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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2018–19) BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2018–19) BILL 2018 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 16 May. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Leader of the Opposition) [10.10 am]: It is my pleasure to comment on the 
Appropriation (Recurrent 2018–19) Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) Bill 2018, and specifically 
the budget. The spin of the budget was that it was boring. As in most cases, this spin was inaccurate. There is 
a whole range of extremely interesting and surprising aspects to this budget. There are only a limited number of 
commentators in Western Australia who are interested in budget analysis. The government used that spin because 
it did not want them to look at the detail. I would like to look at some of the detail, as my colleagues also have. 
First of all, there is some extremely good news in the budget. Budget issues have been touched on, but not well. 
There are two major aspects of it. The major structural weakness in the former government’s budgets, and indeed 
the reason for the large deficit and accumulation of debt, was a collapse in revenue. That was about three or four 
years ago. There was a simultaneous collapse in the three main sources of revenue to the state. Firstly, grants from 
the commonwealth, specifically GST payments, went below 30 per cent. It was a record low in the history of this 
state. Secondly, iron ore prices dropped from heights of over $100 to $37.70 a tonne. Thirdly, the economy 
effectively went into a recession and therefore all own-source revenue to the state—payroll tax, stamp duty, land 
tax and the like—virtually collapsed. As a result, that exposed the government of the day, of which I was the 
Treasurer, to massive falls in revenue. I can remember writing down $16.5 million in revenue in a single year. 

This budget shows that these events of a few years ago have come back. Total grants from the 
commonwealth in 2016–17 to 2021–22 have increased on an annualised basis by 45 per cent. GST payments 
from 2016–17 to 2021–22 go from about a 30 per cent share to 65 per cent. That is a 265 per cent increase from 
2016–17 to 2021–22. GST is back to a height that we have not seen for a decade. Indeed, in two years’ time the 
total payment of GST to the state will be the highest ever, in nominal terms. GST has come rushing back. More 
importantly, royalty income, which has been highly volatile, predictably iron ore royalty income—which is the 
mainstay of the royalty income—has not only stabilised at quite a high level but has been supplemented by income 
from gold, lithium and others. Over the forward estimates there is a $1.1 billion increase in royalty payments. All 
told, something like $12 billion worth of additional revenue beyond what we experienced flowed to the 
government. That is good. The major structural weakness of the budget was—always was—the collapse in revenue 
a number of years ago. That has come back to a large extent over the forward estimates. 

In opposition, the Labor Party said the structural weakness was expenditure, not revenue. It said the GST was 
always predictable. The Labor Party changed its tune somewhat when it got into government. The good news is 
that there has been a massive increase in revenue to the state. It also raises the issue of GST reform, which is still 
a task, particularly a floor of some sort, and the method by which it is assessed. Western Australia expects 
a 65 per cent share, and growing—I do not know where it is going because I have do not have access to Treasury, 
but it appears to be growing. In a few years, it will be over 70 per cent. That brings into question the further gains 
from GST reform. The two largest sources of income are commonwealth grants, which are rapidly increasing, and 
royalty income, which is increasing. The price of iron ore is stabilising. 

The other area the government is predicting a very rapid increase in income from is its own-source revenue. The 
reality is that over the last four years the largest source of income from our economy, like all modern economies, 
has been household expenditure. That accounts for 45 per cent of state demand. It has been in the doldrums. The 
unemployment rate has been high and income growth is low. There is uncertainty in housing, and negative equity. 
It has been a tough four or five years. The government has forecast rapid improvement over the next four years. It 
forecasts a dramatic improvement; in fact some of it is unbelievable. Right now, population growth is stagnant. It 
is the lowest it has been in decades. The government expects population growth from interstate or international 
migration to go back up to where it was during boom times—that is, about 1 000-plus people a week migrating to 
Western Australia. It predicts rapid improvement in the economy, starting from now, generating large amounts of 
own-source income. 

I accept that the government and a whole range of commentators have been talking up the economy. That can be 
read daily in The West Australian. It is the government’s job to put optimism back in the economy. The Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Western Australia and others that represent business want to rekindle the animal spirits 
of spending. That is fair enough. My concern is twofold. Firstly, looking at the evidence before us, there is a slim 
basis for optimism about a quick recovery in the domestic economy of Western Australia. Data came out a few 
minutes ago that shows the unemployment rate in Western Australia is 6.5 per cent. Admittedly, it is down from 
last month after being seasonally adjusted. It is volatile, but it is still the highest in the nation. Again, over the last 
12 months, unemployment numbers have grown and overall employment has shrunk. 
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The key ways to rekindle spending are twofold: household incomes and the number of households—population 
growth. Yesterday’s data on wage increases showed that Western Australia has the lowest wages growth in the 
nation. It is below the inflation rate. That means, on average, household incomes are shrinking in real terms. They 
are the lowest in the nation. What really rekindles spending is the balance sheets of households. Underpinning that 
are house prices and mortgage levels. As the shadow Treasurer highlighted yesterday, they are a mess, with record 
levels of mortgage stress and others. 

On the population side, based fundamentally on interstate and international migration, natural population growth 
has done well, but I tell members that there is no cause for optimism at all, particularly when immigration numbers 
are restricted. There is some doubt about the recovery of own-source revenue. We will see. I hope they are right 
and that our worries are untold, but, gee, I do not see the cause for it. The real problem is that the recovery in the 
domestic economy is one of the government’s justifications for another round of very large increases in fees and 
charges, specifically electricity and water. That brings the hit on household budgets to $730 in less than a year. 
Looking at the evidence, the vast bulk of the community cannot afford that. It is an imposition that will not only 
send some of them further into debt, but it will also undermine the recovery of the economy. It is a very foolish 
attempt.  We looked at that when we were in government and we had forecasts in the forward estimates of six 
per cent or seven per cent growth in electricity prices under my watch each year, but because of the pace of the 
economy, because of the impact of the economy, we came in low. The forward estimates were an indication; they 
were not the policy. My colleague the member for Cottesloe has gone through the situation with water in quite 
good detail, but I can say there is no doubt that the decision of the government on water prices means that it is 
consciously using the Water Corporation as a taxing mechanism, and the Premier said in the media that he would 
continue to do so. I suspect that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation will struggle with this. 
The Economic Regulation Authority report is new. We commissioned it to look at the issue. It is not just a recycled 
report from 2011–12, as the Treasurer claims. It was a new report that looked at the issue and it stated quite 
clearly—it is there for all to read—based on updated data that the Water Corporation should now collect 
$330 million above its cost. That is the equivalent to an average impact of $400 per household. A new higher 
charging tier has also been introduced, charging $4.40 per kilolitre after use over 500 kilolitres. To put it in context, 
that means that the minimum water charge for people at 500 kilolitres is $2 200 a year of which $1 000 is tax. 
Therefore, high water users are having a minimum of $ 1000 in tax imposed on them. By the way, the average 
marginal cost of water use is $2.40, so the government is charging a tax on high water users of $2 per kilolitre. 
That is way above the cost of production. The government is trying to explain this on the basis that it will defray 
the need to expand on a desalination plant, but as the member for Cottesloe and the ERA point out, demand for 
water is inelastic, and that will not affect demand significantly at all. More importantly, if anybody looks into it, 
and Treasury would have informed the government of this, there is no correlation between water consumption and 
income. Those who will be hit hardest are the people in the government’s own electorates, people who have large 
households, big yards and no bores. That is what the government is choosing to do. That will not only hit 
households hard, but it will undermine the effect. 

The other good news is about debt and deficit. According to the forward estimates, debt reduces in the forward 
estimates by 10 per cent and then shifts to a surplus. What is the major cause for that turnaround? It is the good 
news I mentioned earlier—the commonwealth revenue along with increases in iron ore prices. In other words, debt 
and deficit are overwhelmingly reduced by factors that this government has no involvement with at all. The 
increases in tied grants are solely a function of the Turnbull government. Government had nothing to do with the 
increase in GST revenue; it is a function of the GST system. This government, if anything, has undermined iron 
ore and other royalty income growth; it has had no positive impact on the growth of royalty income, GST income 
and, indeed, tied grants. In other words, the government has rowed the tiger of revenue back—luckily it has come 
back—and has put that to reducing debt and deficit. 

Mr M. Hughes: What about restrained expenditure? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will go to expenditure in a minute. 

That is good; the government has put that to the deficit. There is a problem with the debt, however. The question 
we asked last year was: how could the government promise to spend $5 billion on Metronet and other things—
that amount has grown since then—and pay down debt like a mortgage? The government appears to have done 
this. I explained that some of this is due to the tied grants from the commonwealth. In fact, if we include the 
redirection of $1.2 billion from Roe 8 and this latest infrastructure spend by the commonwealth, the government 
will receive $4.4 billion for infrastructure over about a 10-year period from the Turnbull government. That is 
generous in the extreme and included in the last commonwealth budget was a very large infrastructure spend, and 
Western Australia gets 15 per cent of it. In other words, thanks to the Turnbull government, Western Australia will 
receive $3.2 billion, which on a per capita basis is substantially above the other states’ share. That is good. The 
commonwealth has largely funded the government’s election promises. Then on top of that there is growth in 
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GST revenue. The real issue, however, is that there is $1.5 billion in infrastructure spend excluded from the budget. 
It is very easy for the government to say it is increasing its capital spend substantially on Metronet, roads and rail, 
and these were pre-budget announcements, but for most of them, from the state’s perspective, there is no skin in 
the action in this budget. Indeed, there was the big announcement about rail rolling stock, which is the 
government’s biggest claim to a job creation program; that is, it is going to build railcars with at least 50 per cent 
of local content. Much of the rolling stock investment in the last budget, the 2017–18 budget, has been pushed out 
to the forward estimates. In this budget, the new railcars, the big job-creation program, has been pushed out in its 
entirety to the never-never beyond the forward estimates. In other words, the commitment that the government 
announced of a large railcar expansion before the budget is not going to start for three to four years and none of 
the money is in the budget—that is approximately $1.2 billion. Also, none of the Metronet and road funding that 
the government committed to the other day with the commonwealth is in the budget—commonwealth or state. The 
question is: how can the government create jobs if its major infrastructure stimulus is not in the budget? It is not 
provisioned and not allocated for. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: As we discussed briefly yesterday, the only money for Metronet mark 2—the Ellenbrook rail 
line and the Byford extension—is from the commonwealth. The state money is not there. I suppose the state 
government has entered into an agreement with the commonwealth that the commonwealth will fund the entirety 
of Ellenbrook and Byford for the next three to four years with no state involvement whatsoever. It would not be 
cynical to say that the state government has sold those projects entirely to the Turnbull government. If the state 
government is putting no money in them, it has sold them off. He who funds the project owns the project, and the 
$750 million of matched funding required for Metronet mark 2 is not in the budget. It is pretty easy to reduce debt 
by promising major expenditure, booking employment growth on the basis of that expenditure, sticking most of 
that expenditure into the never-never and not starting any funding for it in the next three years. That is a new 
approach. Yesterday, when we asked the question, the Treasurer ridiculed us that we made a commitment to 
MAX light rail and put money in the budget for it on a provisional basis, then took it out. Yes, we did. The only 
way to commit to something is to put money in the budget for it, and we provided for it. Then, when we decided 
to pull the project, we took the money out of the budget. That is what budgeting is for, and that is what the 
government has done with the commonwealth money. It has put provisions of $750 million from the 
commonwealth for Metronet mark 2 into the budget, but it has not put its own money into it. 

Another major area of expenditure growth cuts has been in royalties for regions. The government likes to play the 
game: “We’re the ones who are going to save RforR,” but in reality the government is playing a cynical game and 
it will be caught out, because by 2012–21, 58 per cent of the money that is going into the royalties for regions’ 
fund will leak out into the consolidated fund. We know that; the government knows that. It is a fair enough 
adjustment if the government wants to do it, but stop the hypocrisy and dishonesty about sustaining royalties for 
regions as a standalone billion dollar fund. It is a con job. The government will get caught out. No-one will fall for 
it, particularly since it is targeted to rural and regional areas. They know what the government is up to.  

One hallmark of this budget, for which the Treasurer has received plaudits from the private sector, is restraint on 
expenditure growth. He claims that over the forward estimates in the last three years it was 0.9 per cent. I will say 
that there is substantial expenditure growth restraint in this budget. It is not quite as low as the Treasurer says for 
a couple of reasons. First, the headline figure is substantially reduced by treatments of the National Disability 
Insurance Scheme; the shadow Treasurer went through this in detail yesterday. Basically, once it adjusts for the 
ins and outs of the NDIS, expenditure growth will be a little bit less than 2 to 2.5 per cent, something like that—
that is when it is adjusted and we forget about the RforR fiddle. That is pretty tight growth. I experienced that in 
the last three years I was Treasurer, too.  

What upset me yesterday was that the Treasurer, in his response to the motion during private members’ business, 
attempted to blame us for the expenditure cuts he is putting in place—that is, he said, I think in the 2014–15 budget, 
the former Liberal–National government had a whole range of expenditure restraints. I remember them in detail: 
the agency expenditure review, workforce reform and a whole range of others. He said that they were just 
aggregate efficiencies without specific methodology and targeting in the budget. That is false.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That’s exactly what they are.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: That is completely false! The agency expenditure review — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You were caught out, hiding from your global allocations.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, no.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Treasurer.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The Treasurer got caught out telling a porky.  

The agency expenditure review was a detailed assessment, department by department, run by the former head of 
the federal finance committee.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer! You were heard in silence. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It went through those and identified in great detail where it is in each project, giving each 
department a target of between 1.5 per cent and 3.5 per cent. We did not leave it up to a global figure; we did not 
leave it to the departments. We sat in the Expenditure Review Committee, day after day, identifying exactly the 
sources of efficiencies, and they were all accounted for and specified in the budget. That is what has to be done to 
achieve real reform.  

Mr W.R. Marmion: It was achieved in the Department of Finance.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It was achieved in the Department of Finance. Every minister went there. If a minister or 
department did not achieve what we believed to be appropriate cuts—like happened in Education; they put forward 
junk like Schools of the Air—which they did, we had a separate body that identified that and went into great detail. 
We did exactly the opposite of what the Treasurer said yesterday. Then he has the temerity to say, “When I came 
into government, I had all these unallocated, and all my cuts are just yours being implemented.” What crap! What 
rubbish! He went out here. Here is a man who wants to be the fiscal fiend of the Labor Party, bragging how good 
he was. He forgets. Now he is saying that they did not have voluntary redundancy—he did. We did too. That is 
great; that is part of the government’s reform agenda. Also, he has reductions in wages to $1 000. Good—he did 
that. That is good reform. Some of the government’s reductions in the senior executive service will come back to 
haunt it, because the SES will be basically looking at its navel for the rest four years, unable to be reformed. 
Nonetheless, let us see what happens. That is up to you. The real problem is — 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, talk through the Chair. It makes it hard for Hansard when you are 
facing the other way.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The real problem is that the Treasurer has in this budget identified and specified further cuts 
to budgets. The Treasurer wants to brag about it on an aggregate basis and then hide from it in reality, like he has 
done. He goes out and says, “I’m the one reforming the public sector—me, the Treasurer. We’re doing it. The 
other mob couldn’t do it; it is growing by 6.5 per cent, some rah, rah, rah!” Then when it comes to being 
accountable for his actions, he hides. He crawls away. He basically says, “I’m just doing nothing more than the 
other mob.” He tries to blame us for the government’s expenditure cuts. Cop it sweet! Every one of the major 
departments, from the 2017–18 budget, which was the government’s budget, to this budget, has had substantial 
cuts, over and beyond the ones the Treasurer announced last budget.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Which ones are reducing?  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Health.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Let me finish. Comparing appropriations between 2017–18 — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Total cost to service.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, no—it is just state spending—appropriation.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The Treasurer will get his chance to respond. I know that the commonwealth has put more 
money into Health and Education and he is trying to claim that as his.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It’s not — 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, you are.  
Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I will not remind you again.  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Over the forward estimates the Health spend, if we compare 2017–18 to 2018–19, goes down by 
$201 million. What else is the Treasurer going to cut? On the one hand, he brags about cutting the per capita state 
Health spend—he said it was 20 per cent above the national and the government was going to cut it substantially. 
Then he says that there are no cuts to the budget. I have pointed out that the appropriations for Health, which is 
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a regular figure from 2017–18 to 2018–19, goes down by $200 million. They are in his budgets; they are his. He 
cannot blame us for them. He then brags that the government is driving efficiencies, but when it comes down to being 
accountable for whether the government will achieve it, he hides under a rock and blames everybody else.  
Education is down $281 million over the forward estimates. This is his whole budget. The Premier was outside 
yesterday, saying “No, there’re no cuts. We are increasing.” When this data was put to him, he basically did not 
answer, as usual.  
Then Police is down $520 000. That is not much of a decrease. Communities—I will put that aside because the 
NDIS distorts that. Justice is down $34 million. In other words, the Treasurer brags that he has cut expenditure 
growth sharply. He seeks plaudits for doing that, but then when it comes to explaining how he did it, he is vague. 
But when it comes down to the detail of it happening—in other words, he is doing what he said he would do—he 
denies it. The Treasurer cannot expect with a 1.5 per cent or two per cent growth in population to have no growth 
in Health and Education—indeed, he is cutting and taking more money out of Education to the tune of $280 million 
over four years—and expect there will be no reductions in certain programs. By the way, during that period there 
have been 500 extra education assistants and teachers. There is increasing demand on school attendance, and the 
public sector is growing. The government is putting in more EAs, who are funded through a certain source, putting 
on more teachers, and demand is increasing, but it is taking state money out of the system compared with the last 
budget. It is saying that there are no cuts. That is ridiculous. It is dishonest. It is absurd. On the one hand—this is 
the mark of the Labor Party—it is saying, “We are fiscally responsible,” but when it comes down to the detail of 
how it is actually going to do it, it is reverting to the roles of the past. When we put in reforms for efficiencies, 
Labor Party members whinged and whined, and voted against every one of them. It criticised us for the macro 
detail—that is, we spent too much—and when we looked at it in detail, there was an area in which it did not want 
more money spent, except rural expenditure. Now, in government, the Labor Party is claiming it has achieved the 
macro one, forgetting about the wave of commonwealth money that is coming in. It is taking total credit for that, 
which it had nothing to do with. The Labor Party is taking credit for the sustained high increases in royalty 
payments; it had nothing to do with those. It is predicting a sharp recovery in the economy—good luck to it. It is 
not only underestimating expenditure growth, but also trying hide from the accountability. We on this side, just 
like the former opposition, will hold the government to account every time it cuts a program. Every time the 
government backflips—like the Premier will—we will hold it to account. Yesterday he said there will be no cuts 
to education—watch! Of course the Minister for Education in the other house was more honest and said there will 
be more. “There have to be”, as she said yesterday. “There will be more; there have to be. They are in the budget.” 
We will hold the government to account. It is bragging about being a fiscal fiend and cutting expenditure, but we 
will hold the government to account for the macro and the micro. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [10.40 am]: Any state government budget has two significant aspects. 
The first is the planning and execution of how essential frontline services will be improved and delivered to the 
people of Western Australia. The second is how the government will shape the economy of Western Australia so 
that all Western Australians feel confident that their standard of living will improve. 
One of the key essential services is health. Every man, woman and child in every corner of Western Australia 
relies on a safe, effective and advancing health and mental health service. This second Labor government budget 
represents the halfway point in its fiscal leadership of this term of government, and it will not adequately advance 
the health system in Western Australia. We are concerned. The opposition is concerned because analysis of the 
Labor health budget shows cuts of more than $200 million. Comparison of Labor’s first and second budgets shows 
cuts of $37 million in 2018–19, $74 million in 2019–20, and $90 million in 2020–21. The other day in question 
time we asked the minister whether he could list the services that will be impacted by these cuts; unfortunately, 
the minister declined to offer up that list or answer that aspect of the question. 
The Labor government has also failed to adequately plan for the ongoing health infrastructure needs of 
Western Australia. I will highlight to members some commentary on this from the Australian Medical Association 
WA in a media release of 10 May. In part the media release, which was in response to the Labor state budget, 
states — 

“We badly need a plan for the future of health services in WA. We know that demand will continue to 
rise … 
… 
Dr Khorshid said the AMA (WA) was especially concerned about an 83 per cent cut in infrastructure 
spending between this 2017/18 and 2021/22. 
… 

“There is no specific spending outlined for King Edward Memorial Hospital or Graylands Hospital and 
almost no funding for the future of Royal Perth Hospital. 
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… 

“We need a total plan for health that delivers on emergency care and elective surgery, with real increases 
in spending that will cope with rising demand. 

“Today’s Budget has failed to provide for WA’s health future,” Dr Khorshid said. 

That is a pretty damning account of the health budget from a key stakeholder in the health sector in 
Western Australia—the Australian Medical Association WA. 

Furthermore, we are confronting a critical shortage of general practitioners. GPs represent the coalface of the 
health sector. They are the first in the health system to see and help most patients. The recent media commentary 
on this was not good. The Sunday Times article of 6 May titled “Prognosis: Disastrous: GP shortage makes 
WA worst State in Oz—and future looks bleak” states, in part — 

A new Department of Health report shows there was a shortfall of 534 general practitioners in 2015 and 
warns the ageing GP workforce is being replaced by millennials who want to work less. 

… The median age of GPs in WA is now 55 and many are facing retirement. 

About 500 metropolitan GPs and 134 rural GPs were due to retire by 2021. A shortfall of 774 GPs was 
expected by then, which would be 974 by 2025. 

That infrastructure needs are not being catered for in the forward estimates is a real concern. GP shortages have 
not been addressed in the shaping of this health budget. 

We all read media releases put out by the Labor government. They are many and varied and discuss how the 
government will deliver on the health and community programs it will introduce. However, in this budget a large 
number are listed as longer term election commitments, with no funding yet allocated to them. Government 
platitudes must be backed up with budget money. The government cannot put out media releases telling people 
what it is doing for them if it has no intention of actually doing those things because it has not allocated money to 
the programs. It is simply not fair. I will quote some longer term election commitments with no funding yet 
allocated them that appear in the budget — 

– the upgrade of the Collie and Bunbury Hospitals, a renal dialysis service at Newman Hospital, 
a Magnetic Resonance Imaging scanner at Kalgoorlie and the establishment of a Kimberley Mobile 
Dialysis Unit; 

− the Review of Regional and Country Ambulance and Royal Flying Doctor Service; 

− investigating options to provide Culturally Appropriate Housing for Regional Visitors, as well as 
Medihotels and Urgent Care Clinic concepts, in different locations within the Perth metropolitan 
region; 

− the review of Fremantle Hospital; 

… 

− consultation with stakeholders to introduce and implement the State Men’s Health and Wellbeing 
policy, aimed at improving the wellbeing of men in Western Australia; 

− a campaign to reduce Family and Domestic Violence (FDV) with key activities including the 
provision of routine FDV screening for antenatal patients and FDV training for health workers; 

… 

− the Future Health Research and Innovation Fund, which proposes to provide a secure source of 
funding for Western Australian health and medical research. As part of this election commitment, 
a new long-term strategic approach to cancer research for Western Australia will be implemented in 
the form of a 10 year Cancer Research Plan. 

These appear in the budget under the title “Longer Term Election Commitments” with no funding yet allocated to 
them. These frontline health service proposals certainly sound necessary. We can see merit in what the government 
is advocating, but without allocating funding, it is talking the talk but simply not walking the walk. 

The second thing of critical importance and significance in a state government budget is how the government will 
shape the economy of Western Australia so that all Western Australians feel confident that their standard of living 
will rise. Unfortunately, this budget and the way the government is managing the economy of Western Australia 
is not doing that well. It is not looking after the people of Western Australia. We know the government was elected 
on its platform of fairness, compassion, jobs, no new taxes, no increases to taxes, paying off debt like a mortgage 
and no increases to fees and charges. A critique of that platform shows that this Labor government has failed 
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dismally on all fronts. I will show members how that has happened. Premier McGowan’s performance has taken 
the shine off this new state Labor government. The shine has very much worn off already after just two budgets and 
in just over one year. I will read members some interesting information. On 23 October 2016, The Sunday Times 
quoted Premier McGowan, when he was Leader of the Opposition, as saying — 

I know families cannot afford higher power bill increases. 
In a 29 October 2015 media release, the now Treasurer stated — 

With the WA economy slowing down, the last thing we need is the Liberal Government raising taxes on 
businesses and households. 

These were the conditions in which Labor went into the election, clearly indicating to the people of 
Western Australia that it was about not increasing fees and charges when people were doing it tough and the 
economy was sluggish, and not increasing taxes. It took those two clear commitments to the election. Where do 
we find ourselves now? The Premier said that the last thing the government should do is raise taxes on businesses 
and households and he said there would be no new taxes or increases to taxes. Yet in a short space of time the 
government has increased payroll tax, made gold tax hike attempt 1, gold tax hike attempt 2, and then come back 
for a second hit at the payroll tax by removing the training levy. 
The shadow Minister for Water, the shadow Treasurer and the Leader of the Opposition have highlighted what the 
government is doing with water. A 15 February 2018 PerthNow article titled “WA households ripped off in water 
bills” states — 

The report, released in November by the Economic Regulation Authority, found Perth sewerage charges 
in particular were 42 per cent above the Water Corp’s cost of providing the service. 

It is 42 per cent above the cost! Government members say that it is not a tax. But if it walks like a tax and quacks 
like a tax, it is a tax. This is another example of people being slugged with increased taxes disguised as fees and 
charges. What about the McGowan government’s promise to keep those fees and charges down to the rate of 
inflation? How is that going? The shadow Treasurer outlined in his contribution that our analysis shows that the 
cost of living has increased by 13 times the rate of inflation. Those who were listening to the radio this morning 
would have heard that a report has come out stating that wages growth in Western Australia is stagnant. 
Households are not getting any wage growth relief at a time when this Labor government, in this and last year’s 
budget, has increased fees and charges. In just over one year it has increased electricity by 17.9 per cent, water by 
11.5 per cent and vehicle charges by 7.6 per cent. 
To the 40 or so government backbenchers in this chamber, kicking your constituents while they are down has taken 
the shine off this government in a very short space of time. Another article highlights exactly how tough it is out 
there and the government’s lack of fairness and compassion. It lacks the ingenuity and creativity to have a budget 
that will propel the economy of Western Australia forward, give people jobs and keep costs down. It is a great 
shame that it is unable to do it. 
A May 2018 article in The West Australian titled “Confidence rises but spending still on hold” was about a survey 
done by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. It states — 

The survey found 64 per cent of respondents cited costs associated with groceries, utilities and transport 
as major day-to-day issues. 

That is just surviving! It continues — 
The chamber found one in three people said they spent more than they earnt in the past three months. 
About 17 per cent had to borrow money from a family member or friend, and 19 per cent said they were 
unable to pay a bill on time. 
… two-thirds of people saying they were unlikely to buy any household appliances worth more than 
$2000 in the coming quarter. 
… National Australia Bank showed loan default rates among its WA customers continued to rise. 
… the number of WA customers at least 90 days behind on their mortgages had doubled in the past two 
years … 

Western Australian is under financial stress. This is not the time to hit it with increased fees and charges and hidden 
taxes in the form of 42 per cent for water. 
WAtoday also did some analysis that states — 

“Limited growth in the labour market and slow wages growth has caused more than 60 per cent of 
West Australians to expect no improvement to their job prospects in the coming quarter,” 
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People think there is no future on the jobs front. People who are underemployed will be sitting in a job that they 
do not want. They cannot look for new jobs because they will hang on to what they have and some people cannot 
get into jobs. 

“We are not expecting consumers to increase spending given more than one in three consumers reported 
exceeding their monthly incomes, and one in five consumers were unable to pay off their credit card debt 
in full at the end of the month.” 

Compounding this negative sentiment, the Australian government’s Australian Financial Security Authority media 
release of 15 May 2108 was also grim. For the March quarter of 2018, it stated — 

Total personal insolvencies rose to reach a record quarterly high in Western Australia 
Over the last few days we have heard these backbenchers telling us that everything is good, that we were hopeless 
and government and that they are the best. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: They should stop talking and listening to each other. They should get out and talk to 
their constituents, who are doing it tough. The second Saturday in March 2021 will see a large number of members 
who were sitting on six per cent or less—particularly those on three per cent or less—gone. They will be out of 
here. Enjoy your term! 
The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, member. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The WA economy is doing it tough. 
A member interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for South Perth, your own member is on his feet. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That has been highlighted in an article in The West Australian on 30 April titled 
“WA’s economy in ‘doghouse’”, which states — 

WA Treasurer Ben Wyatt is under more pressure to deliver a Budget that will boost the moribund State 
economy with a report showing WA is in the nation’s financial doghouse. 
The quarterly State of the States report by CommSec shows WA still at the bottom of the league ladder. 
Across eight key measures … 
… 
One of the worst-performing areas is the jobs market after the recent surprising rise in the unemployment 
rate left WA with a jobless level 30 per cent worse than its long-term average. 

Members on this side of the chamber take in a deep breath when we read those sorts of statistics. It is serious. The 
government does not seem at all worried about how serious this is. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: According to the budget, it is going away. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Correct. In fact, a news article by Jacob Kagi for ABC online news, dated 29 April and 
headed “McGowan Government’s about-face on jobless figures, as WA unemployment rises on its watch”, 
states — 

When statistics released in late 2016 showed more than 90,000 West Australians were unemployed, 
Mark McGowan and his WA Labor colleagues were outraged. 

It went on to say — 
But when data released earlier this month revealed a record number of West Australians 1ooking for 
work, and the highest unemployment rate in more than 15 years, the reaction from Labor—now in 
government—took a decidedly different tone. 

The article quotes tourism minister Paul Papalia — 
“What this shows is there is a sense of optimism returning, people see that we are out there creating 
jobs,”… 

It is farcical! WA has the highest number of insolvencies in the country, the highest unemployment rate in the 
country and fees and charges that have increased by almost 20 per cent in just over a year, and that is the response 
we get from a cabinet minister—nothing to see here; everything is fine! The article goes on to say — 
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But the raw numbers pointed to plenty of people doing it tough, with 108,000 West Australians 
unemployed and the 6.9 per cent seasonally adjusted unemployment rate making the worst result since 
2002. 

That is what this Labor government under Premier McGowan has done in just two budgets. It took control and 
said that it would fix the unemployment rate. Its election platform was that it would fix it. It has got worse. It not 
only has it got worse, but also is the worst ever. Some members will recall that last year the Premier brought in 
a jobs bill. It was another media stunt. We critiqued the Western Australian Jobs Bill. We stayed here late on that 
Thursday night to go through it line by line. What did we find? We found that while the Premier was selling it to 
the people of Western Australia as a jobs bill that would provide more Western Australian jobs, clause 3 of the bill 
defined local industry as including any industry in Western Australia, any other state or territory in Australia, and 
New Zealand. That was his jobs bill. The jobs bill had to comply with section 92 of the commonwealth 
Constitution, which provides that a state cannot restrict an industry provider from any other state from bidding and 
receiving work with a state government. Furthermore, we know that the Australia and New Zealand Government 
Procurement Agreement still applied. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: And it is subject to value for money as well. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Correct. Notwithstanding the jobs bill media stunt, as I have just outlined, since 
Premier McGowan and Labor came to power, unemployment has grown to its highest level in 15 or 16 years. The 
government has no real plan to actually get those 108 000 Western Australians into a job. A news group called 
WAMN News also reported that Australian Bureau of Statistics figures showed that more Western Australians 
were looking for work in March than at any time since records began in 1978. Premier McGowan and Treasurer 
Wyatt continue to milk the blame game with the former Liberal–National government. That has to stop. These 
statistics are serious. These statistics are a signal of how Western Australian lives are being impacted. The 
government needs to grip this up. It cannot keep playing the blame game. It cannot simply keep putting out media 
releases that tell people that it will do something but then it does not allocate money to it in a budget. The 
government cannot keep saying to people, when unemployment figures are the worst in the country and the worst 
since 1978, that people are optimistic and know that everything is going to be okay. People are not feeling or 
thinking that. Frankly, it is the very early signs of an incredibly out-of-touch and arrogant government if it starts 
using commentary like that in the media, particularly from a cabinet minister. 

We know that the conditions for this budget are better than the conditions the former government faced in its last 
budget in government. We know that general government revenue for this budget has increased by $2.2 billion, 
comprising commonwealth infrastructure grants up $1.1 billion; mining revenue up $1.2 billion; higher tax 
revenue, up $112 million; and GST grants for 2018–19 up $107 million. The budget papers state that gross state 
product is tipped to be three per cent or higher over the next four years. I do not know how much influence the 
government had on those budget papers—I assume it was a fair bit—but it is selling a picture that everything is 
rosy. The people in the suburbs of metropolitan Perth and regional Western Australia are not feeling that. 
Government members can keep talking to each other. Ministers can keep relying upon their backbench to pat them 
on the back and tell them that everything is fine, they are doing well, they are fantastic and they are wonderful. 
The government can keep feeding some of its backbenchers ridiculous speeches and speech notes that they get up 
in this place and read verbatim, but there are 108 000 people looking for work—people who have had huge 
increases in fees and charges of utilities, people who are struggling to pay for groceries, people who have 
household financial stress because they have adult kids who cannot find a job and people whose household budgets 
are strained because of the high youth unemployment rate. Those people exist in the electorates of government 
members. They are out there now. When government members come into this place and start using speeches to 
slam the former Liberal–National government, guess what happens? Their constituents do not care about that. 
They voted them in at the last election because Labor made commitments that they would have a job under a Labor 
government, that their fees and charges would be kept down, and that there would be no new taxes and no increases 
to taxes. The government has done none of that. When their constituents say that things are tough and government 
members look them in the eye and say, “That’s because of the former Liberal–National government”, their 
constituents are going to start to say, “Do you know what? We bought that in 2017 but we’re not sure about it in 
2018, and we’re certainly not going to be sure about it in 2019.” Come a further two years after that, if this is the 
way the government thinks managing the Western Australian economy and delivering essential services to the 
people of WA is to be done, and if it thinks that media releases that simply ignore the concerns of the community 
are adequate, it will find that a large number of members from its benches in this place will be out of a job on the 
second Saturday of March 2021. I implore the government to stop playing the ridiculous political game it is playing 
and to actually make an effort to set up a plan for the future of Western Australia so that the people of 
Western Australia can improve their standard of living and this state can be the greatest state in Australia. 
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MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [11.10 am]: I, too, rise to join the opposition to speak to the Appropriation 
(Recurrent 2018–19) Bill 2018 and the Appropriation (Capital 2018–19) Bill 2018. I think I am the last speaker 
for the opposition’s contribution today. At the outset, before we get into this, I would like to join the member for 
Balcatta in recognising the royal wedding that will happen this Saturday. I am sure that, as the proud republican 
he is—like millions of other Australians—he will be glued to the television to watch Harry and Meghan get 
married. Today also marks 357 days since I gave my maiden speech. It has been a great honour to be in this place 
for just over a year now and to be part of this impressive opposition team. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: You have done a great job. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you, member for Carine. 

I would like to cover a few areas in my speech today. First and foremost, I have a couple of quick observations 
about what is missing in the second budget delivered by this government. I will talk about the impact, or lack 
thereof, on Mandurah and the Peel region and then finally finish up on how this side will expect to use the budget 
in fighting the upcoming Darling Range by-election. At the outset, it is worth noting the Treasurer’s contribution 
in delivering his second budget. Having been part of a budget process before, I know it is a long and drawn-out 
procedure. Members before me have spoken about how this budget was categorised as a workmanlike budget. 
I would agree with others in their categorisation of it being a sneaky budget, which is probably a lot more accurate. 
It is also interesting to note, when we talk about the budget’s sneakiness, that members of the opposition have 
outlined a number of fee increases that have occurred contrary to the promises that members opposite made in the 
lead-up to the election nearly a year and a half ago. 

During last year’s budget speech, I made the point that Labor’s first budget appeared to be building a war chest 
for key Labor marginal seats that it thought were worth saving. I said last year that this unpopular Premier had 
already decided which members opposite were worth saving and which were worth casting aside. I am happy to 
report, members, that the same thing appears to have happened again in this state budget. The message is still the 
same. If we take a closer look at the budget, as I and members on this side have done, we get an early insight into 
what seats this Premier seems to believe should be saved and which he feels comfortable casting out to sea when 
the tide of the Liberals ascendency eventually and inevitably washes over them in 2021, in some 1 031 days. 
Moreover, we see a war chest being built in those out years that I think will shower some members opposite with 
political gifts, while it already seems to be forecasting that it will leave others out in the cold. The seat of Albany 
was a clear winner in last year’s budget, with hundreds of millions of dollars going into the Speaker’s seat. We 
saw other clear winners in Collie–Preston, the Pilbara—the billion dollar man, the member for Pilbara—and other 
metropolitan seats. This year, we are seeing some other new winners, perhaps some who have maybe worked 
harder than other members of the Labor caucus, or perhaps they have been hardened because those members 
opposite know that their seats will form the new front line when so many members opposite will be decimated in 
1 031 days. On closer inspection of the budget papers, we see that Labor sees a great need, for some bizarre reason, 
to bolster the district of Bunbury. A seat with a 10.8 per cent margin is getting a disproportionate amount of 
attention in this budget and in the preceding actions of the government. It is interesting because a 10 per cent 
margin, which this government feels the need to reinforce, shows just how far back it expects the pendulum to 
swing. Members on this side of the house have spoken about the public polling that has been released and it is 
interesting to see some inconsistencies in what has been outlined. The very fact is that this government sees the 
need to ensure that Bunbury, a 10.8 per cent seat, is looked after. 

It is not just when we look at the budget; as I have said, it is in the actions that have preceded the 
delivery of this budget. Bunbury held a regional cabinet meeting. Other key regional areas were ignored, such as 
Murray–Wellington on a margin of 1.8 per cent, the district of Pilbara on 2.3 per cent or, indeed, your own seat, 
Mr Speaker, on 5.1 per cent. I think Bunbury was also the site of the Labor Party’s parliamentary retreat. Quite 
clearly, it is not just Bunbury’s hospitality that the Premier seems to be enjoying, because these visits have 
doubled-down on what the member for Bunbury has achieved in this state budget. The amount of $106.3 million 
has been given to Bunbury for the outer ring-road. Importantly, although this has been delivered by a federal 
Liberal government, the process should be explained quite clearly. This amount has been given to the seat of 
Bunbury at a request by the state government. The state government put together a list of key infrastructure projects 
that it wanted to see funded and on that list was the Bunbury Outer Ring Road. Those members opposite who have 
key infrastructure projects in their own electorates, who have some pinch points and areas of congestion and road 
and rail infrastructure that they would like to have seen happen, and who have not seen money forthcoming have 
missed out entirely because this state government has not considered them and their communities as a priority. In 
addition to the $100 million plus that Bunbury has received for the outer ring-road, there is $5 million for Bunbury 
Senior High School, $3 million for South Bunbury Primary School, $1.5 million for another primary school, 
$3 million for Newton Moore Senior High School, $13.4 million for a subacute mental health facility in Bunbury 
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and $300 000 for the surf lifesaving club. Millions and millions of dollars—an excessive amount of money—is 
going specifically into a 10.8 per cent seat. 

Clearly, Labor is very concerned about that regional seat it holds, because if it was concerned about other areas, 
such as Murray–Wellington, which sits on a margin of 1.4 per cent, a similar quantum of money would be going 
to those areas. I suspect the seats of Pilbara, Albany and Murray–Wellington have similar regional concerns that 
should be funded by this government, but they have gone missing. I suspect that is because places like the Pilbara 
and Murray–Wellington have already been cut loose by this government. 

We see this favouritism on display in not only regional seats, but also the metropolitan area. A number of seats 
completely missed out in the state budget. Our minds very quickly turn to the seat of Kingsley, won by the 
Labor Party by only 307 votes, which received basically nothing from this government. The member got a tour of 
the hospital as part of the Premier’s media event, but nothing else. Perhaps that media event was to make up for the 
millions that the member for Kingsley failed to get for her own electorate. I will come back to Kingsley with 
something else highly unusual that I discovered in the lead-up to this budget. The member for Kalamunda won his 
seat by 1 168 votes and he got nothing from this government. He may argue, as he did on page 3 of yesterday’s 
Kalamunda Reporter, that the Roe Highway–Kalamunda Road interchange was a success of his. Both the member 
for Kalamunda and I know that that interchange benefits the district of Forrestfield far more—which is on a higher 
margin than his—than it does his own seat. The margin of Forrestfield is 9.4 per cent, yet with the member for 
Kalamunda’s margin of 1 168 votes, he gets basically nothing. I looked at a map to make absolutely sure that the Roe 
Highway–Kalamunda Road interchange is not in his electorate. It is far from his electorate, but in the 
Kalamunda Reporter yesterday he said that it is his great achievement. He has to lay claim to something that is not 
even in his own district because this government has already cut him loose. This government already knows that it 
will lose him in 1 031 days, when the tide turns. It does not see any point in putting money into his electorate. If it 
did, the member would be in the Kalamunda Reporter saying that he received great local projects, but, unfortunately, 
no local projects have been delivered for the member for Kalamunda and nothing has been delivered for his 
community because this government has already shunned him and turned its back on the people in the eastern hills. 

There seems to be a bit of a theme in which other members opposite seem to be laying claim to other districts’ 
achievements and not their own. The member for Burns Beach won his seat by only 1 193 votes and again got nothing 
for his electorate. Instead, he was featured in Tuesday’s Joondalup Times as trying to claim conferred credit for 
a school that is entirely in the electorate of Joondalup. The member for Burns Beach is not in a traditional marginal 
seat. I suspect we in this place would all argue that the member for Burns Beach is indeed in a traditional Liberal-held 
seat. As a result, those members opposite—the government opposite, the cabinet opposite and the Premier opposite—
already know that the member for Burns Beach will not hold his seat. Thus, the government will not ensure that he 
will get any of the millions of dollars being splashed around in this budget. Instead, he will have to lay claim to 
a conferred credit from the member for Joondalup. That member is quite clearly doing hard work in her electorate 
and the member for Burns Beach has been cast aside by this government already because the government knows 
something, which he probably knows in his heart of hearts. He has been cut loose by this government. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I could talk about a number of seats but somehow the seat of Wanneroo at a margin of 
7.3 per cent also got very little in this budget. For some reason, the member for Wanneroo has not been featured 
in any of the local media for in excess of a month. She is a lazy local member who is not getting the fortunes of 
government because she has been cast aside already. It seems that she, too, has given up on her seat because this 
government has already done that. 

I could not let this opportunity pass without mentioning the district of Kingsley. For the time I have known the 
member for Kingsley, I have found her to be an exceptional and outstanding parliamentarian, and a very strong 
contributor in this place. It seems that the member for Kingsley’s efforts may be in vain. I found something 
interesting when I asked some questions on notice after having read a press release from the Minister for Transport 
dated 3 April 2018. It was titled “Grants to crank up local bike facilities”. It was interesting because, once again, 
we saw the usual pork-barrelling exercise by the government, which again showered gifts on electoral districts 
such as Bicton, Joondalup, Albany, Pilbara and Darling Range, when it thought it would hold that seat. When 
I saw this rampant politicisation, I asked question on notice 3012, which sought to understand what may have been 
missed out in the decision-making process that saw some electorates get significant grant funding. It was very 
interesting to me when I found that submissions were put in to the government from a number of marginal seats 
opposite, which, obviously, saw some funding go their way. Curiously, only one marginal seat for which 
a submission was put in by those opposite did not get funding, and that was the member for Kingsley’s electoral 
district. It seems to me that we are seeing a trend here in which this budget, unfortunately, not only puts aside the 
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member for Kingsley’s community, but also filters it right through to a base level at which, unfortunately, the 
member for Kingsley cannot get even a couple of hundred thousand dollars for bicycle network grants, because 
this government knows that Kingsley will be lost in 1 030 days. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It is 0.7 per cent. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right, member for Churchlands; she has a margin of 0.7 per cent. If the member for 
Kingsley, who tries very hard and is an extremely strong contributor in this place, performs this well in Parliament, 
I suspect her efforts might be in vain because, unfortunately, if she cannot get a small government grant, her 
prospect of getting anything in the budget is quite limited. If we compare what happened in, for example, the 
electorates of Kingsley, Geraldton or, I think, Eyre, it seems that other members are being deliberately overlooked 
by this government. They might be better off joining the opposition benches because only then will they get more 
money. The member for Kingsley may as well come over to this side right now because only then will she get 
funding from this government. Her membership of the Australian Labor Party means she will get nothing from 
this government at the moment. It seems it has let her go already. 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: If the member for Wanneroo wants to use references like that, she should make sure they 
are more contemporary so I can try to understand them. 
Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No, I have not—not really. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, you will talk through the Chair. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you, Mr Speaker. It seems that not only key marginal seats of those opposite have 
been dudded by this government. Unfortunately, dudded is exactly how the people of Mandurah and the 
Peel region feel as a result of this government’s second budget. Once again, our region has been overlooked by 
this government. It has been dudded once again because the people of Mandurah are being treated with disdain 
and have been abandoned by the Western Australian Labor Party, which refuses to govern for all 
Western Australians and instead puts money only into areas it thinks will be politically beneficial. It has been 
dudded once again because the Mandurah community’s priorities are being actively ignored by those opposite. It 
has been dudded because I believe they are treating our region, unfortunately, with nothing but total and utter 
contempt. We are being treated so poorly at this time that I feel the need to send some tourism brochures to cabinet 
members opposite so that they know that Mandurah and the Peel region exist. There are only two reasons we 
continue to be ignored: they do not know Mandurah and the Peel region exist or they have nothing but utter 
contempt for our community. 
When I talk about the needs of the communities that have been dudded, my mind very quickly turns to Peel Health 
Campus. Hundreds of people in my community—340 or 350 people—turned out on a Tuesday evening in the cold 
in a car park opposite the hotel in a community campaign to draw attention to the fact that Peel Health Campus 
desperately needs an expanded emergency department and a long-term plan for the delivery of health services. 
What do we get from this government in this budget? The only new money that my electorate, the electoral district 
of Mandurah, got from this government was $4.4 million for a car park. The amount of $4.4 million for a car park 
is useless if people cannot get treated in the emergency department. It is useless if people are in a packed 
emergency department. There is no point trying to find a car park. The member for Churchlands came down to the 
district and made a fantastic, rousing speech to show the trend that our hospital is undoubtedly and unfortunately 
the worst performing hospital in the state of Western Australia. That is not through the efforts of the clinicians and 
non-clinical staff there, who are doing a great job. It is entirely because this hospital has been constrained by the 
lack of resources given to it by the Western Australian Labor Party in government. 
It is not just there in which our community is being dudded. For local schools in a growing area like Mandurah, 
not a cent is allocated to expand schools. In fact, funding for school budgets last year went backwards. Given the 
Premier’s absolute failure to answer the opposition’s questions yesterday, I suspect more funding for school 
programs will be cut in this budget. There is nothing for local roads; nothing for our bridge, which desperately 
needs an expansion from three to six lanes; and nothing for our local police again in an area that has concerns 
about crime generally and drug-related crime. Within the next three years, the police station in Mandurah is due 
to be expanded, as it needs to be, to cater for another hundred police officers who should be going to that 
community given the estimates forecast by WA Police Force. Once again, not a single dollar is going to the 
community of Mandurah, and that is because the government does not see Mandurah as a politically beneficial 
area for it. Evidently, it does not see the districts of Kalamunda, Kingsley or Burns Beach as politically beneficial 
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areas, so, as a result, no money will go into those areas. It is shameful once again. Members opposite continue to 
take our regional city for granted, but I promise this: the people of Mandurah will not forget this government in 
1 031 days’ time. 
[Members time extended.] 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I sent out a budget summary after the Treasurer’s speech. It did not take me long to 
summarise because, as I said, there was basically nothing in it for my district. It did not take a lot of time to put 
together. In that budget summary, hundreds of people have gone to my website and given me their unfiltered 
feedback on what they thought they got and what their mood is as a result of this second budget from the 
Australian Labor Party, which has been handed down here. This is a quick summary of the mood. I got feedback 
from people right across the region, not just from my district. I will read some quotes that I think will be interesting 
and sum up the mood of my community and, I suspect, the mood of the broader community. According to my 
notes, the following comments have been made — 
Dianne of Dudley Park states — 

I dare you, Mr McGowan, to take someone you love to the emergency dept of Peel Health Campus. Feel 
the stress of trying to find somewhere to park your car first of all, then negotiate your way to get help in 
a timely manner. It’s quite easy to read you. You treat us as a waste of time. I can assure you I will do 
my best to return the favour to you. 

That is, at the next state election. Pamela from Erskine wrote — 
We will be voting Liberal in the next Election. This is a Snub for Mandurah—in particular, Peel Health 
Campus Emergency Ward should definitely have been Priority One. 

Greg from Dudley Park wrote — 
You may think Mandurah is a safe seat for labour but as you pump the low income earners and self funded 
retirees with higher charges and lies about who will be affected your days are limited unless you listen to 
the people. 

This is the mood in my electorate and in electorates right across the Peel region. I do not think I could have said it 
better myself. People across my district, indeed right across Western Australia, have been let down by this 
government. They have been let down by what they see as a party that came in with a plan to get elected but no 
plan to govern. They see a sneaky Premier who promised the world but has delivered nothing but pain for them. 
WA Labor promised no new taxes and no tax increases, but we have seen thousands of dollars in tax increases. 
We have seen broken promises strewn across Western Australia as the Labor Party continues to turn its back on 
Western Australia. The Premier promised jobs for all in glossy brochures laden with pictures of him in high-vis 
vests and hard hats, but what we have is a 15-year high in unemployment. Western Australians have seen an 
arrogant Premier who, in a Trump-like manner, takes credit for every single measure of positive business 
confidence but somehow fails to take responsibility for the record high insolvencies and bankruptcies that are 
plaguing Western Australians. They have seen an arrogant Premier. My message to the government and to the 
Western Australian Labor Party is that the tide has turned. It is no longer in ascendency. The pain it has inflicted 
is real. It is having a real impact on Western Australian families. 
Western Australians will cast judgement on the Labor Party soon enough because, in a matter of months, we will 
have the Darling Range by-election. It will be a by-election focused on this government’s cuts. It will be 
a by-election focused on its tax increases. It will be a by-election based entirely on this Premier’s arrogance 
towards and ignorance of regional Western Australia, of which Darling Range is a part. It will be a by-election 
fought on every door, street and neighbourhood, town and suburb within the district of Darling Range, which will 
see members opposite lose that seat. My colleagues on this side will be bringing the fight. We will be after 
Darling Range. While members opposite levy each one of their members to try to raise $30 000 to fight for 
Darling Range, they will struggle to find a candidate to fill the position for WA Labor in Darling Range. I believe 
that even Bill Leadbetter, who seems to throw his hat into the ring every time there is a vacant seat, said no to 
standing in Darling Range. The reason the Labor Party office said the party should not stand and fight in 
Darling Range is that it knows that this Western Australian Labor Party—this government—will fail. It will fail 
because members opposite have brought the people of Darling Range to their knees. They have ignored and misled 
them, and this side of the house will ensure that they know it. We will be harnessing the power and momentum in 
this community with groups like Save Moora College and the WA police union to make sure every person in 
Darling Range knows they can send a message not just for their community, but on behalf of all 
Western Australians who feel as though they have been cast aside by this government. When they send that 
message, when they cast the Labor Party aside like it has cast them aside, I suspect we will see a change in the 
attitudes of members opposite. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 17 May 2018] 

 p3020b-3046a 
Dr Mike Nahan; Mr Sean L'Estrange; Mr Zak Kirkup; Mr Terry Redman; Mr Dave Kelly; Ms Libby Mettam; Mr 

Vincent Catania; Mr Peter Katsambanis; Mr Shane Love; Mr Ian Blayney; Mr Ben Wyatt 

 [14] 

Government members may not realise it, but the seat of Darling Range, at 5.8 per cent, stands on the threshold of 
a swing that, if the Liberal Party were to successfully gain every seat under that margin, would usher in a new era 
of minority government in 1 031 days, with the National and Liberal Parties governing together once again. 
A swing of 5.8 per cent is all we need to see a minority Liberal–National government take office. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, just take a little break and have a deep breath. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: A swing of 5.8 per cent is all we need against those opposite, to see a minority government 
take place in 1 031 days. We will see that result echoed sooner in Darling Range. Members opposite, this time 
your days are numbered. The Labor Party is no longer in ascendency. 
This budget continues a trend of ignorance and callousness orchestrated by this government. It will be judged in 
Darling Range in coming months. That will be an early warning to each member opposite who sits under a margin 
of 5.8 per cent that their days are also numbered. When that pendulum inevitably swings back against members 
opposite, they will know that they have let down the people of Western Australia. That is a message that will be 
sent to Darling Range. That message is being felt in Mandurah and in the Peel. If any members opposite who are 
in marginal seats had the work ethic to understand what is happening in their own communities, they too would 
know now that that is the mood of the community of Western Australia and that their days in marginal seats are 
numbered. 

I will move away very quickly from Darling Range. Members opposite who are on safe margins, such as the 
member for Cockburn, will inevitably see many of their colleagues washed away and find themselves back on the 
opposition benches in 1 031 days. Key areas have been ignored by this government. I need only look to the front 
page of yesterday’s and today’s The West Australian to see that a key area of concern is shark mitigation. The 
Minister for Fisheries is not a minister who cares about protecting the people of Western Australia. He is a minister 
who cares more about protecting sharks than he does about people. I engaged with 2 837 people in my electorate 
on the shark issue. Most of them live in Halls Head—25.9 per cent—and another 22.7 per cent live in Falcon. 
Ninety-three per cent of them wanted action on shark mitigation. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: So do I. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister says he wants action on shark mitigation, yet he continues to do nothing to 
protect the people of Western Australia. 

In a survey, I asked respondents what they wanted done when it comes to shark mitigation. I will tell members 
where the minister’s current policy sits. It sits at the very end of what people most preferred the government should 
do to take action on shark mitigation. Of those respondents, 13.48 per cent preferred subsidised shark shields. 
Instead, what they want to see is far more work done to ensure that people are protected in Western Australia’s 
oceans. They want things like SMART buoys and eco barriers. In some cases they want commercial fishermen to 
have the ability to again take up shark fishing. At the very end of all the things my respondents wanted was 
subsidised shark shields. I appreciate this government seems to believe that that is the only way the shark issue 
can be mitigated. The reality is that that is not the case. We see SMART buoys being delivered and executed in 
the jurisdiction of New South Wales; a policy that has been embraced over there — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: You mean SMART drum lines. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: SMART drum lines. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Not SMART buoys. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister can debate the semantics while he continues to do nothing but let down the 
people of Western Australia when it comes to SMART—Shark-Management-Alert-in-Real-Time—drum lines. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: The minister will not know how to use them. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister does not know how to use them. Unusually, he continues to ignore a policy 
that has been embraced by the New South Wales Labor Party and indeed a policy position that has been embraced 
by the Greens in New South Wales. For some bizarre reason, maybe through his own sheer ignorance or laziness, 
this Minister for Fisheries continues to take no action to protect the people of Western Australia. It is for that 
reason that I would like to move a reasoned amendment. 

Amendment to Motion 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I move — 

To delete “now” and insert after “time” — 
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after the Minister for Fisheries accepts the offer from New South Wales to supply five free 
SMART drum lines and does more to address shark mitigation in response to the concerns of 
the public 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [11.39 am]: I would like to talk about this proposed amendment. It 
is fantastic that the member for Dawesville has put it on the table because we are in the middle of what is emerging 
as a crisis for this government in terms of its lack of response to a key issue for a state that is inextricably linked 
to the coast by the fact that it is bound by water on three sides. The government has its head in the sand in respect 
of what has been happening over the last number of years. We have seen all of the attacks. It is interesting to look 
at those attacks. A range of people have died. I do not want to go through that list and bring that issue to the surface, 
but the impact on those water users is at the serious end of the game—some 15 since the year 2000. There have 
been 16 shark encounters since December 2016. That is not lightweight; that is not something that just happens by 
chance. This is emerging as quite a significant issue. As a product of that, we have seen the cancellation of 
a number of key events in Western Australia. We saw the cancellation of the Margaret River Pro four days before 
it was due to wrap up. It is one of the World Surf League events bringing an international focus on 
Western Australia. Internationally renowned surfers came to our state. The level of branding goes worldwide. That 
event had to be cancelled as a product of decisions that were made in the south west in my own electorate. We 
also saw that more than 100 swimmers had to be pulled out of the water at the Rottnest Channel Swim. Again, the 
decision was made after an encounter with a shark—in that case a four-metre shark spotted a little way offshore. 
There was also the cancellation of the swim leg of the Busselton SunSmart Ironman by organisers, again, because 
a shark was spotted 600 metres offshore. The swim leg of the half-distance triathlon of the Ironman in Busselton 
was halted in May when a 2.5-metre shark was spotted, and in late 2016, Surfing WA cancelled three events after 
sharks were detected. 

This is not an insignificant issue. We are hearing a level of commentary from the government that this is not 
affecting tourism. In the first instance, we have seen an impact on water users, whether it is surfers, snorkellers, 
divers or swimmers. We are now seeing a buy-in from the tourism community. If we start cancelling — 

Mr P. Papalia: Which tourism community? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The south west tourism community for starters. Did the minister not read the letters to the 
newspaper? Did he not read the response in the media to the fact that they have lost thousands and thousands of 
dollars — 

Mr P. Papalia: Who? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The south west tourism industry. 

That is a product of the cancellation of the Margaret River Pro, yet the minister has had his head in the sand and 
is saying that this is not going to affect anything. I know people who were on the Rottnest swim who had relatives 
in London pleading with them not to swim. That is the impact this is having on people. Of course, the government 
has its head in the sand. The community wants more. We saw the march on Parliament recently. It was made-up 
of a cross-section of the community we would not normally see marching on Parliament. This government has its 
head in the sand. We would like to see the advice tabled by the “great white dope” over here. I would like to see 
his advice. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, you know that you cannot refer to a member without referring to the name 
of their electorate or the title they hold, so be cautious. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I will take your advice, Madam Acting Speaker. 

We would like to see the advice the minister has from his agency about this issue. It would be interesting to see 
the options he has and the political decisions he is making as a product of that advice. Recently, there was an offer 
from New South Wales of free SMART drum lines, and the minister has rejected it. I would love to see the advice 
from his agency about what choices he has on the back of what offers are made from over there and a significant 
public feeling out there. The sentiment has moved. The government might have had the high ground recently, 
going back a couple of years, but it is not on the high ground now. There is an expectation from the community 
that there needs to be a greater response than that the government is delivering. The minister has an option of 
getting a trial, if you like, or having free SMART drum lines come to Western Australia — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Why didn’t you implement SMART drum lines in 2015 when they were started? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: You’re a grub. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Look, you’re an idiot. 

Several members interjected. 
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Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The minister just called the member an idiot. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Members, I will hear this point of order in complete silence or 
I will start calling you before question time. Take a seat, member for Warren–Blackwood. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The minister called the member an idiot and I asked him to withdraw. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, if you did, can you please withdraw. I am sorry, I was looking at something 
else. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I withdraw. I should have called him a grub instead. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, it is a point of order and I will hear it. Member, you have just got to withdraw. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I withdraw. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Further to that point of order, when a member withdraws a comment under standing 
order 98, under standing order 98(2), he has to apologise for the comment. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is not right—and said with a grimace! 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am not going to speak for long on this, but this government has a crisis here for a state and 
a community that is closely linked to the ocean and ocean activities. A range of attacks, deaths and near misses 
have occurred. There has now been cancellation of significant events in our state and that has a flow-on impact 
not only for the economy, but also the tourism status of Western Australia. The community is demanding more 
and this minister keeps his head in the sand in respect of his options. I would like to see the advice he is getting 
and I think he should table it so the community can see the full scope of options he has been presented with, 
because right now it has no confidence whatsoever that it is getting a decision from this government that gives any 
satisfaction whatsoever that there is a level of safety out there for those impacted. We have seen the attacks, we 
have seen the near misses, we have seen the cancellations of events, we know the flow-on to tourism and we know 
the flow-on to Western Australians. They are upset. We want the minister to table the advice, and most of all we 
want him to accept the offer from New South Wales to put some SMART drum lines off the coast and give the 
community confidence that it is getting some leadership in this state. 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [11.46 am]: I would also like to make a contribution to this debate and support the 
amendment moved by the member for Dawesville, particularly on the back of the offer, an unprecedented offer, 
made by the government of New South Wales to assist the Western Australian government with what is deemed, 
as the member for Warren–Blackwood has claimed, a crisis—and it is. It was pretty unprecedented to see people 
who would not usually rally, who would not usually protest, make the effort last week to travel to the steps of 
Parliament mid-week to protest with such grave concern about the lack of action undertaken by this government. 
This issue is having a significant impact in the electorates of Warren–Blackwood and Vasse. It has had a significant 
impact on the tourism industry and our reputation as a coastal destination. We know that 68 per cent of 
international visitors come to WA because of our beautiful coastline. I was only speaking to a friend of mine over 
east recently, a girlfriend in Sydney who is a banker and does not read much news. She was very well aware of 
what had happened, as were my friends in the United Kingdom who had seen the news of the cancellation of the 
Margaret River Pro due to shark fears. The feedback was that they just would not come here for a coastal 
experience. That is absolutely true. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms L. METTAM: The government is burying its head in the sand. Trivago has statistics that suggest that a shark 
incident or attack has a significant impact on conversions—that is, decisions made to travel to a country. In fact, 
a 2016 survey by Hiresquare.com.au of people interested in visiting a coastal location found that 14 per cent of 
respondents considered not going to a destination because of shark attacks, and more than 40 per cent of 
respondents were aware of recent shark attacks in Australia. We are not asking for anything extraordinary.  

We are asking the government to take the issues facing Western Australian beach users and small businesses as 
seriously as the New South Wales government does. The New South Wales government supports the cutting-edge 
technology of SMART drum lines, which the Greens-led Senate inquiry also supports. SMART drum lines have 
been humanely tagging sharks in NSW and feedback from researchers has recently indicated that the use of drum 
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lines in NSW is not only showing that sharks do not return to the same location, but also providing valuable 
research for the NSW Department of Primary Industries to use. Up to 251 great white sharks have been tagged 
since the trials began in NSW. That is valuable research that those on both sides of the argument should support 
and agree with. 

The Minister for Fisheries is using inflated figures. He is suggesting that it will cost $75 million to introduce 
SMART drum lines across Western Australia. The opposition is asking the government to at least trial the 
technology here and to take up the New South Wales government’s offer to see whether this technology will work 
on the Western Australian coastline. The New South Wales government has said that the WA government’s figures 
are nothing short of inflated. When New South Wales trialled 25 to 35 drum lines on its north coast, they came in 
at a cost of $1 million. That figure falls well short of the $75 million that this government is claiming it will cost. 
It is an excuse, quite frankly, to do nothing. 

I referred to the impact that shark attacks have had on tourism, and the member for Warren–Blackwood referred 
to that also. Five events have been either cancelled or delayed as a result of shark attacks in the last 12 months. It 
has also had a big impact on small businesses, with five dive shops closing in the past two years. Shark attacks 
also caused the cancellation of the Margaret River Pro, which has now been moved to Bali. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, enough! You will have your opportunity. The member has the floor. 

Ms L. METTAM: It is also having an impact on accommodation providers, bars, restaurants and everyone who 
has a link to small business and tourism. Not only surfing and small business communities, but also those in the 
tourism industry are concerned about this matter. The take-up at the Busselton ironman event this year was 
30 per cent lower when compared with last year, given that in the previous two ironman events were disrupted by 
the presence of sharks. 

In terms of the management of this issue, I support the motion to encourage the McGowan government to take the 
NSW offer seriously and to support a trial of drum lines. I also take this opportunity to encourage a more serious 
approach to removing whale carcasses. Hugh Edwards, a shark researcher and fisherman, pointed out in a letter to 
the editor — 

But there are some things which can unnecessarily influence the situation. In March there was a mass 
stranding of pilot whales at Hamelin Bay. Some of the remains of the corpses were still on the beaches 
when the Margaret River surf contest was due to be run. Even more unforgivably before an international 
surfing event there was the carcass of a dead whale on the beach in the region. The attraction for sharks 
caused by the oil streak from a deceased whale is well known. It should have been a priority for local 
authorities and Fisheries to have removed any traces of the dead mammals well before the event. 

I am concerned about how the Department of Fisheries and the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and 
Attractions have managed this problem. I back up this motion again. I encourage the government to support the 
implementation of this technology and take a more conscientious approach to the management of whale carcasses. 
I look forward to seeing what happens in fisheries management in the future. 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West Central) [11.55 am]: I rise to support this reasoned amendment, because it is 
about a genuine offer from the New South Wales government, which has gone through a lot of the same problems 
that the Western Australian government is now facing. It is doing what is right—that is, protecting the people of 
NSW. Minister, this is not a game. This motion is asking the Minister for Fisheries to do his job, not play factional 
politics, and to protect Western Australian lives. The minister should be protecting Western Australians but he is 
playing factional politics and not doing what it was elected to do—that is, to represent people in not only his 
electorate but also, as the Minister for Fisheries, to do his job to protect Western Australians. 

The New South Wales minister, Mr Blair, said that since NSW has been using drum lines — 

… he was “sleeping a hell of a lot better at night” since NSW responded to a spate of shark attacks by 
implementing a trial of the technology. 

How can our minister sleep at night, not knowing what will happen, especially when an offer has been made by 
New South Wales to try to protect Western Australian lives? Sharks are having an effect not only on tourism. The 
Minister for Tourism is like an ostrich: he has his head in the sand. He is like a grub that buries its head in the 
sand. It is the same thing. I think we have a bunch of grubs on that side who like to bury their heads in the sand 
and do not deal with the situation facing them. They are more concerned about money. I would like to see the 
evidence that shows drum lines will cost $75 million when Mr Kelly claimed that deploying drum lines in 
WA would cost up to $75 million a year but Mr Blair said NSW was sending a “fraction” of that amount. 
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Why is the government putting money before the lives of Western Australians? I cannot believe it. A government 
minister is just talking about money, money, money. How about he talks about lives? How about we talk about 
the money that tourism and businesses in general are losing because of the inaction of this government? The 
government has its head in the sand like an ostrich or just a grub. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): I get that yesterday there was an incident in which that was an 
acceptable term in this house. Can I caution you that it is reflected upon yourself when you use such terms. You 
may want to think about that when you use that word. It makes me feel uncomfortable as Acting Speaker sitting 
in this chair, but I give you that caution. I get your argument, but you may want to be judicious about your 
language. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I ask the minister to table his advice on why it will cost $75 million and how it is going to 
cost $10 000 a day. Even if it did, how can he put a price on a human life? That is the real question here. How do 
we put a price on not doing something for our regional communities that are facing having to cancel events? Sharks 
are even having an effect in Perth electorates. The Rottnest Channel Swim and many other swimming events off 
the metropolitan coast are being affected by this issue. How do you put a price on that? Members opposite should 
stop burying their heads in the sand. 

Even a federal minister said, “Come over to Canberra. Talk to me. Let’s find a solution.” Has the minister gone to 
Canberra? Has the minister met with the federal minister? Yet again the minister puts his head in the sand and 
spends hundreds of thousands of dollars to go on overseas trips to attract tourists to WA who will not swim in our 
waters because of this problem. I just do not get it. Perhaps he just likes to take first-class flights over there or he 
likes to recline his feet in business class. This is an opportunity for the minister to do what is right. The community 
is asking the government to do something. Do not sit there and smirk. Do not say that it costs too much. It costs 
too much for the minister to fly to Japan or China to sell Western Australian tourism, which will suffer because of 
the inaction of this government. 

The West Australian probably got it right about the Minister for Fisheries—the “Great White Dope”. The 
Minister for Fisheries has been inactive. He is clearly incompetent in his portfolio. He probably should be removed. 
Give it to someone else who does not want to play factional games in the Labor Party and actually wants to 
represent Western Australia as a minister. What an honour and privilege! Do not put money before people’s lives. 
That is what this house and Western Australians are saying. Hundreds of people marched to Parliament House the 
other day and said they wanted lives put before the money. It is not an excuse. This is the minister burying his 
head in the sand like a grub. The West Australian got it right; the minister is a “Great White Dope”. The minister 
should give up the portfolio to perhaps the member for Armadale because I think he will probably do a better job. 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean — Minister for Fisheries) [12.01 pm]: I stand to speak against this amendment. 
I allowed a couple of opposition speakers before I jumped up. It is notable that the shadow Minister for Fisheries 
did not get up to speak, but I will proceed anyway. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): Member for Churchlands. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I first comment about process. This is, I think, the second time this week the opposition has 
sought to move an amendment to the budget, which is unprecedented in this place. It is quite common for 
oppositions to move amendments to the Premier’s Statement, but effectively the opposition is trying to frustrate 
the passage of the budget bills. It has not been the practice in this place to try to frustrate supply. Under previous 
Liberal and National Party leadership it has not been the practice to frustrate the passage of the budget bills. I think 
it reflects rather poorly — 

Point of Order 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The agenda for the debate now is very clear. There is an amendment on the table and the 
minister is not even making a — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): The minister is addressing the issue in the manner that he sees fit. 
There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I think it reflects rather badly on the current leadership of the Liberal and National Parties 
that they have used this tactic to deal with an issue like this. To frustrate supply is a big issue. The member for 
Warren–Blackwood should know that, having sat in leadership positions in this place. It does not reflect well even 
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on some of the newer members who possibly do not know better, but frustrating supply is not done in this place. 
I ask members to reflect on that. 

I will say a few things on the issue of the amendment. I am greatly disappointed that the opposition has attempted 
to make political mileage out of this issue. When I was shadow spokesperson for Fisheries during the last four 
years of the Barnett government — 

Mr V.A. Catania: You asked two questions. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I thought this was a serious issue. We are talking about fatalities in Western Australia. When 
I was shadow spokesperson for Fisheries, as the Barnett government clocked up fatality after fatality, I never once 
came out and said it was the government’s fault because of its inaction—never once. When there were two shark 
fatalities in six days, did I come out and say it was the government’s fault? I did not, for two reasons: I did not 
want to be insensitive to the families. The one thing that all the families agree on is that they do not want this issue 
to be used as a political football. So I did not come out — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Churchlands! Member for Warren–Blackwood! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I did not come out and say it was the government’s fault, because that would have been grossly 
insensitive to the families 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Secondly, I did not come out and blame the government because I know what a vexed issue 
this is, and I did not want to be seen as an ambulance chaser. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I did not want to be seen to be trying to make political points out of the misery of others. 

In opposition we supported everything the previous government did, with one exception. We supported more aerial 
patrols and the Clever Buoy trial. We supported every bit of new technology. Even though there was no scientific 
evidence that it would make a difference, we gave the previous government the benefit of the doubt. The only 
thing we disagreed on was the shark cull. That was not a case of criticising the government for inaction; we were 
criticising something it did. I slept well in my bed in opposition knowing that I was not, on the basis of tragedies 
in Western Australia, attempting to make cheap political mileage. 

We came to government in March 2017. There was a fatal shark attack in Esperance—Laeticia Brouwer lost her 
life—and almost immediately the Leader of the Opposition and various opposition members said it was the new 
government’s fault. 
Ms L. Mettam: No. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: You go back and have a look, member for Busselton or whatever your name is—Vasse. You 
go back and have a look at the record. You were out there giving press conferences in the shadow of her death! 
Several members interjected. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: You were attempting to make cheap political mileage out of the — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Members for Vasse and Churchlands, you are on thin ice. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: We had been in government for about only six weeks. We had not announced any changes to 
the shark mitigation policy — 
Mr V.A. Catania: And still nothing 14 months later! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: — and, miraculously, we were to blame for that first death in Esperance. 
Ms L. Mettam: Absolutely. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: What a shameful position for the opposition to take. They were out again when there were 
the two incidents the other week in Margaret River. After the first shark attack occurred and no-one knew the 
state of the victim—what his injuries were; he was airlifted from Margaret River to Royal Perth Hospital—the 
Leader of the Opposition was out there saying it was the government’s fault. Even before we knew whether that 
person was going to live or die, the Leader of the Opposition was out there saying it was our fault. That afternoon 
when the second surfer was attacked, within 90 minutes the Leader of the Opposition tweeted that it was a question 
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of leadership for the McGowan government. He knew none of the details of what had happened, but the Leader of 
the Opposition was out there saying it was our fault. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Churchlands, I call you for the first time. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: We now know that that surfer was swimming at a beach that had been closed all day because 
of a whale carcass. He and his mates went into the water regardless of the beach being closed. Fisheries officers 
who were patrolling the area went to that group of surfers, told them the beach was closed and said they had better 
get out of the water. Virtually all of them did, but one surfer remained. He was then approached again after the 
Fisheries officers actually saw a shark at that location. They said, “We’ve just seen a shark; you need to get out.” 
He did not. Within minutes he was attacked. Now, the beach was closed, he was advised by a Fisheries officer to 
get out because they had just seen a shark, and he ignored that warning. I am very pleased that Mr Longrass—
I think was the name he gave—is well and recovered. Was that attack the government’s fault or the fault of a surfer 
who made some very bad decisions on the day? 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I am disappointed that the opposition is so desperate for an issue that it is willing to turn this 
issue into something it can score cheap political points on. In this job and in opposition I have spoken to a range 
of families of victims, and they all want the political bickering to stop and people to work together to improve the 
situation. The group that organised the rally last week did not contact me prior to that rally. We reached out to the 
rally organisers and said, “You’re coming up. Why don’t you meet on the day and we can discuss your issues?” 
The rally organisers told me they were too busy on the day to meet with me. 
Ms L. Mettam: Half an hour before. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Do not misrepresent this, member for Vasse! We contacted the organisers the week before the 
rally and said, “You’re coming up. Your rally’s at 11 o’clock. I’m available. Meet with me at 10.30. You’ll all be 
there. Meet with us.” They came back and said they were too busy that day to meet. We asked them when they 
could meet us, and they said they could meet some time in June. You have to question some of the rally organisers. 
I know there were people at that rally who were genuine about wanting to deal with this issue, but I was 
disappointed that the organisers, who had come all the way to Parliament, could not find time to meet with the 
minister. It does not help when members of the opposition completely misrepresent the situation. I will talk about 
some of the things the member for Vasse said at the rally. When talking about SMART drum lines, she stood up 
and said, “We can’t ignore the measures that have protected our loved ones at beaches in New South Wales without 
fatality since 1951.” She got a cheer from the crowd for that. That is a complete fabrication. In the last five years 
in New South Wales, there have been five fatalities alone. 
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: They are all trying to qualify the statement. I am reading what the member for Vasse said at 
that rally. She said they had been able to protect the beaches in New South Wales from fatality since 1951. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: It was at protected beaches. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: That is not what she said! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, member for Vasse and member for Dawesville, you 
are all called to order. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Amongst other things, she described us as a government whose only shark mitigation strategy 
is to subsidise a single commercial device. She did not mention that we had extended the shark monitoring network 
to Esperance at the request of the community—a protection not afforded the Esperance community by the previous 
government. We have found almost $8 million to continue to fund Surf Life Saving WA. That money was not in 
the budget the previous government took to the election. We have made funds available for a new shark enclosure 
at Falcon. 

Ms L. Mettam: It’s not in yet. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: It is not in yet because the council cannot agree about where it should go, but we have made 
that money available. We have extended aerial patrols in the south west. The patrols will be conducted for seven 
weeks longer than ever before under the previous government. We have done a range of things. When the member 
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for Vasse stood up and spoke to the crowd at that rally, did she say, “The government is doing all these additional 
things—things that we never did—but we want them to do more”? Did she say that? No. She said that this was 
a government “whose only shark mitigation strategy was to subsidise a single commercial device”. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, you are called for the second time. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: It does not help victims to get up in public and completely misrepresent the position. I actually 
spoke to one of the families of victims after that rally. I will not say who it was because I do not have their 
permission to do so, but they were very disappointed in that rally. They had come to Parliament House hoping to 
progress this issue. They were very disappointed that the leaders of the rally were not interested in having a genuine 
dialogue with the government. That was one of the families of victims who attended. The member for Vasse and 
the member for Riverton should think about that. 

The member for Vasse has mentioned that we are subsidising one commercial device. We are subsidising that 
device because it has been university tested to show that it works in repelling sharks. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, you are on two. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: The previous government spent a considerable amount of money getting the University of 
Western Australia to test a bunch of devices to see whether any of them worked. One of those devices was shown 
to be very effective at repelling sharks. That was the finding of the research the Liberal–National government 
conducted. But in government it did not do anything with that. I think that that is negligent. The member for 
Riverton is shaking his head in agreement. The previous government received advice that that deterrent is effective 
against great white sharks, but it did nothing with it. A number of shark deterrents are on the market. One of the 
reasons people do not buy them is that they do not know whether any of them work. The previous government had 
advice that one of them was extremely effective, but it did nothing with it. We said that in government we would 
promote that device and any other device that is shown to be effective, and that is what we have done. Since the 
introduction of that deterrent subsidy, over 1 700 Western Australians have purchased it. They are going into the 
ocean swimming around getting a level of protection they never had under the member for Vasse’s government. 
That is a world first. The member for Vasse mentioned the Senate inquiry. The Senate inquiry recommended that 
that subsidy be rolled out nationally. Members opposite are telling people not to buy those devices. On radio, the 
member for Vasse said that that device was like waving a toothpick at a great white shark. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I heard her say that because I was on the other end of the line. The University of Western Australia 
has advised that that advice is very effective at deterring great white sharks, but she said on radio that it was like 
waving a toothpick. That is an absolute disgrace! We are very hopeful that other devices ultimately will be found 
to be effective and we will add them to the subsidy scheme. However, we will not introduce subsidies for devices 
that have not been tested. 

There has supposedly been an offer from the New South Wales minister on those SMART drum lines devices. 
I read about it in The West Australian. If that minister in New South Wales was genuine about this, and was not 
just helping out his rather hapless conservative mates in this state, he would have picked up the phone and said, 
“Look; we can do this.” I have not heard from him. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I read in what is best described as the tabloid press in Western Australia that a so-called offer 
has been made. The New South Wales government committed almost $10 million to a trial of SMART drum lines. 
We would like to see the results of that trial. If they were found to be effective, we will be in a position to make 
a decision about whether they should be implemented in Western Australia. What we have said is that we do not 
want to be seen to be doing something to get this issue off our plate, which is where the previous government got 
into trouble. We want to do things that actually make our beaches safer, which is why we are relying on the science. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood and the member for wherever can stand up and call me whatever names they 
like, but we will do what the science tells us is effective. That is what people in the street tell me they want to happen. 
They do not want us to waste taxpayers’ money just so I can say I am doing something and The West Australian will 
get off my back. I want to do things that actually make a difference. If the minister for fisheries in New South Wales 
wants to talk to me about it, I am happy to talk to him. What we heard this morning from members opposite is more 
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of the same. They are so bereft of issues that they see the death of 15 Western Australians as an opportunity to try to 
score cheap political points.  
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected.  
Mr D.J. KELLY: Eleven of those fatalities occurred on your watch, Leader of the Opposition. Do not come in 
here and try to blame it on us. Show some compassion for the families and treat this issue with the respect it 
deserves!  
MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [12.21 pm]: I rise to speak in support of the amendment put by my good 
friend the member for Dawesville. After hearing the contribution of the Minister for Fisheries a moment ago, 
I have to put on record that I think the headline writers at The West Australian got it slightly wrong with the 
headline “Great White Dope”. What they should have put instead, based on the minister’s contribution today, is 
“Great White Flag”. What this minister and the government have done is to wave the flag of surrender when it 
comes to protecting Western Australians.  
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Hello! The usually docile backbench has woken up. It is good to see them here!  
We have a problem in this state. This problem has already taken lives, threatens more lives, and threatens to destroy 
our tourist reputation and the businesses that rely on tourism in this state. The problem is not confined to the south 
west or the metropolitan area; it is across the whole of Western Australia, from the north right down to the south 
west and across to the south east in Esperance, and everywhere in between. It is a problem that goes beyond the 
borders of this state. If members talk to anyone interstate, their first reaction when they find out you are from Perth, 
Western Australia is, “Oh, you have a shark problem over there!” If members talk to anyone from overseas, if they 
have heard of Western Australia—unfortunately many people have not; we need a tourism minister who can 
actually promote Western Australia to the world—their instant reaction will be, “Oh, wow, you have a real shark 
problem over there. How many people have been taken this week?” That is asked jokingly sometimes, but 
sometimes very sharply. When that reputation has gone across the nation and the world, what do members think 
it does for tourism? Does it encourage people to come here to enjoy our beaches and our ocean lifestyle, or does 
it discourage them? I do not need to go too far to find out the impact it is having. I can talk to the people who run 
ocean-based businesses in my electorate—dive schools; dive shops; charter boat operators, who take people who 
want to go on diving expeditions or to snorkel or swim in a slightly quieter part of the ocean; surf training schools; 
and surf shops. They all say that the shark issue has had a massive negative effect on their business. These 
businesses are struggling.  
It is not just tourists but also locals who are being deterred from swimming in, engaging with or interacting with 
our ocean because of the fear of a shark attack. It is a real fear, based on recent evidence. Parents are discouraging 
their children from taking up surf lessons. People are discouraging their partners from going diving. Of course, the 
bad press that was generated with the Margaret River Pro has sent a strong and unequivocal message 
internationally that this is a dangerous place to come to.  
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Every other member has the right to contribute to this debate.  
The minister stood up and said, “You did nothing; we did a lot.” Here we go again. As a minister of the Crown, 
he should be putting Western Australia and Western Australians first, and not petty politics. If the minister thinks 
that Western Australians are not deterred from ocean-based and beach-based activities because of the shark 
problem, I invite him up to my electorate during the summer months. I invite him to come and see the crowds at 
the glorious and wonderful Sorrento Beach, which has a safe swimming barrier installed from the groyne that is 
basically part of the breakwater for the Hillarys marina across to the first groyne at Sorrento Beach. It is only one 
facility of a few across the state, but it is extraordinarily popular. The other beaches up and down that stretch of 
coastline along our beautiful sunset coast are empty, yet at Sorrento, people are comfortable because of the safe 
swimming enclosure.  

Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach!  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach! 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: They might not be locals. No-one has been taken in those waters recently, but that 
safe swimming beach with its plastic protective barrier means that parents and families feel comfortable. However, 
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it is causing enormous stress to the infrastructure in that area—first and foremost, the great Sorrento Surf Life 
Saving Club. That club does great work, but when the beach is jam-packed full, it is much harder for it; it stretches 
its resources. There are also impacts on car parking and the road network in the local area. Because so many people 
park at the adjacent Hillarys marina, the car parking spots that are there for businesses of the marina to have foot 
traffic coming through the boat harbour and marina complex are instead being taken up by people who want to 
swim at a safe beach. I know the minister said that he is rolling out some more of these safe beach enclosures and 
that is a good thing.  

The minister has also funded some devices that will go to a few thousand people who are regular users of the 
ocean, but imagine the reaction from an interstate or overseas tourist who wants to come here and maybe wants to 
do some snorkelling, diving or surfing in our waters. They will pay their airfare, pay for hotel accommodation, 
bring their gear and be told that for the couple of days they are here, they should buy a $700 device. There is 
a good question without notice to the Minister for Tourism about whether he thinks that is a good idea. I do not 
know whether the subsidy the government has introduced will go to people who do not live in Western Australia. 
I think it would be a misuse of taxpayer funds if it did go to them, so they will have to pay $700 for a device for 
a couple of days. That adds to the cost of coming here.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Or they could rent one like they rent their dive gear. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister!  

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Oh, yes! So tourists should either go and surf somewhere else where they do not have 
to rent a device or come to Western Australia where, on top of all the other costs, they need to rent this device, and 
then they need to hope to goodness that the device is well charged, operates well and they will not get taken. It is 
a terrible message to send. It is a terrible message that this government is sending. It is sending a message of 
surrender. And whilst it is out there surrendering our national and international reputation as a safe and wonderful 
place for tourists to come to, the government is sent a lifeline by the New South Wales government; an offer to 
trial five SMART drum lines to see whether they work in these conditions. I would have thought a reasonable 
minister would want to take up that offer. I do not even want to get into the debate of how expensive it is to monitor 
them, because we have figures from $1 million to $75 million.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: There is no point in having a blame game. The fact is, how much does the minister 
value a human life, a dozen human lives or 15 human lives?  

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister!  
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: This government thinks it is the font of all knowledge. If someone gives government 
members an opportunity to access technology that they have not considered or they have dismissed, they just 
automatically dismiss it and say, “Nothing to see here. Steady on; we will keep going our course.” It may well be 
that the SMART drum lines do not work in Western Australian waters for a number of reasons, and no-one is 
asking the minister to go out and buy thousands of these at a massive cost to the Western Australian taxpayer. We 
are asking the minister to accept the generous offer from the New South Wales government to access its SMART 
drum lines. I do not know whether the New South Wales government will remove them from its beaches, has some 
in a warehouse or only puts them out at various times of the year so that they are available for other times of the 
year, but it is a genuine and generous offer. Accept it; work through the problems. The minister needs to pick up 
the phone and not wait for a minister to ring; he is a minister too who has the capacity to pick up the phone and 
ring him. But he is way too precious, sitting up there in his ivory tower at Dumas House waiting for the phone call. 
Be proactive rather than reactive. Stop waving the flag of surrender. Get on with it, look at it and use it as one of 
the tools at our disposal. No-one on this side is saying, “This is the magic solution or the only solution.” It is part 
of a solution that will help protect Western Australians and others who use our oceans on a regular or infrequent 
basis. It will help to rescue and recover our national and international reputation when it comes to the dangers 
presented of jumping into Western Australian waters. It will help those businesses in my electorate, and in 
everyone else’s electorate, which are struggling and rely on tourist trade and on-selling ocean-based services such 
as surf shops and schools, diving shops and charter boat operators. The message is out, nationally and 
internationally: Western Australian waters are too dangerous to swim in. We know that that is not the right message 
but that is the message that is out there. Utilising every measure at our disposal, including accepting this offer from 
the New South Wales government of its SMART drum lines, is in the best interests of all Western Australians. 
I implore the minister to take up this generous offer.  
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MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [12.33 pm]: I rise to make a contribution on this excellent reasoned amendment that the 
Minister for Fisheries accepts the offer from New South Wales to supply five free SMART drum lines. I support 
this amendment because I believe it would be a positive step to improve both public safety and confidence. My 
electorate of Moore has a considerable coastline of several hundred kilometres, and once upon a time I used to be 
president of the Shire of Dandaragan that itself has well over a hundred kilometres of coastline. Unfortunately, 
I was shire president when a young surfer was taken by a great white shark and the shire and staff were involved 
in the closure of beaches and some of the associated support. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: What year was that?   
Mr R.S. LOVE: That was in 2012. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: During the last government. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I am not interested in talking about which governments did this and that. I am telling the minister 
why this is an important measure for public safety. 
Following that attack, when the shark took that young fellow—whose name I know but will not raise here—and 
as reported the day after in The West Australian, the fisheries department was granted permission to search and 
destroy the animal that was believed to have — 
Mr P. Papalia: Do you know how stupid that term is? 
Mr R.S. LOVE: That is what I am reading directly from the news article. A search-and-destroy mission was 
approved. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Tourism, the member has indicated he does not want an interjection.  
Mr R.S. LOVE: It went on to state that a fisheries spokesperson, again I will not read out the name, said — 

…a boat was grid-searching the area with orders to capture and kill the fish 
… 
However, … admitted the likelihood of capturing the shark, which was last sighted swimming out into 
deeper water, was slim. 

Mr P. Papalia: This is moronic.  
Mr R.S. LOVE: I am not disagreeing and I think the fisheries person was saying as such, that there was little hope 
of capturing the shark. Consequently, no white shark was caught in that operation and, to my knowledge at least, 
no shark that fitted that description was caught anyway. The report also outlines that in the days leading up to the 
attack, surfers said they had noticed a large white shark in the vicinity and had nicknamed it “Brutus” due to its 
large size. The report continues to say it was believed to be about five metres long. It is possible, to my mind, that 
the ability to have deployed a system like a SMART  drum line—I am not saying in that instance at that particular 
beach something would happen straight away, but when a shark takes up residence in an area that is a popular 
recreational activity spot — 
Mr D.J. Kelly: They do not take up residence, member.  
Mr R.S. LOVE: It had been hanging around the spot for four or five days at least. I believe that sharks have been 
reported in other areas that do hang around for some time. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Listen to the science. They do not take up residence.  
Mr R.S. LOVE: If I could just continue without interruption. It would seem to me that the deployment of a SMART 
drum line — 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Mr Acting Speaker. 

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The Minister for Fisheries is not allowing the member for Moore to say what he wants to 
say without being rudely interjected upon every two seconds. I ask to draw your attention to the minister and to 
tell the minister to be quiet.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): There is no point of order, but certainly the member has indicated 
he does not want interjections.  

Debate Resumed 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you, Acting Speaker. It is possible that the ability to deploy a SMART drum line system 
in some circumstances in which a shark is seen as being a threat, and offered recently by the New South Wales 
government, may be a way to prevent attacks of that nature in the future. As a way of improving public safety and 
confidence, it is my view that a SMART drum system would certainly be a good thing. I ask that the minister 
considers to act to address that offer from New South Wales in a positive way and put a little pride to one side and 
accept the offer of a helping hand. The minister should not worry too much about his personal feelings and about 
what happened at rallies and when someone spoke to him. It is not about him.  

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: This is about public safety and confidence in a very important issue and I implore the minister 
to look at this offer very seriously. I suggest it would be a very good way to improve the confidence of the 
Western Australian community in using our beaches and a very positive step in improving public safety. I do not 
know whether there are any other speakers who want to speak, but I will wind up on that point.  

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [12.39 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to the reasoned amendment and I hope 
it is a reasoned contribution and it will be nice if it is a reasoned debate. I really think it is time to put this 
technology to the test in Western Australia. The technology appears to be working in New South Wales. It is 
interesting to note that in the New South Wales Parliament, it is supported by both the Liberal Party and the 
Labor Party and, of all people, the Greens.  

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Please, minister, can you just allow me to make my contribution?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: The way you allowed me to?  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I did not say a word to you.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Your colleagues did. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Not me. If you want to give them a hard time, that is fine.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Sorry.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Leave me to make my points. The figure that was thrown around of it costing $75 million 
to trial SMART—Shark-Management-Alert-in-Real-Time—drum lines on our coast is almost certainly way out. 
They do not need to be trialled along the entire coast. It is interesting to compare the SMART drum lines with the 
drum lines we used here previously. One of the interesting differences, of course, is that the loss of sharks under 
the SMART drum line system is very, very low. The other useful side effect, if you like, is that a lot of data comes 
in, because when the sharks are taken away and released, they are tagged, so that data would help us to plan and 
to deal with them in the longer term. This is a generous offer from New South Wales. New South Wales uses 
independent contractors to monitor the lines. They do not ask fisheries people to do it.  

It is also interesting that when using the SMART drum lines in New South Wales, a much higher number of target 
sharks are caught. One of the problems with the old type of drum lines was that they were indiscriminate and 
a much lower number of target sharks were being caught. These things seem to be used in such a way that the 
target sharks are caught. Within half an hour of the shark — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister!  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Members opposite are great believers in freedom of speech, are they not? 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister for Tourism! 

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The two ministers, the Minister for Fisheries and the Minister for Tourism, keep interjecting 
and the member for Geraldton has clearly stated that he does not want to be interjected on. Can you please rule to 
tell the other side to be quiet.  
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): If you had just been listening, member for North West Central, 
I called them to order about a nanosecond before you got up, so there is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. Within half an hour of a shark being caught on the 
SMART drum line, the contractor gets a notification. The drum line is about 500 metres off the cost. The shark is 
then tagged and taken a further kilometre out and it is tracked. After that, they seem to go away for between 24 and 
48 hours. One of the interesting, almost juxtapositions, of New South Wales is that drum lines are needed and used 
mostly on the north coast. On the south coast of New South Wales, they have hardly been deployed because they 
do not seem to have a problem there. That is the exact opposite of what occurs in Western Australia. The problem 
in Western Australia seems to be on the south coast. On the midwest coast where I come from, touch wood, they 
do not yet seem to be much of a problem. With the conventional drum lines, half the number of sharks are lost, 
whereas with SMART drum lines, the losses seem to be around one per cent.  

I want to say that this is a fair and sporting offer. We would pay the operating costs. I think this technology will 
work and make a difference. The data will be useful. Within about six months, an interim report will be produced 
on the operations of the trial. I would like to see them in place before next summer. As I said, it is a fair offer. It 
seems to me to be absolutely crazy that we are rejecting it out of hand. I will just ask the minister: does he want 
simply a formal letter from the minister in New South Wales to consider this offer?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, I think an interjection is now invited.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Sorry; I thought I’d been asked not to interject.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I will repeat the question: does the minister want a formal letter from the New South Wales 
minister?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: The minister from New South Wales has not contacted the government.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I am asking if you want a formal letter.  

Mr D.J. Kelly: I am answering your question. 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Yes or no would do. 

Mr D.J. Kelly: The only details I have of the minister’s offer is what I have read in The West Australian.  

Mr V.A. Catania interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central!  

Mr D.J. Kelly: If the minister is genuine, he can contact my office and I would be more than happy to speak to him.  

Mr V.A. Catania interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, I call you to order.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Thank you. That is all I wanted to know. He will entertain an approach?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Absolutely.  

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Thank you, that is the answer we want. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park — Treasurer) [12.44 pm]: I want to deal with a couple of issues. I think the 
Minister for Fisheries has dealt with the substantive issue, which is more than legitimately raised in the Parliament, 
but certainly not in this process. I want to deal with two things. First, this whole idea of an offer. All those who 
spoke on it said, “It’s a genuine offer made by New South Wales; accept the helping hand that has been offered 
from New South Wales; accept the generous offer from the New South Wales government.” The shadow 
Minister for Fisheries said it was crazy that we were rejecting an offer out of hand. I do not know how things 
operated under the former government but the fisheries minister has not been contacted by the New South Wales 
minister for fisheries. What is his name?  

Mr D.J. Kelly: Niall Blair.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I must say that we have our political exchanges in this place but, generally, when we are elected 
to government, Labor and Liberal, across the various governments, we have a relationship of some professionalism. 
I find the performance of the New South Wales minister to be tawdry. If he is serious, he would have picked up 
the phone and called our fisheries minister. When I go to New South Wales, I call Dominic Perrottet, the 
Treasurer — 
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An opposition member: A good man.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: — and have a conversation with him and ask how about we catch up, and we do, as 
governments should operate. He is a good man, whoever interjected there. I am sure he would be disappointed in 
the performance of his cabinet colleague, who seems to have some view that the Council of Australian 
Governments operates through some way of front-page media commentary. The Liberal Party has sought to delay 
WA’s budget — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Sit down.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville!  

Mr B.S. WYATT: — on an offer that we have heard nothing about from the New South Wales government. 
Members opposite have sought to delay the rollout of other mitigation measures post–30 June 2018, and they have 
chosen to seek to delay payment of public servants and to seek to delay the operations of government on the basis 
of something that we have not heard of. They have asked that the second reading of the budget be delayed until 
after the Minister for Fisheries accepts the offer that has not been made—we have not heard anything from that 
government—from New South Wales to supply. Once we get an offer, we are supposed to then wait for the supply 
of these drum lines.  

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The Treasurer is not talking to the amendment. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: I am quoting from the motion.  

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The Treasurer is saying that it is not our job to question the budget but rather to sit here and 
pass whatever the government puts forward.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): Member! It is a point of order, so everyone should be quiet, but 
do not bother to get up again, member for North West Central. You have been here long enough to know that is 
not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am starting to understand why the member for North West Central has not been promoted 
terribly far.  

I will continue to quote from the proposed amendment to the motion. We wait for the drum lines that have not yet 
been offered officially, but, not just that, the budget should be delayed until the government “does more to address 
shark mitigation in response to the concerns of the public”. What I can gather from the member for Vasse’s 
contribution, that will be when Trivago updates commentary around Western Australia. That is what members 
opposite have sought to delay the budget for. I am surprised that the Liberal Party, the conservative party in this 
Parliament, would seek to do this. Not once in opposition did we seek to move motions to delay the budget—not 
once. I am surprised that the so-called conservatives would do this on the basis — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Listen; it is your motion. I am stunned at you. An old political hack like you should know 
better.  

The so-called conservatives would delay the budget based on an offer that has been made apparently through the 
front page of The West without even contacting the government. I do not know how things operated under the 
former government. The grown-ups are now in charge and we do not delay budgets on the basis of political 
commentary from a minister from another state. If members opposite ever make it back into government, I would 
be stunned if that is how they go about doing things.  

Division 

Amendment put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Ms M.M. Quirk) casting her vote with the noes, with 
the following result — 

Ayes (14) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr P. Katsambanis Mr J.E. McGrath Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Dr M.D. Nahan Ms L. Mettam (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr A. Krsticevic Mr D.C. Nalder  
Dr D.J. Honey Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman  
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Noes (35) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr F.M. Logan Mr S.J. Price Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mr D.T. Punch Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr M.J. Folkard Ms S.F. McGurk Mr J.R. Quigley Mr R.R. Whitby 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms M.M. Quirk Ms S.E. Winton 
Ms E. Hamilton Mr S.A. Millman Ms C.M. Rowe Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr T.J. Healy Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms A. Sanderson Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Mr M. Hughes Mr M.P. Murray Ms J.J. Shaw  

            

Pairs 

Mr S.K. L'Estrange Ms R. Saffioti 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr W.R. Marmion Dr A.D. Buti 
Mr K. O'Donnell Ms J. Farrer 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Second Reading Resumed 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3059.]  
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