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ELECTION COMMITMENTS — LOCAL PROJECTS, LOCAL JOBS PROGRAM 

Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.34 pm]: 
Hon Darren West, as usual, inspires me because of the trenchant manner in which he puts his case. The idea that 
there is no connection between something like cash for votes and the election commitments made under that 
process, and any sort of economies that need to take place in other portfolios, astonishes me. I had occasion to 
look at the 700-odd so-called Local Projects, Local Jobs initiatives that were put onto a website—I think it was 
PerthNow. It was fascinating to see just what some of those commitments were. There were very worthwhile things 
like local pop-up coffee vans for a local Arab community. That, no doubt, creates a couple of jobs but the money has 
to come from somewhere. I was particularly interested in some of the commitments to do with shade sails at schools 
ranging from about $6 000 to $8 000 at a shot, up to, I think, $225 400 listed for Harrisdale Primary School—now 
that cannot be right! I would have thought that something in that order of a shade cloth for a local primary school 
might create a lot of jobs if it were handwoven out of gold thread and it covers the entire block. For any election 
promise that requires money to come out of the Department of Education’s budget, some other priority has to be 
abandoned. One cannot go to an education department and say, “Look, there are all these capital works and other 
expenditure that have already been budgeted for into the future and where there are competing requirements for 
schools, but my member has gone off to the local school and said, ‘Don’t worry about the P&C raising money for 
this particular thing. We will make it an election commitment and we will find the money out of the education 
department budget.’” At a time when stringency is being called for in every area, to be able to say that that has no 
effect on other areas of expenditure in government departments, where commitments have already been made and 
budgeted for in the future, is just absurd if not dishonest. 

At the time of the election, we had talk about so-called unallocated funds in the education department budget. I do 
not know whether the former Minister for Education knew anything about that. As far as he was concerned, every 
cent had been committed to something after a stringent process of assessment and merit, not hopeful local members 
going around to the local school and saying, “Hey, can you use a few thousand bucks? No worries, we’ll find the 
money when we get into government.” That is cash for votes and pork-barrelling. That is an outrageous way of 
going about things at a time when the Langoulant report that was commissioned by this government has insisted 
on appropriate expenditure by the use of business cases. Hiring 300 or so education assistants without any business 
case on their necessity is not a good use of public money, whether it is an election commitment or otherwise. The 
government cannot simply say, “Because we made an election commitment, anything goes and that should take 
priority.” I recall, for example—Hon Darren West might be able to help us with this—another election commitment 
about giving police a pay rise. What happened to that one? That commitment was abandoned pretty quickly for 
financial reasons. Perhaps all Labor election commitments are equal, but some are more equal than others. 

We have not started with this Local Projects, Local Jobs nonsense yet. We keep hearing about the processes 
involved and how they are dealt with like every other grants process, but these are not grants. We cannot even get 
a straight answer out of the government about whether they are grants or gifts. We continue to be told that they 
are dealt with by way of a grants process but we shall see how many of these candidates have made promises to 
grant money to organisations with which they, their friends and family or their staffers are connected. We will see 
whether any conflicts of interest have been picked up in the process and whether the process has been corrupted 
right from the beginning. I suspect we will find that. It is just a matter of digging. It will take some digging because 
we cannot get straight answers out of the government on any of those projects, so let us have a look at it and see 
the government come up with the list and the processes that were used in order to assess the priority of spending 
public money on what are effectively things that ought to be coming out of the honourable members’ electorate 
allowances rather than public funds. There is no way in the world that many of those things listed would ever, 
under any grants process, warrant funds coming out of the public purse rather than a member’s electorate 
allowance or gifts or fundraising exercises done by parents and citizens and the like. But education is just one of 
the many areas that had to sacrifice money for these commitments that have been so widely spread around by 
members in order to buy votes from the community. 

Statement 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [5.40 pm]: I, too, was not 
going to make a contribution tonight but after listening to the hypocritical comments from the far side of this place, 
I felt the need to. How dare members stand there and pontificate after they have saddled this state with massive 
debt that we will be paying off for a very long time! We went to the election and we made commitments. Our 
candidates—now members of Parliament—worked extremely hard. Our candidates were connected to their 
communities and they worked extremely hard. They slogged it out. Day in, day out, they knocked on doors and 
met with local groups, and they made promises. Guess what? We are delivering on those promises. Members 
opposite never delivered any of their promises! I remember the fully funded, fully costed commitments that 
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members opposite made when they went to the last election. What did they deliver for those people? Absolutely 
nothing, or very little. They certainly broke many promises. They made commitments to the poor people of 
Ellenbrook and what did they deliver to them? Nothing! How dare they sit there and pontificate! How dare they 
pontificate, having saddled us with massive debt. We made some commitments. We are delivering on them. 
Members opposite should have delivered on the commitments that they made. Guess what? They might be sitting 
on this side of the chamber, but they did not deliver them. Now it is our turn to govern. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am about to give the call to Hon Pierre Yang and I think he wants to be heard. 
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