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MATTER OF PRIVILEGE — EMERGENCY SERVICES LEVY — REVENUE 
Parliamentary Questions — Statement 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [5.06 pm]: Madam President, I ask your assistance to assess a matter 
of privilege under standing order 93. 
The PRESIDENT: Hon Dr Steve Thomas. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, Madam President. 
On 17 September 2020, I asked a question of the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Emergency 
Services because there was a $30-odd million reduction in the amount of emergency services levy in the budget 
and as gazetted by the government after the end of the last financial year as being the expected revenue for this 
financial year. The question states — 

I refer to the minister’s entry in the Government Gazette of 19 June 2020 that indicated that emergency 
services levy revenue for 2020–21 is expected to be around $30 million down on the previous year. 
(1) Is the indicated reduction of ESL revenue due to this year’s revaluation of the gross rental value 

or unimproved value of properties by the WA Valuer-General? 
The answer to that question was no. It should be noted that this created some great degree of confusion with people 
and, in fact, the issue was discussed during the budget estimates in the other place and the Fire and Emergency Services 
Commissioner was forced to correct the record. I refer to page E449 of the Hansard of Thursday, 22 October 2020 
for Assembly Estimates Committee A. The minister fumbled and bumbled an answer but could not explain why there 
was a reduction of $30 million in ESL revenue collected, and, eventually, we had to get to the commissioner. The 
commissioner said — 

The decision by government to keep the ESL rate rise at zero per cent meant that once the revaluation of 
the metropolitan area from a gross rental value was done, which occurs on a rolling three-year cycle as 
I understand it, there was a reduction in GRV of circa 10 per cent. That meant, effectively, the ESL was 
reduced, which led to that figure.  

In the budget estimates hearing in the other chamber, the Fire and Emergency Services Commissioner directly, in 
my view, contradicted the information given to this house by the minister representing the Minister for Emergency 
Services. I am not a vindictive fellow, so I have given the minister two opportunities to correct this record. I asked 
a further question on 4 November on exactly the same issue. I used the quote from the Fire and Emergency Services 
Commissioner in the question and I asked — 

(1) Has the minister or the commissioner misled the Parliament in their conflicting answers?  
Again, the answer was no. Today I gave the minister a third opportunity to give an accurate answer when I again 
asked whether the review of values by the Valuer-General resulted in less emergency services levy revenue being 
raised. I note that in the third part of the minister’s answer to my question on 4 November 2020, the minister 
doubled down on the original “No, it has had no influence” by saying no again, and, obviously, somebody in his 
office has written part of an appropriate answer that states — 

Applying 2019–20 ESL rates to 2020–21 gross rental values, which have decreased overall as a result of 
the revaluation by the WA Valuer-General, has resulted in less ESL revenue being raised this year. 

The minister was asked that exact question on 17 September 2020 and the answer was no. He was asked again on 
4 November 2020 and again the answer from the minister was no. However, there is a line in here that says the 
complete opposite. Today the minister was again asked the same question, referring to the questions of 4 November 
and 17 September 2020, and again the minister said that no, the answer was correct. 
This is a fairly simple calculation. A value is assigned by the Valuer-General and it is multiplied by the rate 
determined by the government for the emergency services levy. Only two variables can change. In every answer 
that the minister has given me, he has confirmed that the rate has been frozen, so if the total amount of ESL revenue 
was the result of a frozen levy and no change in the valuations, there can by definition have been no change in the 
amount of ESL revenue raised. It is simply one number multiplied by a second number. It is not complicated. The 
Minister for Environment is an intelligent man. I think he understands this, but he is taking his information from 
the Minister for Emergency Services, who, according to Hansard of the estimates hearing in the other place, 
obviously cannot work out that simple calculation. 
I say this: if there was no change to the ESL, why did the amount of revenue collected by the government go down 
by $30 million? There is only one other number in the calculation and it is the valuation of the Valuer-General. There 
is no alternative number. The government has said numerous times that it has frozen the ESL. It did not reduce it; 
the ESL rate did not decline. It was frozen; it did not go up—well done—but the revenue went down by $30 million. 
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I have asked three times the very simple question: did this relate to the revaluation by the Valuer-General? It cannot 
relate to anything else because it is a two-number calculation—one number multiplied by a frozen number that did 
not change, as acknowledged by the minister three times. 
It is very difficult at times for members in this place to get the information that they want when they ask questions 
without notice. It is not uncommon that we do not get much of an answer at all, but it is unusual, particularly from 
this minister, to get an answer that is so demonstrably, absolutely wrong, and to have him back it up twice is 
enormously concerning. I do not think this minister is doing it on his own; he is doing it on advice, but the advice 
he is getting is dreadful. I think he may have inadvertently misled the house twice by giving that information.  
It is a very simple calculation. I ask Madam President to look at this issue to determine whether the answers that were 
given are accurate or inaccurate; and, if they are inaccurate, I ask Madam President to take whatever corrective 
action she deems fit. Having said so, I seek leave to table for the benefit of Madam President’s examination question 
without notice 956, asked in the Legislative Council on 17 September 2020; question without notice 1216, asked 
in the Legislative Council on 4 November 2020; and Assembly Estimates Committee A Hansard of Thursday, 
22 October 2020, page E449, with the Fire and Emergency Services Commissioner’s comments highlighted. 
Although I do not have a copy of the answer to today’s question, I am sure that can be obtained by the clerks and 
provided as well. 
Leave granted. [See paper 4616.] 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is very important that in this place we get accurate answers. I accept that we do 
not always get the answer that we want, but if we cannot trust the answer that we get and can demonstrably prove 
that to be false, there needs to be a correction. The government has had three opportunities now to correct the record, 
and each time it has refused to do so. 

The PRESIDENT: In relation to the matter the member raised under standing order 93, I will indeed review the 
materials that the member has provided and the matter that he has canvassed, and provide a ruling at a later stage. 
 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4014616cdbda2567bf833bca4825861f00078ade/$file/tp-4616.pdf
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