.6 per cent. I am sure the member for 
Joondalup is a lovely, lovely person, but I honestly have to say that in three and a half years, I do not think I have 
heard her say much in this place—not much. She might be a lovely person.  

Ms S.F. McGurk: Why doesn’t it surprise me to hear you call two backbench women “lovely ladies”?  

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: There we go. The misogyny brigade—up she pipes. Did I not mention the member for 
Kalamunda first? Did I not mention the member for Forrestfield in the first group? So far, it is two and two. 
I mentioned the member for Bunbury, so it is actually three and two. I am sorry, but I am actually being quite 
even-handed here, member. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L. Mettam): Member, are you taking interjections? 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am happy to take their silly interjections.  

I will go on. We have the member for Murray–Wellington. It was her birthday the other day—lovely lady. She is 
doing a really good job. We have a lovely lady doing an outstanding job in that electorate in Michelle Boylan. I visited 
the electorate with the member for Dawesville and spent some time with our candidate for Murray–Wellington, 
Michelle Boylan, and the volunteer marine rescue group in Mandurah. Our candidate is putting in an outstanding 
effort on the ground. Liberal Party of Western Australia members on this side of the house absolutely support and 
respect our women candidates going forward to the next election, just as the National Party supports its women 
candidates going forward to the next election. For the minister to interject and try to turn an aspect of my speech into 
sexism is just frankly ridiculous, because we are all elected to this Parliament to do a job; it is that simple. Regardless 
of whether a member is a man or a woman—there are many other categories nowadays—sitting in this chamber, we 
have a role to play. I am sorry, but if a government member is seen to not be doing anything, is the minister saying 
that we are not allowed to hold them to account for that because of their gender? That is what I heard. 

Mr D.T. Punch: You referred to members of the house as “lovely ladies”. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I said that our members are lovely ladies, too. I am sure we have lovely men, lovely 
women, lovely gentlemen, lovely ladies.  

Mr D.T. Punch: It’s too late to backtrack. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am not trying to backtrack. Member for Bunbury, this is exactly what the government 
has focused on for the last three and a half years. The government is more interested in that type of dialogue 
than in progressing the Western Australian economy. That is the government’s problem. The Labor Party is so 
woeful when it comes to growing the Western Australian economy because it is so fixated on the social agenda 
and re-engineering issues. 

There is no better example of what I am talking about than one of our lovely ladies, women opposition members 
of Parliament, the member for Darling Range, who won that by-election with a 9.3 per cent swing. Why? It was 
because the community said, “You’ve ignored us.” The Labor Party got itself elected and its members have sat on 
their hands and ignored the people who put them there. All I am saying, member for Bunbury, is watch out, because 
we have some hardworking candidates who have been burning through shoe leather knocking on doors, picking 
up local issues, writing ministerials with shadow ministers and making changes in the last three months, while 
government members have done nothing for three and a half years. That is the government’s fault! 

There will be a swing at the next election. The member for Bunbury might still be here, but other members will not. 
Do members know what? I am not convinced that the Premier is going to throw them a lifeline. I think he will sandbag 
certain seats to sure up what he thinks is the winnable backbench he needs. I think he will do that, but he will cut the 
rest adrift. We are already seeing that. We are already seeing Labor MPs being ignored by the state Labor government, 
and because they are being ignored, the communities and people in those electorates are losing out. That is why our 
candidates—our men and women candidates—are doing so well. They are cutting through where government 
backbenchers could not cut through. That comes back to my first point that none of the backbenchers are good enough 
to make it to cabinet and the Premier will not put them there. It is that simple. We have a very average Labor state 
government backbench. The Premier is not prepared to promote backbenchers and a number of them will not be 
here next year. It is that simple. 
The economy is a key reason that is the case. I do not want to talk about the economy during COVID-19, because 
we are in a unique situation. We know that the JobKeeper and JobSeeker policies alone, brought about by the 
federal Liberal–National government, not the state government, have propped up communities and families in 
Western Australia. We know that the heavy lifting was not done by the state government, but by the federal 
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government. We can judge the state government’s capacity to improve the Western Australian economy up to March 
this year, because the statistics are there for all to see. I will go through some of them. Correct me if I am wrong, 
Treasurer; in 2018–19, the operating surplus was $553 million and in 2019–20, $1.5 billion. The Treasurer is yet to 
put out the 2020–21 budget, and we look forward to seeing that. Let us not forget what helped the government achieve 
what it has done with those surpluses. Let us not forget the GST deal. It was a decade-long, almost bipartisan appeal 
to the commonwealth to fix the GST mix. When that was handed down, it meant that WA received an additional 
$4.7 billion over eight years. That is the information that I have been able to get hold of. That is a significant increase 
to the state government’s budget. 
Let us not forget what has been happening with iron ore. Back in 2015–16, iron ore was achieving $US52 a tonne. 
Guess what it is today, members. Today, it is worth $US125.73 a tonne. What does that mean for us? It means that 
iron ore now represents 20 per cent of gross state product and 82 per cent of WA’s royalties. Iron ore royalties 
rose 56 per cent to $7 billion in 2019. Goodness knows what the figure will be in the 2020 financial year given the 
numbers that we are seeing and the amount of iron ore that is heading off to China from the Pilbara every day. 
These are huge figures. 
It must be challenging for the Treasurer to have all this money flowing into the government’s coffers at a time 
when, due to COVID, Western Australians are in dire need of support. Communities, families, suburbs, townships 
and regional centres throughout Western Australia are suffering. The Treasurer will really be under the pump with 
the next state budget. Like many other people in Western Australia, I am thoroughly looking forward to seeing 
how the Treasurer addresses the challenge of supporting Western Australia into the future with the budget that he 
is going to hand down on the Thursday of the second week of the school holidays. 
The Treasurer’s performance up to March this year was not that flash. I will outline some of the areas in which it 
was not that flash. For starters, CommSec’s “State of the States” report rated his performance as pretty average, 
from memory. The January 2020 report showed that WA’s dwelling commencements were down 33.4 per cent, 
population growth was down 35.9 per cent and construction work was down 47.8 per cent. They are really the best 
figures to support an economy that needs to grow and expand. In March this year, WA had a 5.2 per cent 
unemployment rate. That was the trend rate, which was higher than the national rate. We have to remember that 
when the Labor Party took over government in April 2017, the unemployment rate was 5.8 per cent. Yes, that 
difference of 0.6 per cent shows that more jobs were created on a trend rate, but it is not a huge increase when we 
think about the extra money that the government had to invest in projects and get things moving. 
We also had a situation in which 75 000 residents in Perth’s north east were unemployed. The trend in that area 
showed that they had to wait 25.9 weeks for employment. In the north west, the figure was 22.5 weeks. What have 
the backbenchers in electorates in the north east—Swan Hills, West Swan, Mirrabooka and Wanneroo—been 
doing to encourage the government to stimulate their local areas and metropolitan Perth by making improvements 
to create jobs? Residents in the north west have had to wait 22.5 weeks, on average, for a job. That area is represented 
by the members for Butler, Joondalup, Kingsley and Burns Beach. We have seen no real heavy lifting by the 
Treasurer to not only support his own backbench to help their communities get into jobs quicker, but also help 
unemployment in real terms. 
The Treasurer really dropped the ball the most in dwelling investment up until March this year. Dwelling investment 
contracted by 6.4 per cent over the December quarter. It had contracted by 11.3 per cent in annual average terms by 
the end of last year. Dwelling commencements in WA fell by 14 per cent in 2018–19. Probably the most damning 
statistic that I came across related to total building approvals—that is, all building types. In December 2019, they 
fell to their lowest level since 1983 when records first commenced. That in itself is a record. The Labor Party 
surpassed that downside of the 1990s, with Keating, the federal Labor government and the recession we had to have. 
It has surpassed the Asian financial crisis of 1987 and the global financial crisis of 2008. With all those economic 
shocks since 1983, the number of dwelling commencements in Western Australia under Labor is the worst ever. 
What type of indicator is that to the people of Western Australia? It says that people do not have confidence in the 
Treasurer. They do not have investment confidence or household confidence to go out and build a house or build 
a business. That occurred under the Treasurer’s watch. At the end of last year, after three and a half years, that was 
the statistic. It is quite damning. 

The bills that we are debating today relate to the 2017–18 financial year. It is now 2020. Back in 2017, the government 
introduced the foreign buyers surcharge tax for overseas buyers of apartments. Where did all that investment go? 
It went to straight to Melbourne and Sydney. At the same time that tax was introduced, I recall that the government 
changed the regional migration status for those wanting to study in Western Australia. At the time, I think we were 
holding the government to account for that, being nothing more than cheap political economic xenophobia. The 
government was trying to make out that it would protect Western Australian jobs by introducing a foreign buyers 
surcharge tax and changing Perth’s regional city status so that the visa situation was the same as Sydney and 
Melbourne. It was going to be tough on overseas students wanting to come to Western Australia and overseas 
investors wanting to buy an apartment for students to live in while they study in Western Australian universities. 
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How ridiculous was that policy! How did that turn out? We know what happened. The overseas student market 
almost dried up. The investment of off-the-plan apartment buildings stopped, and all that investment went east. 
Melbourne, Sydney, Brisbane and Adelaide all benefited while poor old mum and dad working for a small 
business—they might have taught English as a second language at a small private college that was connected and 
linked to students coming to Perth to study at Curtin University, the University of Western Australia, Edith Cowan 
University or Murdoch University—were out of a job. They lost their jobs. Why? It was because the government 
had this really tough policy that was all about giving jobs to locals. All that the government did for local jobs was 
increase the number of people on the unemployment list. It is that type of ridiculous short-sighted policy that the 
government announced to get its spin in the media and hide the details of the second and third-order consequences 
of what it created. Then all the problems arose. That has a negative multiplier effect flowing through our economy. 
Finally, the government realised that it might have made a mistake. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Ten months down the track, the government had to make an adjustment. Do members 
remember that? The government announced that adjustment as a means of stimulating the economy. It got out the 
Liquid Paper or Tipp-Ex and covered up its mistake, fixing it up a bit when the damage was already done. That 
is what households and businesses in Western Australia have had to contend with since 2017. We have seen 
a government bungling along, making incompetent decision after incompetent decision, and not really genuinely 
supporting households. 

While I am on the topic of households, how was household stress pre-COVID under this government? Let us not 
forget that. These guys are absolutely going to use the COVID situation as their massive smokescreen for saying 
how wonderful they are. We all get that. The government will politicise it and work it to its advantage as best it 
can going into this election. That is its decision. Let us not forget—we will tell the community—what the data 
showed us in March this year, before COVID. For example, in 2018–19, there were 1 332 civil property possession 
applications in the Supreme Court, up 383 on 2014–15. We know that in 2018–19, Synergy and Horizon Power cut 
off the electricity of more than 22 000 customers for unpaid bills—one in every 60. This is supposed to be a caring 
Labor government. How caring is it that one in 60 has been cut off because they cannot afford their power bills? 
Figures from the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia from 19 July show that 12 per cent of Western Australian 
home owners owed the bank more than their property was worth. Supreme Court figures for 2018–19 show that 
lenders made 1 304 applications for civil property repossession. The housing loan arrears rate in Western Australia 
was more than double the national rate in July last year. Compared with the 2017–18 financial year, an 18.4 per cent 
increase has occurred in personal insolvency agreements in Western Australia. According to Digital Finance 
Analytics, in October 2019, 138 761, or 32.5 per cent, were under mortgage stress, with 13 270 at risk of default. This 
was the economic situation confronting households in Western Australia under this government pre-COVID-19. 
What did it do to support households that were in that stress? It hiked up fees and charges. It hiked up electricity 
by 19.6 per cent; water, 14.5 per cent; public transport, 15.25 per cent; and motor vehicle licences, 7.9 per cent. 
We are yet to see what it does in this year’s budget to add to that. No doubt it will add to it, and do so in a COVID 
environment, which is even worse than the dire situation it started with in March. Cost-of-living charges keep going 
up and up and up when the economy needs support. 

Notwithstanding all that woeful disrespect for the difficulty that households have faced in the economy of 
Western Australia, the government has had successively increasing budget surpluses. What has it been doing? Has 
it been paying down debt with those surpluses? My understanding is that total public sector net debt as at 30 June 
last year was up $856 million on the 2018 figure. The government has had those increases in surplus. It has been 
whacking households with increased fees and charges. It has not managed the economy to get dwelling construction 
going and it has still allowed debt to go up. So what is it doing? We wait with bated breath for what the budget will 
be in a few weeks because we hope, as does every Western Australian, that it will be more supportive than the 
government has been over the past three and a half years. 

That makes me think about some of the other budget-related matters, but more about the decision-making, or psyche, 
of this government and how it makes decisions on matters of public importance to the people of Western Australia. 
Do members remember that when we first came in here in 2017, the government was going to close Perth Modern 
School? Let us not forget that. It seems long ago now because COVID has occupied so much of our attention over 
the past six months or so, but we should think back to when the government was going to shut down Perth Modern 
School. Do members remember its shameful handling of Moora Residential College or, prior to Christmas, the 
ridiculous decision by the Minister for Education and Training who said she wanted to shut down the Schools of 
the Air? Do members remember that? It was fascinating. It gets to the psyche of what this government was about. 
It was not prepared to listen to and understand or empathise and consult with those different community groups. 

Closer to home in my electorate is the Herdsman Lake Wildlife Centre. From memory—correct me if I am wrong—
it required a budget of around only $180 000 a year. The government closed down resourcing for that, yet that 
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centre offered Aboriginal education and cultural programs and involved volunteers. Over 6 000 kids from different 
schools in the metropolitan area participated in its environmental education programs each year, right here on the 
doorstep of the heart of Perth, and the government said, “No, we don’t need that.” That cuts to the psychology of 
this government: it actually does not understand what matters to people—what matters to the cultural fabric of the 
people of Western Australia. It sees them as just voters and it works the numbers. What is its polling telling it? If 
its polling tells it to do something, it will do that. If its polling tells it to go somewhere else, it will do that. However, 
what really matters to people in Western Australia—mums, dads, families and small business owner–operators—
is what faces and confronts them every day in their local area. If the government’s local members of Parliament 
are not focused on that, people in those electorates feel ignored and completely isolated from the decision-makers 
of the state and they become depressed about where the future of their own life and business, and the future of this 
state, is going under this government. 

Those examples from 2017 illustrate what I am talking about—the psychology of this government that does not 
care. It is big on the spin, it is big on the headlines and it is big on making out that there is a grander social engineering 
need, but what really matters to the people of Western Australia is what confronts them every day, and that is what 
the government has ignored, and continues to ignore. 

We as an opposition will prosecute this case every day until the second Saturday in March next year with our local 
communities to try to get them to understand that whatever spin and narrative the government runs that its polling 
tells it to run, we will focus at a local level. Our candidates will be doorknocking, face-to-face with community 
members, asking: What do you need? What are the issues? How can I help? And then demonstrating that help by 
following up. That is what we will do. I have absolute faith that because our men and women candidates are so 
good, they will turn votes in our favour and we will take seats off the government and its backbench will not be as 
big as it is now. We will push ourselves as hard as we can to that next election to try to give members opposite a really 
good shake, and maybe even do a Bradbury and fall over that line. We all have faith. We will give that a really, 
really, good hard knock because we have faith in the Western Australian people. 

We also know—there are no secrets here—that when people threw out the Liberal–National government at the 
last election, they had their reasons. However, we must ask them now whether they are happy with Optus Stadium, 
Perth Children’s Hospital, Fiona Stanley Hospital, Elizabeth Quay, the sinking of the railway line in Northbridge 
and Yagan Square, which has now become available as space for Edith Cowan University that was not there before. 
Are the people of Western Australia happy with that? Are they happy that the opposition, when in government, 
started and signed off on the planning for the new Western Australian Museum in Northbridge? Are they happy 
that Western Australia had the greatest expansion of mining in recent history under that Liberal–National government? 
Are they happy with that? Are they happy with the record spending in regional Western Australia under the royalties 
for regions scheme that our last government oversaw? I think they will say that they were happy with that and that 
they went for change; but what has change given them? It has given them nothing. It has given us a lot of talk, but 
it has not actually delivered anything. The government has cut ribbons for finished projects that we started, sure, 
but what has it actually done from scratch on its own? What has it started and got well and truly underway? 
Members opposite should feel free to stand up and let us all know, because I think the answer is “nothing”. When 
we go to that election, that is what we will hold the government to account for.  

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [1.49 pm]: I want to raise a number of topics, and I will change the 
order a bit, because the Treasurer; Minister for Aboriginal Affairs is in the house, so it might be a good chance to 
have a conversation about some matters that we have talked about in the past. I have offered on numerous occasions, 
and still do, my support from this side of the house for more progressive, and even bold, policy settings to improve 
the lot of some of our most disadvantaged people in Western Australia. I note that the Minister for Communities, 
who is in charge of rolling out some of the strategies that were put in place by the previous government, is also in 
the house. It is pleasing that much of that has been taken up. It is also good to see the investment that has been 
made alongside that. 

I want to refer to a question that I asked of the Premier, but it applies also to Aboriginal Affairs. It was about the 
target set for the employment of Aboriginal people in state government agencies. During our time in government, 
in many cases the only economy in remote communities was the work that was being done by state government 
agencies. That provided the opportunity for a level of employment that previously did not exist. At that time, and 
I think it is still the case—the Treasurer might be able to respond by way of interjection if it has changed—the policy 
settings were set at a state level, and a target of 3.2 per cent Aboriginal employment was set for each government 
agency. However, one of the challenges was that although that target might be meaningful for metropolitan Perth, 
it is not necessarily meaningful for some regional parts of Western Australia. In the Kimberley, 45 per cent of the 
population is Aboriginal. The percentage of Aboriginal people in the Pilbara and goldfields is also very high. I have 
had a conversation with the Treasurer about setting targets that are regionally-based as distinct from state-based. 
That is certainly a challenge. I was disappointed that our government was not able to lock that in with the directors 
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general as part of their performance agreements. That would have had to be done over a fairly long period through 
attrition. However, I think that was a good target. 

I want to give members some figures about the level of Aboriginal employment in government agencies across the 
regions. These figures are from March 2017 to March 2019, so they are a bit old, and I will probably put some 
questions on notice to have them upgraded. The rate in the Gascoyne increased from 8.4 per cent to 10 per cent. 
That is a positive outcome. The rate in the goldfields–Esperance increased from 5.9 per cent to seven per cent. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Those figures are from when to when? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: They are from March 2017 to March 2019. They are not the current figures. They are over 
12 months out. The rate in the great southern remained at 4.2 per cent, so there was no increase. The rate in the 
Kimberley remained at 18 per cent, which is a good number, but it still does not meet what is perhaps an ambitious 
target for the Kimberley region. The rate in the midwest went from eight per cent to 7.6 per cent, a slight drop; in 
Peel, it decreased from 2.1 per cent to 1.9 per cent; in the Pilbara, it decreased from 9.7 per cent to 8.9 per cent; in 
the south west, it increased from two per cent to 2.1 per cent; and in the wheatbelt, it decreased from 3.5 per cent 
to 3.1 per cent. The Treasurer has talked about some of the Closing the Gap targets. Successive governments have 
done a poor job in meeting those targets. I do not think any of us can stand on a high hill and say that we have done 
a good job of changing that space. However, it is still a good objective to set for our government agencies. The 
performance agreements of government agencies should include regional settings. In many cases, the reason that 
the objective of moving through employment is not achieved is not that there is no ambition to do so; it is that the 
opportunities are not provided. One way of doing that is for government to walk the walk. That should be pursued. 

I want to raise an issue about which I copped a bit of fire. The Minister for Water has talked about the government’s 
investment in 10 regional communities to upgrade their water and power infrastructure. That makes sense. It was 
part of the work that our government did in remote communities and the resources that we provided. While the 
Minister for Water was talking, I shot across an interjection and asked whether any mutual obligations would be 
attached when choosing communities in which to make a substantial investment to standardise their infrastructure 
to what people would expect no matter where they live in Western Australia. I was kind of howled down for saying 
that. However, that is a good conversation to have. This principle has been pushed by Noel Pearson for many years. 
In fact, I took the time to go to Cape York to see how that has been put in place. That was a while ago now, but I was 
quite impressed with the efforts to do something different from what we have done before. The same principle 
applies here. We need to do things differently from how we have done them before. 

The transitional housing program involves mutual obligations. That is a program to invest not in social housing in 
the form of a Homeswest house, but in transitional housing. People can get a transitional house only if they have 
a job and their kids go to school for a certain percentage of time. That has fundamentally changed the game. It 
means that people are taking jobs not because they believe they could lose their house if they do not have a job, 
but because they think, “If I take that job, I’ll get that flash house at the end of the street.” That changed the game. 
I pay tribute to Ian Trust for his leadership on that front. That is a good example of how, if we use our smarts, we 
can use government investment as a tool to deliver social change. We have to be prepared to be a little bold on that 
front. It does challenge us. This is what I was howled down on. The provision of water is, of course, a basic right 
of people who live in a western society such as Western Australia. However, if we do not achieve the outcome of 
kids going to school and getting a half decent education to enable them to participate fully in society, in one of the 
wealthiest states in one of the wealthiest nations in the world, we are fundamentally doing something wrong. We 
should consider leveraging every opportunity that we possibly can. 

I remember that a couple of years ago, in budget estimates, I asked a question of the Minister for Housing about the 
investments that had been made. The minister made the same comment. He said that it is a basic right to have this 
and that. The then director general of the department of housing, Grahame Searle, responded by saying that they 
were having discussions about what could be brought to the table to improve the outcomes for Aboriginal people 
in remote communities. 

The Minister for Housing is investing in 10 remote communities in WA. There are about 270 remote communities 
across Western Australia, and the department of housing has some direct responsibility for 160 of those communities. 
All those communities, almost without exception, have poor energy and water supply systems. They are in drastic 
need of upgrade. Given that the government is investing in only 10 of those communities and cannot roll out those 
upgrades to all 270 communities, why are we not having a conversation about what the community can bring to 
the table to improve the outcomes for the kids in those communities? It should not be a stretch to support higher levels 
of participation in school. I will not mention the communities in this example that I am using, but in two communities 
that are located very close together, one had about 99 per cent school attendance and was very motivated, and, in 
the other, school attendance was down to 60 per cent, and it had a bunch of brand-new houses that had been built 
with some federal money. A conversation needs to be had about leveraging government investment to achieve 
social outcomes as a strategy to fix something that we have not been able to fix. We are dealing with massive social 
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challenges. It tests us. Water and energy are fundamental rights. Education for a child is also a fundamental right. 
I will probably quote it incorrectly, but I remember that Marcia Langton made the comment, “Don’t lock our 
communities into poverty by having government policy settings that keep the status quo and protect the status quo 
because if the status quo is there, it is actually not good enough.” These are good conversations to have. I have had 
a number of these conversations with different people. I should be challenged on my views as well. That is a good 
thing. These things will change only if we take a successive government approach to them. I for one, and certainly 
many of my colleagues, are prepared to be counted on some of these challenging issues. 

One of the challenges I have now as a member of the opposition backbench is that I do not have the chance to travel 
that I used to have. I therefore put the qualifier that much of my commentary is based on my very strong level of 
engagement a few years ago. However, I do not think things have moved that much that my comments no longer 
have a level of validity. One of the legacies I can try to leave in this place is to give a level of support, whether 
from the government bench or the opposition bench, to fundamentally change the approach taken and opportunities 
for some of these kids in many parts of regional Western Australia. I think that is something we could all do a damn 
sight better, and we rightly should be measured by that. 

I am going to move on very quickly, but I will probably run out of time before question time. The next topic I want 
to talk about is the gag order that the Minister for Emergency Services, supported by the Premier, has placed on 
volunteers under the Department of Fire and Emergency Services, to prevent them from talking to members of 
Parliament, state or federal, about issues that relate to department business. That is absolutely sad and a fundamental 
breach of our democracy in Western Australia. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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