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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 11 August on the following motion moved by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 2877A–E 
(2015–16 budget papers) laid upon the table of the house Thursday, 14 May 2015. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [5.08 pm]: As I was saying yesterday, on the weekend I saw 
a tweet from one of the members of the National Party that did nothing but belittle himself. He made the 
outrageous and ridiculous claim that WA Labor had spent only $20 million in regional WA, whereas the 
National Party had spent $6 billion. I was also trying to make the point that when we look at that same period, 
state debt in the general government sector has gone up by $18 billion and yet we are still seeing faster growth in 
the metropolitan area. Why is that? It is because that $6 billion was not spent on the things that would actually 
grow regional Western Australia to provide an economic future for Western Australia. Much of that money was 
wasted on projects that would have been self-funded by those communities if the government had spent it and 
got the economy going. 

Because of the incompetence and mismanagement of the current government, no expansion has occurred at 
Esperance port over the past six years. It has reached its capacity. The opportunity to develop more mines in the 
Yilgarn that are serviced by Esperance port was stifled because this government could not get its act together. 
A little of that money might have got that economy going, which would have made the Esperance economy 
thrive. There are hundreds of other examples of economic opportunities for the state government to wisely invest 
the money to grow the WA economy but it did not happen. That is why we see this situation. 

The final thing I will say today is that if the National Party is really serious about the concerns about the current 
electoral boundaries, firstly, it should be attacking its Liberal mates who put in a very tricky submission to 
achieve the exact same outcome that the Electoral Commission highlighted in its documents. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.10 pm]: I rise to note the tabled papers. Prior to the winter 
recess, we had the budget estimates hearings. These hearings are a key process in ensuring that our government’s 
actions and dealings are accountable and transparent. Each year government ministers and senior public servants 
are present at the annual budget estimates hearings to answer questions about the expenditure, performance and 
effectiveness of their departments. An interesting exercise is to look back at the transcripts and see how many 
times the word “gap” was used during estimates hearings. One of the chief objectives of those asking questions 
is to check that budgetary or departmental changes do not result in any gaps in service delivery and in resourcing 
the community. I dare say that nobody likes gaps. Selleys has a product called No More Gaps that is very 
effective for filling and sealing gaps. If only the gaps that we face were that easy to fill. The federal government 
has a strategy called Closing the Gap, which is an important strategy for reform in Aboriginal affairs. Our 
Prime Minister, in introducing the “Closing the Gap: Prime Minister’s Report 2015”, states — 

… the Government has spent the past 12 months focusing our efforts in Indigenous Affairs on getting 
children to school, adults into jobs and making communities safer. 

I commend the federal government for its efforts in striving to close the gap. 

The challenge for legislators in the twenty-first century is that gaps appear at very high speed. Technology 
creates an evolving landscape and adds a complexity to the society we serve and live in. One of the problems 
with these gaps is that they can act as portals for people to slip through, but they can also act as portals for those 
with vile motives to prosper and for unintended consequences to occur. This afternoon I will address some of 
these gaps. Most of them are not news to honourable members in this place because I have raised them 
previously and have been working to have these gaps filled for quite some time. 

I would like to start at the beginning with the issue of men’s interests. Following the tragic death of 
Adelaide Crows coach, Phil Walsh, it has hit home even more how we need to fill a gap for men in Australia. 
We have heard incredibly sad stories such as those of Grant Richardson, a TAFE lecturer, who was killed in an 
unprovoked one-punch attack, and Neil Collett, a father of three, who was also killed in a one-punch attack. 
These three men leave a massive and irreplaceable hole or gap in the lives of their loved ones, friends and co-
workers. The incarceration of their offenders also leaves a hole. It is a tragedy overlain with tragedy and usually 
results in even more tragedy. Warwick Marsh referred in one of his recent weekly Dads4Kids newsletters to an 
eerily prophetic interview between football commentator Mark Robinson and Phillip Walsh. He mentioned this 
interview because of his own struggles with work–life balance. This is what Warwick said in his recent 
newsletter — 

The Phil Walsh story is very sobering and it reminds me of the recovering alcoholic who sees a man on 
the streets drunk and making a fool of himself and says, “There but for the grace of God go I”. The 
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work–life–family–balance eludes us all as fathers, I think half the battle is to start talking about 
it publically and honestly. Phil Walsh broached a difficult subject in the sport’s world and he should be 
remembered for his truthfulness and bravery as a husband and a father. 

Today the bandaid methods we have been using have not been working. The gap between health outcomes for 
men and women needs to be bridged. The gap between dads and their kids needs to be bridged. I remain 
convinced that the single best thing that a government could do in any jurisdiction would be to appoint a minister 
for men’s interests to lead the charge in advocating and planning some ways to get alongside men, not shame 
men, but empower them to be better dads, husbands and citizens of society. 

I pause at this point to note that there has been much debate in the past 24 hours about the issue of so-called 
same-sex marriage. I appreciate that there will be a raft of different views on this issue not merely in this 
chamber, but throughout the community. Whatever position one might hold on the issue of marriage and whether 
it should be between one man and one woman or some other combination, I suggest to all married individuals 
that it might be an opportunity for us to consider our own commitments and vows that we made at the time of 
our own marriages. I call particularly on fellow husbands and fathers to consider the story of Phillip Walsh, to 
consider issues of work–life balance and to consider our responsibilities as fathers and husbands. It might just be 
the case that those of us in traditional marriages might have to demonstrate how we can serve in our marriages 
far better than we have to date and, indeed, over the past few decades. Quite frankly, in many instances I think 
that we have trashed the institution, and it is to the detriment of us all when that occurs. 

I move on to the issue of surrogacy, in which I also see huge gaps. Some of the appalling and infuriating 
consequences of commercial surrogacy were highlighted with, might I say, neon lights in the baby Gammy case. 
The huge gap that exists for little human beings to be left unwanted, with no-one taking responsibility for them, 
needs to be stopped. I wholeheartedly agree with the remarks of my learned friend Hon Peter Katsambanis in his 
speech on the surrogacy motion moved by Hon Robyn McSweeney this time last year when he said — 

A lot of people would throw up their hands and say that the couple went overseas and there is not a lot 
we can do about it. I put it to members that there is a lot we can do about it. We have laws in a lot of 
areas that relate to extraterritorial activities. One of those areas is female genital mutilation. We have 
outlawed the practice of people taking children from Western Australia overseas to have that procedure 
conducted and then bringing those children back into Australia. Anyone who has that procedure done to 
a child overseas is subject to Western Australian law. We also have laws around what is 
euphemistically called sex tourism; that is, child sex exploitation that takes place overseas. 
If Western Australians go overseas for that purpose, they can be dealt with under the law in this state. 
I have no doubt that if we were to frame a clause in our legislation properly, with appropriate 
extraterritorial effect, we would be able to place an effective ban on people who are precluded from 
accessing adoption or surrogacy in Australia, because of the commission of certain crimes, and prevent 
them from accessing adoption or surrogacy overseas and bringing the child back to Australia. I think 
that would work as a very effective deterrent. 

Here we have a very practical suggestion from an honourable member on closing the gap of commercial 
surrogacy. As was evident in my questions during the estimates hearings with the Department of Health, I intend 
to continue to pursue this excellent suggestion, which, to date, has too easily been kicked into the long grass, 
which is the Council of Australian Governments process under the guise of seeking national agreement and the 
apparent holy grail of national uniformity. In the meantime, there remains the gap in checking who is acquiring 
children via a surrogacy contract. The state of Victoria requires that arranged parents and the surrogate mother 
and partner have criminal record checks and child protection order checks. That is what they do in Victoria at the 
moment. I was delighted when during the estimates hearings with the Department of Health, I was informed that 
there is no good reason this could not be implemented in our state. This is a gap that needs to be filled 
immediately to prevent paedophiles and people with violent criminal records from procuring a child. I see no 
good reason this cannot be done speedily with the insertion of a new provision within surrogacy regulation 5.2, 
which sets out the documentation required to be submitted with an application. 

I move now to the issue of mental health and disability services. In my view, two groups of people are very 
vulnerable to gaps and for whom I know their minister is working tirelessly. Men, women and children with 
mental illness and/or who live with permanent life-altering conditions need our close attention. They need us to 
be armed and ready to ensure there are no more gaps in schemes and legislation that take away their safeguards 
and protection. In estimates, I was able to ask questions about the National Disability Insurance Scheme, the no-
fault insurance scheme and the Disability Services Commission to ensure that reasonable and necessary support 
was available to all; that is, there will be no gaps in the umbrella currently being built in this area. I commend 
Hon Helen Morton for the work she has been doing in this area and for clarifying that. She said that until the 
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NDIS rolls out across the state, people outside the NDIS trials are not getting services who would be getting 
services under an NDIS arrangement, and should get services under a no-fault insurance scheme.  

Meanwhile, a gap that I know exists and that definitely acts as a dangerous portal is that Philip Nitschke has had 
his medical registration reinstated. He is a proponent of the dangerous myth and oxymoron, “rational suicide”. In 
his own admission in an ABC interview in July last year, Nitschke said — 

… if a person comes along and says that to me that they’ve made a rational decision to end their life in 
two weeks, I don’t go along and say, “Oh, have you made a rational decision? Do you think you’d 
better think about it? Why don’t you go off and have a counsellor come along and talk to you?” We 
don’t do that. 

It was plainly obvious during the estimates hearings that the experts in the area of mental health find the type of 
advice given by Philip Nitschke to be most unhelpful. The Mental Health Commissioner, Tim Marney, said that 
he would echo the comments made already in terms of a treatable illness, and that is that someone who is in 
a state of distress who has a significant mental illness is not in a place to rationalise those sorts of decisions. The 
gap we must be sure not to create is one that, sadly, has been created in Belgium in assisting those with treatable 
mental illness to end their lives. Indeed, in May this year I was pleased to attend the 2015 Hope International 
Symposium in Adelaide. It was there I heard firsthand the devastation brought upon families by so-called 
rational suicide and their exposure to the dark death culture completely devoid of any hope that is 
Exit International. Indeed, a mother spoke about her perfectly healthy, educated son who became caught up in 
the dark web of online anonymity in Exit International chat rooms and was coached in how to obtain a suicide 
drug and how to stage his own suicide. We also heard at that conference from Tom Mortier, whose mother, 
unbeknown to him, received permission for voluntary euthanasia after a failed relationship. The sad irony of this 
story is that the first time the hospital contacted him was so that he could authorise the release of her body. What 
type of compassion is this when a family is contacted to release a body but not when their mother has made an 
application to commit so-called rational suicide? An important message I took away from the conference was 
from my inspirational friend Alex Schadenberg, who said that people need support and protection, not lethal 
injections. People with mental illness seek equality in living—not more ways to die. We need to be vigilant that 
we never create legislation enabling valuable members of the human race who happen to have a mental illness or 
disability to fall through. 

I move now to people whom I consider to be our most vulnerable. This is the last gap I wish to address, which 
weighs heavily on my heart. It is the lack of protection when offered to those who are alive in what ought to be 
the safest of environments. I am confident that honourable members would have been gobsmackingly appalled 
by the revelations of the so-called reproductive health activities of Planned Parenthood. Here is what 
Miranda Devine was quoted as saying in The Daily Telegraph on 25 July this year. It states — 

You can see just what those “reproductive health” activities entail in two sickening undercover videos 
released by the US pro-life group, the Centre for Medical Progress.  
Senior Director of Medical Services, Dr Deborah Nucatola is shown haggling over the sale of “intact” 
body parts over lunch with two actors she believes are from a “foetal tissue procurement” company.  
In between forkfuls of lettuce and swigs of red wine, Nucatola says: “A lot of people want intact hearts 
these days … as many intact livers as possible … some people want lower extremities too … We’ve 
been very good at getting heart, lung, liver, because we know that, so I’m not gonna crush that part. I’m 
going to basically crush below, I’m gonna crush above, and I’m gonna see if I can get it all intact.”  
Then there is stony-faced Dr Mary Gatter, another Planned Parenthood medical director, who offers to 
use “a less crunchy technique to get more whole specimens”. Consent from the patient for this altered 
technique she describes as a “specious little argument”.  

Gatter is recorded negotiating $100 per body part. “I want a Lamborghini,” she quips.  

Planned Parenthood claims it gains “no financial benefit”, other than to cover its costs, and is simply 
“helping” patients who want to “donate tissue ... with full, appropriate consent under the highest ethical 
and legal standards”.  

In that same article Miranda Devine questions the gaps that exist in our knowledge. She says — 

… transparency about the arrangements between abortion clinics and researchers, despite warnings 
from the National Health and Medical Research Council that “financial or contractual … conflict of 
interest” must be “managed”. 

Meanwhile here in Western Australia, from answers provided to me, we now know that the Department of 
Health is not required to keep any records of the number of times the sperm of dead men is extracted from them 
without prior consent. This is a gap caused by a gap in our legislation. I would call it a loophole. I have to say 
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that I have been encouraged by the ongoing questioning by Hon Kate Doust on this issue and I hope a quick 
bipartisan solution can be developed. Following on from my budget speech last year, I congratulate our 
Minister for Health, Hon Kim Hames, on his efforts to ensure that late-term abortions are not occurring in our 
state for conditions compatible with life. Members may be surprised to be reminded that, on average, one late-
term abortion takes place each week in our state. This occurs when only two of the six appointed doctors grant 
permission to procure an abortion at 20 weeks or over. The hardworking Minister for Health, Dr Hames, has 
closely assessed this issue and has assured me that abortions post–20 weeks are not being done for any reason 
other than conditions that are incompatible with life. 

I congratulate him on commissioning an annual report to ensure accountability on this and to ensure that there is 
no gap in the system. It will come as no surprise that I intend to familiarise myself with the first of these annual 
reports when it is provided this month. Having been a big supporter of Pregnancy Problem House and Pregnancy 
Assistance office, I have been told repeatedly that most unwanted abortions are prevented when even just one 
person offers genuine help and support rather than what appears to be the lonely and only other alternative. For 
this reason, my conscience commits me to ensuring that there are no gaps in the abortion system in our state, 
which sees on average one Western Australian human life extinguished every hour of every day of every year. 
As we have seen from the planned parenthood exposure, the gaps become bigger and bigger the more our 
consciences are seared. I will conclude this part of my remarks with an observation that Miranda Devine made in 
her article. I quote — 

Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn once wrote that the line separating good from evil “passes not through states, 
nor between classes, nor between political parties either—but right through every human heart”. 

As I have some time remaining in my noting of the budget papers, I want to take this as my first genuine 
opportunity to make some remarks with regard to the passing of the now former member for Canning, 
Don Randall, MP. Whatever people might say or think about me, one thing I will self-confess is that I tend to be 
far too task oriented. One of the ways in which that manifests itself is in things such as my maiden speech to 
Parliament, which, on reflection, was very focused on tasks and what needs to be done and perhaps, in hindsight, 
was not as reflective on individuals and people who have supported me, nor, indeed, did I tell a little story about 
myself. That perhaps goes a little to my own philosophy about the fact that this job is not about any of us as 
individuals and that if we are genuinely selfless about the task and the reason why we came into this place, we 
ought to be focusing on the task at hand. 

Having said that, perhaps if I had my time again I might have reflected on Don Randall in my maiden speech. 
The reason I say that is he was the very first member of Parliament I was introduced to. Back in 2006 when 
I was working in the law firm and I decided that there were a few too many problems arising out of this 
honourable establishment, I thought, “I need to join the Liberal Party.” I was introduced to a person by the name 
of Jeremy Buxton. I was told that I would be introduced to one person, and after that I was on my own. 
I remember having a cup of coffee with Jeremy Buxton, who I now know as a very longstanding life member of 
the Liberal Party, but at the time did not have a clue who this Jeremy guy was. I just met with him because that 
was supposedly the gateway for me to start getting involved in the party. When I had this cup of coffee with 
Jeremy, he was very kind and listened to me. Why would he want to listen to this young lawyer and his story 
about selling his law firm and getting involved in Parliament? He said that he would have to introduce me to my 
local member of Parliament.  

Where I live in Thornlie was at that time covered by the seat of Canning, which was Don Randall’s seat, so 
Jeremy organised a time for me to meet with Don Randall. Not being one ever to muck around or not follow 
through with the task, I promptly made an appointment with Don Randall, and I still remember my first meeting 
with him in his office. He was very kind and, again, listened to me and my story. He said, “Well, Nick, I will 
give you some advice that Wilson Tuckey once gave me when I was first looking to join the party. He said to get 
30 of my mates to sign up to the party and become a branch president”. I hasten to add at this point that at that 
time I was entirely, entirely, naive as to how the process worked with political parties in general, let alone the 
Liberal Party, and who was who in the zoo. I just followed the advice that I was told. If someone told me to go 
and meet this person, that is what I did. If they told me to go and sign up 30 of my mates, that is what I did. A 
couple of weeks after this first meeting with Don Randall, I turned up with my 30 forms and Don said, “Strewth! 
You’re not mucking around.” I said, “No. I told you I was selling out of my law practice. This is a big issue for 
me and my family. I’m not mucking around. You told me to go and get 30 forms so that is what we’re doing. 
What’s next?” I was promptly made the branch president of what was then known as the Westfield Park branch 
of the Liberal Party and some might say the rest is history. 

The reason I share that story is that I am indebted to Don Randall for being good enough to just sit there and 
listen to me in the first place and to give some frank, honest advice, which I would like to think was successful 
advice. I just want to say that my respect for Don Randall is not limited to just him providing pragmatic advice 
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to me. I learnt over time that he was a person I could admire, in part because of the stand he took on particular 
issues in the federal Parliament, in the House of Representatives. I would like to reflect on three matters that 
Don was involved in in the House of Representatives in the past nine years. The first matter I bring to members’ 
attention is a bill that was before the House of Representatives on 16 February 2006. Keen historians will recall 
that John Howard was the Prime Minister at the time; the coalition was in power in the federal Parliament; and 
2006 was quite a heavy year in the federal Parliament on issues that come with some controversy, which will 
become obvious in a moment. The first of those issues was a bill known as the Therapeutic Goods Amendment 
(Repeal of Ministerial Responsibility for Approval of Ru486) Bill 2005. When one reviews the Hansard of that 
bill, it becomes apparent that my friend Don Randall voted against that bill, and voted with a number of other 
individuals whom I hold in high regard. Might I say, had I had the opportunity to cast my vote in that matter, 
I would have done exactly the same as Don Randall, so I am indebted to him for representing me truly at that 
time on 16 February 2006. Later that same year, another matter that was considered to be controversial was 
before the House of Representatives. On 6 December 2006 there was a bill entitled Prohibition of Human 
Cloning for Reproduction and the Regulation of Human Embryo Research Amendment Bill 2006. When the 
question was put that that bill be read a second time, 82 members agreed and 62 people, whom I hold in high 
regard, voted against it.  

The list itself is quite interesting because it includes the likes of—I will just quote exactly from Hansard here so 
there is no disrespect intended with regard to anybody’s official titles—Mr Abbott, a Mr Costello and a Mr 
Rudd, and it includes a Mr Randall amongst many others in that list, including, I might add for our National 
Party colleagues, Mr Vaile and Mr Anderson. That was in late 2006. I was a member of the Liberal Party at that 
stage, having had more meetings with the aforementioned gentlemen. I was starting to take a much more keen 
interest. Previously, I confess, I had a complete disinterest in political processes. I found that particular debate 
and its outcome quite astonishing when the Prime Minister of the day from the Liberal Party, the Deputy Prime 
Minister from the National Party, the opposition leader in Mr Rudd, as well as Don Randall, all stood to say that 
they came to the same conclusion about the Prohibition of Human Cloning for Reproduction and the Regulation 
of Human Embryo Research Amendment Bill 2006, yet the House of Representatives said, “What would these 
guys know?” They just happened to be the leaders of their respective parties. They said, “We’re just going to do 
it anyway.” That was quite an eye-opening experience for me about some of the agendas that occur in 
Parliament. I pay my respect to Don Randall for his vote once again on that day. At the time he was my federal 
member and that would absolutely have represented my view. 

I conclude with one final observation about the parliamentary career of Don Randall. On 22 February 2010, 
Don Randall made a short speech to accompany a petition that he tabled on the issue of marriage. It is quite brief 
so I will quote the entirety of his remarks. On 22 February 2010 Don Randall said — 

Mr Deputy Speaker, I present a petition on behalf of Canning residents and Western Australians 
regarding the foundations of marriage. The petition has been considered by the Standing Committee on 
Petitions and certified in accordance with the standing orders. I welcome this opportunity to say a few 
words about the nature of the petition and share the sentiments of the signatories in response to the 
Marriage Equality Amendment Bill, introduced in the Senate by Senator Hanson–Young last year. The 
signatories have entered this debate, and today I table their petition opposing the amendment to the 
definition of marriage. 
The petitioners confirm that the definition of marriage is a union between one man and one woman to 
the exclusion of all others, voluntarily entered into for life. The petitioners state their strong belief that 
such unions are the foundation on which society stands. The petition says: 
To alter the definition of marriage to include same-sex “marriage”, as proposed by the Marriage Equality Amendment Bill, would 
be to change the very structure of society to the detriment of all, especially children. 
This petition contains 277 signatures. Let me take this opportunity to commend the organisers of the 
petition and those who widely circulated it throughout Canning. They have taken the opportunity to put 
their views on record and have played a vital role in that democratic process. I therefore present the 
petition on behalf of the signatories. 

The petition read as follows— 
To the Honourable The Speaker and Members of the House of Representatives 
RETAIN THE DEFINITION Of MARRIAGE BETWEEN MAN AND- WOMAN 
We, the undersigned citizens draw to the attention of the House of Representatives assembled, that the definition of marriage as 
“a union between one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others, voluntarily entered into for life” is the foundation upon 
which our families are built and on which our society stands. To alter the definition of marriage to include same-sex “marriage”, 
as proposed by the Marriage Equality Amendment Bill, would be to change the very structure of society to the detriment of all, 
especially children. 
We, the undersigned citizens therefore request that the Marriage Equality Amendment Bill 2009, be opposed. 
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from 277 citizens. 
Hansard concludes by noting that the petition was received. 

I conclude in a way that is, I suppose, unusual for me. I have given a personal story about my background and 
how I got involved in politics, not in any way to speak of importance about myself but to honour the contribution 
that Don Randall has made personally to me and also to respect the way that he voted on issues that are close to 
my heart. I take this opportunity to pass my condolences on, particularly to his family. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [5.44 pm]: I also welcome the opportunity to consider the 
state government’s budget that was brought down some months ago. It is the role of this house to review the 
government’s estimates of revenue and expenditure. I take that role very seriously in this chamber. It is 
important that we apply scrutiny to any government, irrespective of which government it is, to ensure that public 
money is being spent wisely and in accordance with what was promised about how it would be allocated and 
spent. I am also a member of the Legislative Council’s Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations. I have valued the opportunity to take a closer look at a number of portfolios’ budgets over time and 
the way in which those portfolios are spending and budgeting their finances. It has occurred to me that although 
there is a fairly high level of accountability through the scrutiny of the estimates process, it is very clear that the 
government has not been accountable to Western Australians in its original promises during the election period 
and the way in which it now seeks to allocate expenditure in the budget. In part, the government has not been 
accountable because it has mismanaged the budget over a number of years—not just this budget but its budgets 
since it took office in 2008. That affects exactly what we are looking at now and it will affect what happens in 
the future. 

It is very clear that this budget will have an adverse effect on those people who can least afford it. It will have 
significant effects on people on low and fixed incomes. Those people are already reeling from the impact of cuts to 
services and cuts to concessions and benefits. They have also been affected by the federal government’s budget. 
People on low incomes, including those on income support and other fixed income, are affected in an unfair and 
disproportionate way, particularly when both budgets are put together and we look at the total impact on their lives. 
Surely it does not come as a surprise to members in this chamber that I would be concerned that that is having an 
effect on low-income earners. What we should be concerned about is the wrong priorities that this government has 
made in changing that or having a positive effect on people’s lives. From where I stand, the measure of any 
government is the way that it treats its citizens. I am fearful that the government’s wrong priorities will have a 
disproportionate effect on people on a low income. As I said, the government has set these priorities now over a 
number of budgets and has, as a result of the wrong priorities, broken a number of promises. 

I now want to discuss some of the main concerns about the framework in which this budget has been delivered. The 
government said that this budget is about securing the future of the state, but it is really about securing the future for 
a lucky few and seriously jeopardising the future for many, including and especially those on a low income. The 
government also said that this budget is about delivering quality services; however, the detail indicates that this 
government is cutting services. It is breaking down critical community service infrastructure—I will go into detail 
on that. It is ripping apart the fabric of support services that people require, particularly those on a low income. I am 
very fearful of what will be left because of cuts being made not only to important and valuable public services, but 
also to important and valuable non-government community services. Some services are funded on a piecemeal 
basis and with very small amounts, which of course leads to the deterioration of those services. 
The government also said that this budget is about supporting our community, but because of the way in which 
the budget rips away quality public services and quality non-government services, it is actually taking away the 
very fabric of our community. It is of extreme concern that by the time all of those services have been undone, it 
will be very difficult to put them all back together again. We will not have high-level, quality public services; we 
will not have high-level, quality healthcare services; we will not have high-level, quality police services; and we 
will not have high-level, non-government community services because they will have been ripped apart by lack 
of funding, funding withdrawal and piecemeal funding. The way in which that has been seen to be happening 
over time is extremely frustrating. When this government came to power in 2008, it inherited from 
a Labor government the best set of books that had ever been seen. Of course, the fine example of that was the 
healthy surplus the Labor government left. The low debt the Labor government left was less than the total 
amount that this government will acquire with this budget. In addition, we have had a series of Treasurers. We 
are now up to the sixth or seventh Treasurer in seven years. One was Treasurer twice so perhaps we have had 
six Treasurers over seven years. Whether it is six or seven, the impact of this large number of Treasurers over 
time has resulted in no corporate memory, no clear strategic framework, no plan for Western Australia, bad 
decisions being made and important decisions not being made. 
This government started off with a very small net debt when it came to power; now it has the largest debt ever seen 
in this state. That is really perplexing because over the same period Western Australia’s revenue has increased. 
If our revenue has increased but debt has grown, what do we put that down to? I put it down to six or 
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seven Treasurers in seven years and extreme mismanagement. That is what it must be put down to. Members 
should not just take my word for it. I know it feels as though revenues have not increased, but in fact they have. 
People feel as though revenues have not increased because they are experiencing daily cuts to services; they are 
driving on congested roads daily; and they use public transport daily that is full and in some areas not available for 
those who want it. People therefore feel as though revenue has not increased. They access government services 
daily—for example, the Department of Transport—and wait for hours for services. It is not because the service 
provided by public sector workers is bad, but because those workers are underfunded and not enough workers are 
available to provide the former high-quality services that people are used to. People therefore feel as though there 
has been no revenue growth when in fact in real terms revenue has grown by 26 per cent since 2007–08. 
The government’s answer to that, of course, is that the growth in population has put a lot of pressure on 
infrastructure, on services and on the budget. Of course we have had record population growth, but the revenue 
growth outstrips the population growth by about 13 per cent. Yes, there has been a dramatic increase in 
population over that time, but there has been an even higher growth in revenue over the same period. There has 
been a 26 per cent growth in revenue compared with 19 per cent in population over that same period. That 
straightforward calculation does not take into account money going back into the economy as a result of the 
population growth. That revenue growth is just a straightforward calculation. In addition, over that period there 
have been royalties from an increase in mining activity. Royalties are treated differently from revenue growth. 
Professor David Hayward, Dean of the School of Global, Urban and Social Studies at Royal Melbourne Institute 
of Technology, said that over the same period our revenue growth has outstripped our population growth. He 
also said that in constant 2011–12 prices, royalties had risen from $1.8 billion in 2008 to $5.8 billion in 2014. In 
addition to revenues, therefore, royalties have increased by $4 billion over the same time. 
The government also refers to a relative reduction in GST revenue over that same time, but Professor Hayward 
found that between 2008 and 2014 WA’s GST revenue at 2011 prices—the period in which it was calculated—
fell by $2 billion. Therefore, GST has fallen by $2 billion but royalties have increased by $4 billion. He also 
found that the government is getting twice the amount of money that it lost in GST as a result of royalty 
incomes—that is, twice the amount that the government claims it lost in GST revenue. If that is the case, I come 
back to the question: why are we in such dire economic circumstances? If we are getting twice the amount of 
revenue that we lost in GST from royalties, why are we borrowing and why are we in debt? I come back to the 
fact that we have had seven Treasurers in seven years, a lack of priority, absolute mismanagement that this 
government forced on us and poor or no planning. 

Let us look at poor or no planning in a little more detail. For example, let us look at roads. Over time 
Main Roads Western Australia has lost about $227 million from its budget. That has meant that roads that were 
in the planning documents are not being continued with or if they are being continued with, they are being 
continued with by a smaller injection from the federal government to bring the proportion of the federal 
government’s funding up to 80 per cent. The state government is not funding roads; it has asked the federal 
government to fund 80 per cent of five roads. Those five roads are important, without question, but the problem 
is that they are not the priority areas for road safety. One example is Great Eastern Highway from 
Bilgoman Road to Mann Street in Mundaring. The government announced that it would provide an extra 
$12 million for road safety upgrades. That is not in this budget and it is not in the forward estimates. It has 
simply been forgotten about. The intersection of Scott Street and Great Eastern Highway, for example, badly 
needs a significant safety upgrade, particularly for drivers turning right onto Great Eastern Highway. That will 
not happen now and it will not happen over the forward estimates, despite being promised to the people of 
East Metropolitan Region and despite the government saying that this is an important safety upgrade. It was 
planned for by Main Roads but it will just not happen. Why? The first reason is because part of the priority was 
put on roads, which meant that the federal government would provide 80 per cent of that funding. The second 
reason is because of absolutely poor planning by this government. That is an example of the impact that poor 
planning is having at a local level. 

Who uses those roads? They are used by people who go to and from work every day, whether they travel from 
Mundaring to Midland or from Mundaring to the city, people who drop their kids off at school and people who 
are looking to spend some time in the area. Ordinary people use those roads but they are the ones who are being 
let down. This government made a series of promises to these people, including an extra $12 million for road 
safety for Great Eastern Highway. They have been let down and they will be let down in the future. There is no 
money in the budget for the extra $12 million that is required for road safety. 

Let us look at who else has been let down by this budget. As I mentioned earlier, the federal budget provided 
almost a double whammy to people on low incomes, particularly those receiving income support. Not only has 
there been a wide range of cuts to services in the state budget but also the federal budget cut at least $8 billion 
from education and health services in Western Australia. That is what we know thus far. A number of state and 
federal agreements that the federal government has made no commitment to or that are being negotiated slightly 
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have expired or are about to expire. During estimates I asked Treasury about the total number of federal and state 
agreements. Treasury officers were unable to give me a clear indication of the full range of federal–state 
agreements that may expire or that will no longer continue. They did not have information on the full range of 
them so I asked as many departments as I possibly could which ones were about to expire. It is a huge range. 

The total amount of funding that will be lost to Western Australia because of the impact of the 
Abbott government’s federal budget is still unclear. To go through this portfolio by portfolio is depressing 
reading, particularly in the area of Indigenous services—services to Aboriginal people. We know about the cuts 
to funding of remote communities that will affect Aboriginal people. In the area of housing, which I will come 
back to later in a bit more detail, significant agreements are still being negotiated and have also gone by the 
wayside in the last federal government’s budget and the budget before that. That creates a significant black hole 
for the state budget. The state government sought to manage this by seeking an increased rate of GST back to the 
state but we know that that will not work for this state government and any arrangements that are made after that 
will be ad hoc and piecemeal. 

We know that the Premier, for example, did not even raise a whimper when the federal government cut funding 
to provide services in remote Indigenous communities. We also know that the Premier did not stand up to the 
Abbott government and demand fairness in cuts to health funding. Again, we heard not a whimper. On the other 
hand, when we look at education funding, prior to the Barnett government, Labor governments offered funding 
through Gonski education programs, but of course the Barnett government did not sign up to those. It pushed the 
money away. At the time it said that it had enough money in the bank. The government has allocated 
$380 million to the cost of concessions to pensioners and other income support recipients. The federal budget cut 
$25 million from that alone—$107 million over four years. That leaves $355 million to provide important 
concessions and rebates. We know what has happened to pensioners as a result—funding has been cut. At the 
same time pensioners are experiencing what the rest of the community is experiencing; that is, a dramatic rise in 
the cost of living. On the one hand, their concessions and rebates are being cut dramatically and, on the other 
hand, they are experiencing dramatic increases in the costs of living—increases in electricity, gas, public 
transport and the emergency services levy. These are the people who are being hit the hardest. These are the 
people who will wear the cost of this government’s economic mismanagement. These people will continue to 
find it hard to make ends meet now and into the future.  

That is particularly unfair when we think about not only the increase in revenue that this state has experienced, 
but also the benefits of the boom that people experienced over time from around 2008–09. The wealthiest 
20 per cent of households in Western Australia own at least 62 per cent of the state’s total household net wealth 
assets with the top 40 per cent holding 83 per cent. The mining construction boom was all right for some. Some 
people did okay out of the mining boom but most people did not. We now see a significant downturn in the 
economy that could have been foreseen. However, nothing was done by this government to diversify the 
economy in order to take into account or to mitigate the worst impacts of the downturn in the mining 
construction phase. This government did no planning on job diversification and it did nothing to pump into the 
economy ways in which other jobs could be sourced. Most analysts and any economist with half an eye to the 
future could have told the government that this would happen, and they did tell it, “This boom ain’t gonna last. 
Let’s put something in place to make sure that Western Australians have jobs at the end of this mining 
construction phase.” 
Last week’s Australian Bureau of Statistics unemployment figures are an indictment on the Premier’s and this 
government’s failure to diversify WA’s economy and to plan for the future. Unemployment in Western Australia 
last week hit 6.4 per cent and currently 94 000 Western Australians are looking for work. When we think about 
the unemployment figure in 2008 of 2.7 per cent, we realise that 65 000 people have become unemployed under 
Premier Barnett’s watch. That figure is predicted to grow. Would the Premier not have thought that this boom 
would come to an end so what should he do to make sure that people stay in a job? Not much was done about it. 
The south-east region, which takes in quite a lot of the East Metropolitan Region that I represent, has the highest 
unemployment rate of 6.1 per cent. Members would not have thought that the South West Region has the highest 
unemployment rate but it does, in part because a significant number of people who live in that region are fly in, 
fly out workers. They are the people who have lost their jobs. Premier Barnett has failed those people because he 
failed to diversify the economy to ensure that when the mining construction phase ended people would have 
a job to go to. 
There are a lot of different ways in which this government could have gone about diversifying the economy and 
creating new jobs. It could have considered areas like hospitality. As we heard from Hon Kate Doust, it could 
have considered areas in science and information technology. It could have used the natural beauty of our 
country and considered areas like tourism, but nothing like that has happened to assist in the diversification of 
our economy, so we see growing unemployment levels. I admit that the unemployment figure goes up and down 
based on seasonally adjusted figures, but it is around six per cent. That figure fails to take into account those 
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people not registered as looking for jobs. Who are they mostly? They are women who undertake primary caring 
roles or some other task around supporting people while those people look for work or try to enter the workforce. 
We do not have a true picture of the real unemployment level. This also affects young people because they are 
less likely to register as looking for work because of the sense of hopelessness that they might experience about 
the availability of jobs. Of course, we understand that sense of hopelessness particularly when we look at 
apprenticeship and traineeship numbers that have dropped dramatically over the last 12 months, particularly in 
the East Metropolitan Region. Of course, we understand that if there is no work around that, those businesses 
that ordinarily would have offered apprenticeships are certainly not encouraged to do so in this environment. It is 
those people who are disproportionately affected by this government’s bad decisions and its failure to diversify 
the economy. This government has cut services and it has failed to increase the range of services that people in 
need are more likely to want or need over time as they experience an income support crisis, not being able to 
find a job, and an increase in the cost of living. When they find that their life is starting to unravel and they need 
services to help them untangle some of the difficult experiences that they are having, they see the 
Barnett government cutting, for example, funding to financial counselling services. Just when a person is looking 
for or needing a job, or when their income has been cut dramatically and there are no jobs on the horizon and 
their debt is starting to spiral out of control with no end in sight, they need the support of services like financial 
counselling. However, this government has cut funding to financial counselling services. That is poor sighted, 
mean and an unfair way of dealing with people who need those services right here and right now, and will 
continue to need into the future because, as I said, unemployment will increase, the pressure on families will 
increase and the cost of living will increase. It is like a triple whammy. When they go to find a service that might 
be able to help them get out of trouble and plan for the future, it is not there. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to temporary orders. 
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