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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 14 September on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Mental Health) — 
That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 534A–D (2021–22 
budget papers) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 9 September 2021. 

HON DR BRIAN WALKER (East Metropolitan) [2.13 pm]: I was pleased and a bit dismayed to receive 
three large volumes of the budget. It was the first time this had ever come across my desk, and fighting my way 
through it, I realised that an enormous amount of work had been done. From the very beginning, I have to say that 
I will not oppose the motion at all. I will support the motion, but not perhaps in the way that the government expects. 
I know it is surprising! The first thing the government has done here, and very properly so, is fulfil its election 
promises. This fact leads me to reflect on why people would oppose the budget because other election promises that 
other parties made are not reflected here, and that is right and proper. I have the same discussion with my wife, every 
week actually, about where our money should rightly be disposed of, and I am always wrong. Something that we 
have to acknowledge is the issue in housekeeping of spending less than you earn. I was very pleased to see this 
large budget of $5 billion and the spending around that. It is very sensible. The government is getting the bang for 
the buck. 
I first have to say thank you to the Premier for supporting giving adequate financial advice to those who are less 
fortunate and who are having struggles in their own personal budgets. Uniting WA is an organisation supported 
by COVID-relief funding. I visited Uniting WA and was very pleased and impressed to see how much it actually 
does for those of us who are struggling financially. Of course, when it comes to managing finances, it can always 
be better. This is one area in which I really want to look at how we might improve things in the future, because for 
the moment, I am happy to say that things are trundling along reasonably well, plus or minus. I will make some 
exceptions to that shortly. What I really want to say in this first, initial introduction is that we need to beware of 
the Premier of New South Wales and the Prime Minister in Canberra, because it is very evident that the attack on 
GST has now started. As our Premier pointed out, we are not the ATM of Australia, but the attack is still going to 
be inevitable. For years, they have required, requested, demanded that our dollar goes to support other states, and 
now, all of a sudden, New South Wales is suggesting that despite getting 94¢ in the dollar, it ought to get more of 
WA’s proportion of 70¢ or something like that in the dollar. There is no equity there at all. My parents are Scottish, 
and I have a tinge of a Scottish accent. It reminds me a little bit of the Scottish–English issues when the English 
say—they are exploiting Scotland, of course—“Scotland is too small, too weak, too stupid to be able to manage on 
its own.” This is patently untrue, of course, as is this east–west divide in Australia of the east needing our money 
so it can manage us better. Therefore, starting off with that, we need to actually look out for ourselves first, and this 
is where the budget is really focused: managing the Western Australian budget with Western Australian money. 
The budget is about the future. Although it may reflect the past, it starts by looking at the future by way of the 
future estimates. Where are the main issues and the 80–20 principle? Everyone is saying that there is not enough 
money, but where do we start to actually make real improvements? Managing the one major issue and then moving 
to the next after that—have we done that? We have done that to a degree, but I would put to members that there 
are areas in which we need a lot more input and which would give a lot more buck back. For example, if we look 
at homelessness in our state and the loss to the economy of those who are struggling to find a home, would it be 
financially sensible to provide everyone with a home and they could then start working and producing for the state? 
What about the people who are suffering from the abusers in society and domestic violence and similar things? If 
we were to support those people more appropriately, would they be able to supply more in the way of revenue to 
the government with the taxes that they would pay on their hard-earned dollars? Therefore, to a degree, it could be 
better—perhaps even a lot better. There will be more of that, I think, in the near future. 
On the issue of health, as a doctor, I look at the wellness and health aspects first of all. I was going to point out 
page 309 of budget paper No 2, volume 1, paragraphs 2 and 3, but that was dealt with last week in the estimates. 
The bottom line is that we have failed to plan for enough resources in the health service. We cannot say that this 
issue belongs to one side of government or the other. I spoke about this recently. We have a system that is not doing 
well and because most people in government have not worked on the front line, they cannot understand where the 
wastage happens. That is understandable. If you are dealing with things from afar and you are applying measures 
that you think ought to be appropriate but you do not understand what is actually happening at a granular level on 
the front line, then you are going to find that your choices may be less well informed. For example, I listened to 
a report on ABC news. By the way, President, I must say thank you for that vale to Russell Woolf. I was distressed 
to hear the news. I think I share the views of all here that we have lost a dear friend, and it hurts me personally. In the 
report today in the news, they were talking about the bypassing of women in labour to other hospitals—62 cases 
in 90 days. The president of the Australian Medical Association was speaking about this and said it represented 
a lack of resources. But I saw in the budget how many millions of dollars’ worth of resources are being put in 
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and how much more it is. Imagine my surprise when I found out that on closer examination, it actually represents 
$70 million less in real terms to the health department. 

I have a further point about the health service, and I have mentioned this before. There is bureaucratic bloat. In my 
time I have dealt with bureaucrats in the hospital services and have been universally unimpressed with their ability 
to manage health. They might be able to manage FTEs and budgets, but they are certainly not able to manage health. 
I listened last week to the CEOs of the various regional hospitals give their bland reassurances that all was well, 
but the morale in all of the areas has plummeted, so people offering the actual services are not feeling well, they are 
not doing well, they want to resign and they want to move away because their system is not appropriate to the needs 
of the patients they have sworn to look after. They have dedicated their lives to caring for people who come in 
under difficult circumstances—near death, wishing to die or with illnesses that need to be treated. If we are unable 
to fulfil our vocation of helping people to survive with quality of life, if that is forbidden to us because of the system, 
we feel personally affected, and morale, of course, will plummet. In fact, at one hospital I worked at I knew personally 
that every single nurse below the level of nurse manager wanted to resign her position because she felt undervalued, 
untrusted, not cared for and unsupported. 

I am very pleased to hear that no-one from the opposition supports this, because this is across the boundaries. It 
does not matter which government is in power; it is the same system. All governments, when they look at the budget, 
ought to ask the people who supply the service, not those who administer it, because they are devolved; they are 
separate. They do not understand what is going on. I put it to members that this is across the board; it is institutional 
and we can see the results with our own eyes. There is wastage in every area. That is our money being wasted. All 
the good effort in the budget is resulting in less bang for your buck. There are other workforce issues—demoralised, 
demotivated, deskilled health professionals. They are like that because of bureaucratic diktats. I mentioned a few 
weeks ago in this very chamber that all children under the age of two with a fever are required to be sent off by 
Royal Flying Doctor Service. Members can imagine that if someone is not allowed to get clinical experience in 
managing people, they will deskill. In fact, if I leave medicine for, say, one year, I am required to undergo a measure 
of retraining so that I keep my skills up to par. We are being demoralised, demotivated and deskilled because the 
bureaucratic bloat insists on protecting management backsides and keeping within the budget. People must be aware 
that it is not about health. We talk about the health system, but it is being run by people who do not appreciate health. 

Another area that impacts the workforce is the bullying that is rampant in the health service. There are many examples. 
People from many different levels attempted to bully me, and everyone I know who has worked in that system has 
at one stage been bullied. Of course, that will affect performance. It affects morale, and the bottom line to our budget 
is then impacted, is it not? We also have bottom-line thinking from people who have never served on the front line. 
If there are generals in charge in the military who have never held a weapon or stood in front of the enemy to defend 
themselves from attack, how are they prepared to understand what is going on at the front? They might have the 
theory from books, but they have no real-life experience. This is what we can expect. At some stage, every general 
would have been a second lieutenant and would have experience on the basic squad or platoon upwards and would 
understand what is going on. This does not happen in the health service, at least not much. I recall that in one area 
where I worked, clinical patient services were managed by a person who in a previous life was a speech therapist. 
She was a fine lady, but she had no understanding at all of the clinical implications of diagnoses, unless it involved 
speech. They are removed from the realities of medical care and, critically, they are not responsible when things 
go wrong. They simply point; they blame. There was an example in May when East Metropolitan Health Service 
blithely said that there was to be a $10 million budget cut in the hospitals; that is, it would remove that $10 million 
from the front line and it would not impact frontline services. That is utter idiocy—complete ignorance of the realities 
of frontline work. Staff who were demoralised and demotivated as a result of that were then left unmanaged. 
This, of course, results in increasing costs and decreasing returns, which, by a business definition, must mean that 
the health sector must fail. It is inevitable. It is inevitable that if the only solution is to pump more cash in to prop 
up a system, it will at some time fail. Looking at the budget, the question is: are we spending the money to the 
maximum effect or are we keeping the status quo until the point of no return comes and things happen? We must 
give thought to this.  

Not a word of criticism is meant here, by the way. This is simply the impact that we must be aware of. As professionals 
in the parliamentary system, we must take note and begin to put the right people in place to have the right thoughts 
to make a new direction available to us. This is not a simple thing. I have said before that I cannot do this; I am not 
qualified for that. As a matter of principle, preventive medicine trumps reactive medicine. For example, people could 
avoid having heart attacks if alternative diet suggestions are made to them when they are younger. Exercise might 
be used as well as proper medication to prevent these things happening in the first place. The cost of managing a heart 
attack is more than the cost of preventing it in the first place. We could then maybe address the food processing 
industry, which, I would put, is a major cause of much illness. If that is the case, the food processing industry is 
causing a deficit in the health budget. Could we not transform the food processing industry to work more efficiently 
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and more in the direction of giving us health, and to increase profits at the same time that it decreases the costs to 
the health budget? Again, I suggest that we give this some serious thought. 
What about the work environment? Members all know that I used to live and work in Germany. I was a GP there. 
I was fairly early into my career when someone came in and said they wanted to apply for Kuraufenthalt. I say it 
in German because there is no appropriate English word for it. “Kur” is a cure—taking of the waters in a specific 
bath. “Aufenthalt” means “stay”. Every couple of years, German citizens are allowed to leave work for four weeks 
and attend a spa for muscle recovery, mental health, asthma treatment and other aspects of health—four weeks! 
They come back rejuvenated and are able to continue working very effectively for their companies. It is not wasted 
money; it is an investment in the workforce. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Is that on top of annual leave? 
Hon Dr BRIAN WALKER: It is on top of that, yes. 
It is a wonderful idea. It came from Chancellor Bismarck in 1873, so Bismarck was not a baddie. That is wonderful. 
It is very ancient—or at least a couple of hundred years old—but it is something that really ought to be looked at. 
Can we look after the health of our workers better? Would it be more profitable? We might even ask whether 
a four-day working week would be useful. This is beyond the scope of the budget reply.  
What about looking at the chemicals in the environment? We talk about wellness in society and a sustainable 
environment. In this building just now, we are exposed to 4 000 chemicals that do not belong in our bodies, about 
which we know nothing, but we have become used to them because they are part of our lives. They are in the exhibits 
on the walls, the carpets and the things we are wearing. People who have multiple chemical sensitivities discover 
that they cannot tolerate this; it aggravates their asthma, skin problems or mental health issues, and it affects them 
greatly at work. What about a safe environment in which we are not exposed to toxic chemicals? I am thinking 
about our future and our children’s future. They are going to be producing the taxes that we will depend upon in the 
future. We need to give this thought, and I am sure that people on all sides do think about this. I am simply pointing 
out that there are more things that we could and should do, because it greatly affects our bottom line. I am pointing 
out that money is not the real solution. It is about changing the way that we think. There is a kind of fundamental 
law that making a change is not about working harder; it is about thinking differently. I put it again to the house that 
if we have a different approach to our budget, if we think differently about how we manage our population, ourselves 
and the budget, then we will have different outcomes. I put it to members that time and effort spent here will 
pay dividends. 
We could speak about mental health issues. I spoke earlier about how we could have a better return by treating 
issues before they become a major problem. I mentioned heart attacks; mental health is another case in point. We 
spend a tremendous amount of money and effort in managing the mental health of our population, but the causes 
of mental health—I am not talking about psychotic processes, but rather the general mental health issues that most 
of us are going to experience at one time in our lives—are actually psychosocial issues within our environment: 
the stresses we have at work or at home, the difficulties in managing on a lower income, the difficulties in managing 
job security and the pressures in maintaining relationships. Members can take it from me as a prescriber that 
the treatments that we have for these issues are not great. If someone comes to me with a mental health problem 
and I give them a simple antidepressant of whatever flavour, it will not actually do that much. There are some 
improvements once someone finds the right medication, but I am sure that members of the house who have taken 
these medications at some time will probably say, “Actually, it isn’t that great. It hasn’t fixed the problem.” No—
it is inefficient and expensive. What is more—we have talked about driving impairment—these medications 
can actually result in increased traffic accidents and accidents at work, so there is death and destruction as a result 
of this.  
Of course, there are novel alternatives, and I will bore members more with these successful alternatives. There is 
psilocybin—magic mushrooms—which has an immediate response on post-traumatic stress disorder, MDMA, and 
microdosed LSD. I am not talking about hallucinogenics of the hippie era; I am talking about the proper use of 
medication for mental health issues. These, combined with psychotherapy, give an astronomical improvement over 
conventional approaches. We could seriously cut these costs of failing to treat mental health illnesses if we just 
got our heads out of the sand and stopped criminalising plant-based medicine. 
I will move on. I could talk about agriculture. I have no time to enter that debate, but there are considerable concerns 
within the agricultural sector about the blockages to what people within that sector would like to do. People often 
complain to me about the bureaucratic red tape preventing things from happening. Let us move on to education, 
on which I can spend little time as well. The first word here, of course, is to stop wasting money and to cut bureaucratic 
red tape and get streamlined. I am sure that members have heard before of cutting bureaucratic red tape; it is 
a common problem. I am glossing over that, because I think that others are better qualified to speak about this. 
But, looking at the budget in the future, one of the areas that I saw reflected a little is innovation and our innovative 
ideas. Here, we need to be active. If we look at the budget as managing the status quo, keeping things the same, 
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adding or subtracting to the budget to fulfil election promises, we are going to get more of the same—a flavour here, 
a flavour there. We are not going to get any advance. The world is moving on. Western Australia must move on. 
Failing to be innovative and adaptive will consign us to the dustbin of history. Our budget bottom line can be spent 
as much as we like. We are not going to flourish because we are falling behind. 
Members know what I am going to say now. I am going to talk about hemp as a multibillion-dollar business. 
I will speak a little bit more about this later. The refusal to put aside the roadblocks stopping this innovative, 
multibillion-dollar business option results in less money for health, education and agriculture. We will become 
more dependent on our major source of export—iron ore—which means that we will be more dependent on foreign 
influences, and that means, following this kind of budget, that we will be less safe. 
A lot of work has been done. I particularly reference hemp. I give thanks to the minister, but I question: How much 
is the minister fighting the Yes, Minister culture of status quo? How much effort is spent trying to overcome the 
hurdles and blockages that are put in our path by well-meaning people for whom the status quo is important? 
This leads on to the next area I would like to mention, which is sustainability. I alluded to this earlier when I talked 
about innovation. In particular, I will talk about sustainability with iron ore and the Chinese relationship, but before 
I go on to that, I was distressed earlier to hear mention made of the difficulty in getting crops off the paddocks 
because we do not have access to backpackers because of the blockage due to COVID. I made the point, and I will 
repeat it now, that if we are dependent on foreigners coming into our country to help us feed ourselves, we are not 
self-sustaining. North Korea is doing better than we are when it comes to self-sustainability, allegorically. This puts 
us at risk. When things happen, we are dependent on other countries, and that means that we are not an independent 
sovereign country. This bothers me. By definition, we are then vulnerable and at the mercy of outside forces, whether 
from Asia, Canberra, or, indeed, the United States. I think that developing this is a matter of priority. This should 
be a major focus in our budget. 
The article by Hon Penny Wong in The West Australian of Wednesday, 6 October, said that we must look to our 
national interest. She said, and I quite agree with this, that we must take the politics out of our international interests. 
It is not about politics; it is about relationships. Here, we must focus on Western Australia first. I do not want to echo 
the words of Trump—“America first”—but we need to put the priorities of Western Australia first and foremost, 
because it is our state. We live here. We depend on ourselves. When it comes to international relations, Canberra is 
looking towards the Pacific and America, whereas here, we are a part of Asia, are we not? We are in the same time 
zone as Jakarta, Kuala Lumpur and Beijing. Our holidays to Bali are cheaper than our holidays to Broome. Our 
exports go to Asia and our imports come from Asia. Business relations are developed within Asia. We are an Asian 
nation, but not according to Canberra. Members might say that international relations is a federal issue, but it impacts 
on our bottom line in Western Australia, because the decisions taken in Canberra affect us here. Our major trading 
partners are in Asia; they are our immediate neighbours. We need them. It is not in our best interests to put them 
off-side. We all know what happened recently. The loss of our barley exports, for example, was not due to the fact 
that the barley crop failed or that there was an enemy within China who said that they would not take it anymore—
no. As a puppet of America, provoking the bear to get a response resulted in billions of dollars lost. Really, any 
sensible China-aware person would have known that that would happen. 
It might have been a politically astute move to make friends with America, but I put it to members that America is 
not our friend. I would be very wary of that nation. Trump and his allies remain strong. If we had 70 million of those 
Americans applying for Australian citizenship, they would fail on character grounds: racist, xenophobic, intolerant 
of other religions and races, aggressive and violent. They would not be allowed into Australia; not as residents or 
citizens. We all know what would happen if things turned a bit sticky and Australia was not working in US interests: 
it would leave us in a heartbeat. Look at its allies in Afghanistan—how they were left in a heartbeat. Would that 
happen to us? Damn right, it would. It is not our friend. 
I have American friends—they are very friendly people—but as a nation, we do not have friends. In fact, we do 
not have enemies. There are states, and it is our duty to have a relationship with them. The US is a flawed superpower, 
and it is not the only choice. It is not even the best choice. It is a failing empire, and if we align ourselves with a failing 
empire, we are going to go down with it. Our bottom line will not help us one bit if we go down with a failing empire. 
That relationship puts us in danger—financial danger and social danger—and makes us a pariah in the region. 
We are looked upon as a world polluter. Yes, there are only 25 million of us, but proportionately, in terms of pollution, 
we are dirty. I heard Boris Johnson on the radio this morning saying that we are a major exporter of coal, as though 
that were a measure of praise. It is actually a matter of shame. Until recently we had no carbon plan, and even 
when one was eventually produced under duress, it was a very grudging carbon plan for 2050, even though 2030 may 
be too late. 
This is not working with the world; it is not building relationships. It is aligning us with the US, whose main interest 
is, of course, the US, not Australia. Look, for example, at the submarine deal. First of all, the federal government 
seriously upset a major power in Europe, the French, and that irritation and anger continues today. It also reflects 
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on how well we interact with Europe. How well will our businesses go with Europe if we are to be seen as an 
unreliable partner? Do we actually care? “Oh, no,” the current government says, “we’re going to align ourselves 
with America; it’s our saviour.” It is not. Then there was the $200 billion expense of the submarine deal. Today 
I read an ABC online news article titled “American-dominated panel advising government on submarines as Defence 
eyes US and UK choices for nuclear fleet”. We are not even allowed to know how much we are paying them; it is 
a secret. That money comes out of Australia and makes us poorer, and therefore makes WA poorer. 
We need to see the US, in the context of Asia, as not being a so-called friend forever—nor, indeed, as a sole solution; 
it is not. I personally think that stationing a lot of American troops in the north of the country does nothing but 
make us a target. It offers the US the chance of another market in which it can sell its expensive machines, but it does 
not help Australia. Call me a rebel if you will, but Canberra is not looking out for WA first. The fact is that business 
in Western Australia is dependent upon Asia, but the eastern states seem to have priority. 
I will again here reference the “Prime Minister of New South Wales”—I am, of course, being facetious—who seems 
to have made a decision that will affect all of Australia. Our Prime Minister is sitting back, primarily interested in 
New South Wales. We do not have power in Canberra that is looking out for us. We need to do it for ourselves, 
and our budget needs to reflect that. The costs accrue to us, and the profits go to Canberra, especially if it puts the 
USA’s interests above our interests. 
It could be said that China leads the way. The Belt and Road Initiative is well known to us all, and I refer to 
Senator Penny Wong, who said that there is no scenario in which China does not matter. We must engage with 
China—not as an enemy, not as a friend, but as a nation. We in WA need to lead in that regard, because Canberra 
is not leading. It is failing us in WA. We need to encourage inward investment from Asia, from China in particular, 
but also from Indonesia and India—the major states in Asia. Western Australia needs to develop more focused 
diplomatic efforts into Asia; not from Canberra, but from Western Australia, because it is with us that Asia will have 
a relationship. Later, once Canberra comes to its senses, we can maybe think about expanding that into Canberra, 
but for now it needs to be WA leading the way. 
Indonesia is our nearest neighbour, and even Indonesia is backing away from Australia as we fail to be the leader 
that we could and should be. We need to lead Canberra to accept that direction, and if it does not, we should 
lead on our own; but I do hope it follows us, because that will benefit us, financially and socially. It will open 
us up for better financial rewards—inward investment and outward exports—and also for innovative approaches 
and new areas of production such as, for example, the hemp industry. Take away our areas of concern about 
certain parts of hemp, open the plant up to general use, and a multibillion dollar industry could balance our iron 
ore industry and make us less dependent on exports of iron ore. That is a wonderful example of what we could 
do with a variety of products. I was speaking this morning to people who would be happy to help us develop 
that. I am talking here about people in the Middle East and Europe who would be very keen to see us develop that 
industry, because WA is one of the best places in the world, not only to live, but also for agriculture. Our air and 
water is remarkable. 
What would happen then? As I see it, it would reduce the issues we have around Canberra currently beating the 
drum of war. If there is one thing guaranteed to gain more votes for a failing Prime Minister, it is to unite us by 
putting a false threat in front of us to combat. It is all well and good to do that to win votes, but if that path succeeds, 
it will cost us money and possibly lives. I do not want to see a single Western Australian life wasted on someone’s 
election bid. I do not want to see a single Western Australian dollar wasted on someone’s false alliance with a nation 
that means us no good but sees us as a pawn in its approach to the world. We are better than that; we must be better 
than that. Pursuing innovative industries will give us a larger bottom line and more ability to manage our own affairs, 
and allow us to be a more sustainable and an independent leader in Asia. 
To summarise, I will say that this budget is appropriate, even though improvements could be made. My wife would 
be the first to say that my suggestions are wrong, but I will leave that to the parliamentary body! In particular, as 
I have mentioned, the Department of Health is failing, and that must be addressed. Chucking more money at a failing 
health department is no solution, and that applies to both sides of politics. I ask, I beg, I plead for people to begin 
to think cooperatively, innovatively and independently about how we might improve the health service. The health, 
wellness and lives of the people of WA, whom we have sworn to serve, depend upon it. What is currently happening 
is putting us all at risk. It is missing the point to simply say that ambulance ramping is bad or that there are not 
enough resources. Yes, we have these problems here, but it is not with the actual health service, but in the way it is 
organised. The thinking has to be changed. We are clever enough; we can do it now. But if we do not, change will 
be forced upon us, and I would far rather that we did it in our time, of our own volition and under our own control, 
rather than having circumstances dictate the urgency of fixing the health system. 
I mentioned how our bottom line is being affected by Canberra, and this matters, because we in WA are neglected; 
we all know that. There is a hidden desire in Canberra to take our GST from us, because it is not managing its own 
budget well enough. It does not have our resources and it is jealous, but we are not the ATM of the eastern states. 
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We must focus on becoming self-sustaining—not being self-sustaining but becoming self-sustaining—because 
currently we are not and that puts us at risk. We must focus on developing relationships within Asia, most especially 
with China, but with every Asian nation. People in Asia are our neighbours and they can be our potential allies. We 
work with them and live with them. We need them and they need us. We in WA must take action in the face of 
Prime Minister—I was going to say the Premier of Australia—Morrison, who fails to have the best interests of WA 
at heart. I do not blame him; he is not from here, but we are, so we need to stand up, take action and lead the way. 
In summary, I support the budget. I welcome what has happened. Thank you. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Colin de Grussa. 
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