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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 18 May on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Emergency Services) — 
That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 1270A–D (2022–23 
budget papers) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 12 May 2022. 

HON NEIL THOMSON (Mining and Pastoral) [11.36 am]: I rise to speak on the state budget for 2022–23. I relish 
the opportunity to talk about the budget. At this time, the opposition is given an opportunity to raise the issues in 
our regions that we are concerned about on behalf of the people we represent in the community, which government 
ministers do every day in their ministerial responsibilities, particularly the Treasurer. 
We listened to the budget speech presented by the Treasurer. As a general observation, a fair bit of hubris came across 
from his expressions and in his presentation, but I guess we should not expect any less from Hon Mark McGowan, 
particularly given the significant buckets of money that he is managing to squirrel away as a result of the massive 
increase in revenue that we have seen in the state. It is a Thursday after all, and I suppose it has been very nice up to 
now. One part that irks me—I am sure it irks many members of the public—is the constant berating and comparisons 
of the debt levels that were projected versus the debt levels that exist. It is such a naive argument, and it drives me 
a bit silly. We have heard constant berating of the $40-odd-billion debt that was projected. It is not recognised that 
debt continued to rise under the Labor government. It has come down, which is good to see. When we do the sums—
one does not have to be a mathematical genius—we know the reason debt is going down is the extraordinary revenue 
growth that is occurring as a result of the mining sector and the GST fix by the very confident and able federal 
government in conjunction with the state government. 
I reflect on the eve, almost, of the election. I am sure the Treasurer is quietly hoping for a Morrison government 
to be returned. Even though he has to get out there and support Anthony Albanese and do the things that he has to 
do, he would be quietly hoping for a return of the Morrison government. This state has done extraordinarily well 
from the Morrison government, with the delivery of record amounts of infrastructure funding, roads, rail and the 
GST floor. I do not think people could say any federal government has been kinder to the state of Western Australia 
than the present one. I hope the people of Western Australia recognise that on Saturday and we see that very able 
federal coalition returned to the Treasury benches in the federal government. I thought that would liven members 
up, but I am yet to get a response—it is a Thursday! I also congratulate the shadow Treasurer. Hon Dr Steve Thomas 
gave an incredible budget reply. His speech was absolutely incisive and laser-like. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: He should be in the lower house. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: I hope that after the media frenzy around the federal election is over that our strong 
media here, The West Australian and the ABC, pick up some of the key themes that Hon Dr Steve Thomas has 
presented. He made some very interesting comments in his speech. I was riveted and I am sure the people of 
Western Australia will want further explanation on the state of our finances. I thought that one of the key things 
that came out is why, with record surpluses and record revenue, and even though the expenditure in the general 
government sector continues to rise—we will talk later about the efficiency of service delivery in this state—we 
still fail to see a major drawdown in state debt. I thought the member’s comment very interesting about myriad—
two dozen, I believe—special purpose accounts that are there so the government can squirrel away money in hollow 
logs! I know that Hon Dr Steve Thomas loves to talk about Scrooge McDuck and his money, so I have brought in 
another analogy—hollow log syndrome. We know that people have hollow logs so they can tuck their dollars away 
for a rainy day—maybe on the eve of the state election in 2025. Who knows? Putting those moneys away is less 
than efficient. 
The opposition will raise these questions during the Committee of the Whole stage of this budget because we know 
the actual rate of return on those hollow logs. I think budget paper No 3 reports that the cost of debt to the state around 
2.5 per cent, so every bit of debt that the state hold costs 2.5 per cent. Budget paper No 3 also says, conversely, 
that interest earnings on the public bank is 1.2 per cent. We know what it is like with a mortgage that has a redraw 
facility. People can knock down the interest so they do not pay the full interest rate; and if they can squirrel away 
an extra $20 000 or $30 000, they will reduce their interest payments. That is not the case with these special purpose 
accounts. We are earning less than we are paying in debt. We do not have a redraw facility on our hollow logs. 
Those hollow logs contain all sorts of funds, including hypothecated funds. I was very familiar with those when I was 
in the Western Australian Planning Commission, with the metropolitan region improvement fund, and we have 
the road trauma trust account. We have a raft of those accounts where money from the consolidated account has 
been squirreled away for a rainy day. I would love to have a full Treasury presentation on the state of those accounts. 
It would be great if we had a bit more transparency in the budget papers going forward. It would be really great to 
see the cost of those hollow logs. The shadow Treasurer greatly raised my interest on this issue. I was in thrall of his 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 May 2022] 

 p2522a-2535a 
Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Neil Thomson; Hon Dr Brad Pettitt 

 [2] 

tremendous insight into this issue because it provided an excellent understanding of what is going on. What is the 
net amount in those hollow logs? How much has been tucked away? 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: More and more. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: More and more! It would be great to have a graph of that in budget paper No 3, the 
overview, so it is transparent. I call on the Auditor General to look at this. It would be fantastic for a thorough 
analysis to be done. I have rubbed shoulders with former Treasury colleagues for many years. I am sure they get their 
directions from the Treasurer about putting together those budget papers. No disrespect to them, because they do 
their job, but it would be great if they could come here armed with some very good data on the trend of those special 
purpose accounts. They could put in the real cost of not paying down that debt. We could get a bit of a rule of 
thumb and, hypothetically, if $10 billion could potentially have been directed to debt reduction but has not been—
this is just a question—we could put it out there to the experts. We know that the differential between 1.2 per cent 
and 2.5 per cent is 130 basis points. That would be a lot of money on $10 billion, potentially $130 million a year. 
That is a lot of money that the state could save. It is a question that needs to be answered going forward on the 
overview. I am not trying to take anything away from the very able shadow Treasurer, because it was a point that he 
made that piqued my interest in this issue. I thank Hon Dr Steve Thomas for his very insightful assessment of that, 
because he has me interested in the matter. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Alternatively, the government could simply answer the questions that we ask. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: They could, and that would be fantastic. I am very happy to take an interjection from 
my colleague. It is just a suggestion. 

Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: I can see, yet again, Hon Darren West’s hand up there by his head. He is obviously 
worrying about how this will all come out in the wash going forward. If I get my millions right, it is $130 million 
per annum—who knows, it might be more! I know the government has an opportunity like none other to reduce debt, 
because as I said we saw the Morrison government do that amazing deal for Western Australia. I hope the people 
of Western Australia reward the Morrison government on Saturday for the incredible outcome the federal government 
was able to deliver for the state of Western Australia. I know Hon Mark McGowan will be quietly hoping for 
a return of the Morrison government. 

Anyhow, I will move to my next point. Another colleague, Hon Tjorn Sibma, gave an excellent overview. It is great 
being number 4 on the list for the opposition in the budget debate because I have had the benefit of the incredible words 
of Hon Tjorn Sibma as he spoke about the issues affecting Metronet. It is an amazing expense. This issue is of interest 
to me because of my portfolio responsibilities around planning. The opposition will prosecute the case around the closure 
of the Armadale line; the time it will take to deliver the project is a big concern for the state of Western Australia. I would 
say it is also a very big concern for Hon Mark McGowan. I am worried that Hon Rita Saffioti may have bitten off a bit 
more than she can chew with the time frame for the delivery of this project. As I said previously, the good voters in 
Southern River, Armadale and all those areas south of the river, come 2025, I am sure, will be asking questions when 
they cannot catch a train. I can almost guarantee that is what will happen. I will be happy to be proven wrong, because 
that will be good for the community of Western Australia but it will be incredibly difficult to deliver that project on time. 
We see the enormous investment of approximately $9.5 billion in Metronet. We have questions. The opposition’s 
duty is to raise questions about the efficiency and effectiveness of this investment. Yes, in 2017, the McGowan 
government came into power on the back of a promise to build Metronet. I must point to the work done by the 
Barnett government on the plan to deliver a railway to the airport, but it is still yet to be delivered. Here we are, 
going into the sixth year since that promise and the government is still yet to deliver that. I am sure it is coming 
soon. We do not know how many delays there will be, but we will get there! There have to be questions about that. 
From a planning perspective, we need to question many things.  

One question is about the efficiency of our planning system to deliver—to capitalise on the value of that massive 
capital investment for our housing and our community situation. I do not believe we are doing enough on strategic 
planning. We are not delivering enough. I hear time and again from local governments, particularly in inner and 
middle-ring suburbs, that there is simply not enough investment being made into other forms of public transport, such 
as trackless trams. There is a lack of investment into planning and uplift of our density in those key transport-orientated 
nodes. Instead, we see this haphazard approach of just allowing market-led proposals and state development 
assessments not giving any consideration to schemes: “Let’s not forget about strategic planning. If we can make 
a buck, we can put something out there that exceeds the recommended rates that the community has agreed to.” Why 
are we not investing in strategic planning decisions to make sure that the massive investment in Metronet delivers 
for the people of Western Australia? 

We can talk about some of those. The City of Stirling is a great example. Stirling train station is not yet developed 
in the way that we would like. There is a huge opportunity there for high-density development right on that train 
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station. The government should be focusing on and tackling that. The work it is doing, the investment in tracks 
and wires, should be coupled with an investment into strategic land-use planning to deliver those outcomes so we 
see a return on this investment. 

It is very troubling to see the fall in patronage on our public transport system. To be fair, COVID has definitely 
had an impact—there is no doubt about that—but we saw it fall away before COVID. We saw the press releases 
saying that there had been an increase, but the record of 150 million boardings was under the Barnett government. 
We have never, ever exceeded that boarding rate. This government claims to be the government of public transport. 
It is pouring money into a system that it cannot even deliver to the community. That bothers me greatly, and I think 
the people of Western Australia need to hold the government to account with the massive concern that we have 
about the return on that investment—that $9.5 billion. 
That question has to be raised; it has to be put on notice. I have not yet formed an opinion on it, but I think it is 
a question that must be raised in the public square. The question is about this tracks-and-wires technology that has 
proven to be a very efficient technology until now. We have a world-class public transport system. It stands out in 
the world for the kilometres of tracks and wires that we have here in Perth vis-a-vis some of the other capital cities 
around the world. People should know that even though we have a very dispersed city, we have a world-class 
public transport system. The question has to be asked: What about the future of the transport revolution? How much 
has this government got an eye to the future beyond that tracks-and-wires technology? There will be a transport 
revolution coming to the world sometime soon. There is a transport revolution coming, and that transport revolution 
will include public transport and autonomous vehicles. That transport revolution will include a whole range of options 
that do not exist now. That transport revolution will include types of transport that will not have an impact on global 
warming or carbon. It will not have an impact because that transport revolution will involve either hydrogen or electric 
battery systems. That is the transport revolution that is coming our way. That is the transport revolution that 
Western Australia is very well positioned for, putting aside the investment currently in Metronet. We are very well 
positioned because of the incredible master plan for the City of Perth that was set out under the Stephenson–Hepburn 
plan. That transport revolution was eroded by the state when the government passed the Beeliar wetlands bill. I see 
Hon Dr Brad Pettitt probably agreeing with everything I have spoken about until now, but he has probably 
suddenly disagreed with me on that one. Fair enough. That is the transport revolution through which we could find 
ways to make sure we still develop the network in the transport corridors that can then be used for this new transport 
revolution, and it will probably not involve tracks and wires. 
That is the question that must be asked by those planners. I hope that the Minister for Transport is talking to the 
experts in the Department of Transport and that it has invested enough. I hope that the director general of Transport 
is getting his marching orders from the government to invest enough into the future transport revolution. I can tell 
members now—I have spoken about this publicly in the press—that we are not seeing it on the surface. For 
example, I refer just to the issue of electric vehicle generation and recharge. There is some funding now being 
welcomed for regional recharge stations. We see that repeated verbatim in all the regional snapshots; it is like a page 
had to be filled. Yes, thank you; we know the government has put something in the order of $50 million into new 
recharge stations; good on it. We have finally got something happening there. But do members know what? If we 
go to the issue of retrofitting charge stations to old apartment blocks, we are not seeing the Department of Commerce 
apply the kind of proactive measures we see in New South Wales, for example, where strata bodies are being properly 
advised on how to do the technical aspects of it. We are not seeing a proactive approach to assist those big decisions 
that have to be made to ensure that people who own an electric vehicle can charge them if they live in an apartment 
that does not have charging stations. Although I digress a little, I think this is a very pertinent point, because it 
underscores the fact that this government is so focused on these tracks and wires that it is not looking enough at 
the alternatives. Would it not be great to see a small part of that $9.5 billion being projected for the delivery of the 
transport revolution? I want to just congratulate my colleague Hon Tjorn Sibma for his laser-like focus on this issue. 
I am sure he will continue to prosecute the case, and I will support him in my role as the shadow planning minister. 
Having covered those matters, I go to my portfolio specifically. We have seen a few changes in the Department of 
Planning, Lands and Heritage. It is not a significant amount, but we have seen some spending changes there and 
some new initiatives put forward that I think are worthy of some discussion. In the heritage space, it is good to see 
the Fremantle Prison getting additional patronage. It is very good to see people getting out and about and starting to 
do a bit more. Although it does not appear in this part of the budget—I assume it is in the tourism budget—I welcome 
the improvements or repairs to our submarine at the WA Maritime Museum. I think that is a good thing because it 
is good to keep our defence heritage, which is very important in the state given the enormous investment by the 
federal coalition government in our defence spend here in Western Australia. We are going to have a future in the 
defence industry. Of course, my local member, Hon Melissa Price, is doing a tremendous job in the defence industry 
portfolio that she holds in terms of delivery and making sure we have a massive increase in construction of those 
defence assets here in Western Australia. That is fantastic work by Hon Melissa Price. I am sure she will be re-elected 
with a massive majority again come Saturday. I am looking forward to reporting on that in the coming weeks. 
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But let us go back to the issue of planning. There are a few things that are worthy of discussion. Although it is sort 
of in the agricultural heritage space, I will talk about the spending on the Aboriginal Heritage Act. I have raised 
considerable concerns about the delivery of that act. We know work on those regulations is underway. A lot of money 
is certainly being spent on that process and I hope that it is being directed towards proper consultation with the 
people who will actually be impacted by this. What we did not see in this place was any real evidence that a serious 
discussion had been held about the impacts of that legislation on the average punter—the small contractor and the 
operator—who just want to do some work. We can see some funding in the budget for that. Whether the government 
can deliver those regulations in a sensible way and make what I think is an appalling piece of legislation into 
something that is moderately workable, remains to be seen. With its abolition of the department of Aboriginal affairs, 
this government seems to have a propensity to outsource everything and to leave it to run on its own and let people 
somehow survive, but I can tell members that that will come back to bite it when the people of Western Australia 
finally realise the impact it has on them. I am talking about the small end of town. The big end of town certainly 
has some major concerns, as articulated and discussed at length in this place. 

The second issue is with phase 2 of the planning reforms. The Planning and Development Amendment Bill 2022 
that has been rushed into this place will extend the time frame for applications to the state development assessment 
unit. I might have an opportunity to talk about that bill later today, so I will not go on about it at length, but people 
in the industry constantly talk to me about the inability of this government to deliver on proper strategic land-use 
planning. People in the industry do not normally want to put their heads up and say this publicly, but they are saying 
that there has been a lack of effort by this government on strategic planning. Yes, those people are quite happy, 
publicly at least, with some of the other pathways that have been put out, because of course industry will probably 
not object if the government is just taking away a step here and there and just avoid the framework of planning 
that has served us and our community very well. 

As part of the Western Australian planning reform, the Minister for Planning put out some massively detailed draft 
development assessment panel regulations for consideration. Yesterday, during question time, we were told that 
around 113 submissions had been received. That could be contextualised to mean that the government is listening, 
but how about the government doing its work properly and doing that reform well. An additional $3 million can be 
found in the out years for spending in this area. Let us hope that those reforms can actually be delivered in the time 
frame because none of the phase 2 planning reforms have been delivered, apart from these ad hoc approaches put 
through under the cover of COVID. That is a grave concern. That is one of the main planning issues that I wanted 
to raise. 

Land supply is also a significant matter that is worthy of further discussion. I put out a press release that aptly explains 
the situation and the land supply pathway at the moment, particularly for industrial land. The heading on that press 
release reads “The State Budget Fails to Address Constipated Industrial Land Supply”. It is constipated. The industrial 
land supply system is constipated by the fact that it is not — 

A government member: Explain that word. 

Hon NEIL THOMSON: It is a word that aptly describes the land supply situation. 

For years we have not delivered enough industrial land for the land supply pipeline in Western Australia. We are now 
starting to see a shortage of industrial land. I am told by people in the industry that they can still buy a two-hectare 
block of land in Neerabup or wherever, but they are running out very quickly because demand is increasing and we 
are going to see a reduction in the supply pipeline. This government has provided a belated response in an effort 
to try to turn things around by letting DevelopmentWA retain an extra $68-odd million of dividends, which is money 
that will come back to the state eventually. We have to manage ahead. These things come and go in waves. This 
takes time and we need to be quicker off the mark, which we have failed to see happen. We saw that with the 
Oakajee Strategic Industrial Area. So little has been done with that place in terms of delivering on some of the 
promises. Despite the grandiose announcements, I am yet to see the delivery of serviceable land at that site. It has 
also happened with lot 350 in my region of the goldfields. We have heard gratuitous comments from some members 
in this and the other place—I am talking of the local member and the minister—about the ability to actually deliver 
on lot 350. Comments were made that it was the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder that held the management order, but 
when we dug down, we found it was the state that was failing to deal with those approvals on time.  

Then the state government jumped in like a white knight and said that it was going to take over. That was fair enough. 
That was its chance, but 12 months later what has been done? Due to an air of desperation, the government has finally 
allocated something like $11 million of that extra $50 million in earnings that has been retained to drive an outcome 
for industrial land in Kalgoorlie. It is a much-needed outcome. I have spoken to members of that industry who are 
making decisions about their investments. They have said to me, “We don’t know whether we should be investing 
here. We might go to South Australia because it’s easier. It’s really hard to get a decently sized piece of industrial 
land in Kalgoorlie where there is a huge opportunity for downstream processing.” This government has frittered away 
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time while making these belated attempts. I welcome the additional funding from DevelopmentWA and I hope that 
we actually see the delivery of this land because it will deliver jobs to the region and achieve things. 

Tied in with that issue, of course, is the realignment of rail around Kalgoorlie. It is a vital piece of work. Again, 
the federal government is leading the charge and has provided funding in the order of $2 million for some planning 
work. The state government has just kicked the can down the road and put the issue at end of the forward estimates. 
What is it waiting for? It should get on with investing in strategic planning now so that we can look at the possibility 
of realigning the rail. That would ensure that the national rail network can come straight into that hub of industrial 
development to facilitate more efficient trade with the eastern states and maybe even create a massive intermodal 
facility at Kalgoorlie so that we can start to distribute goods into the north west. That brings me to another point. 
I would love to see the Wiluna to Meekatharra road sealed and finalised, or even the shortcut from Northam through 
to Meekatharra and Wiluna. It would be great to see that project facilitated. Those are the sorts of enabling economic 
projects that will transform our state. We know that industrial land is such a critical part of our employment and 
our economic strategy and in diversifying our economy so that we are less reliant on those ongoing revenue streams 
that come straight out of the royalties stream. We have to go down that path and we have to take some of the pressure 
off some of the choke points in and around Perth. I am a strong supporter of that and I hope that I can get some 
attention on the industrial land supply issue because it is vital that we do more in that space. This is not necessarily 
about throwing more money at the issue. It is about spending the money more efficiently and ensuring that we get 
those outcomes going forward. 
People may want to avail themselves of one of my press releases, but with this lack of land supply, the differential 
between applications lodged and conditional and final approvals being given is starting to choke up in a massive 
way. If members are interested, I am very happy to table it. I put it out in my press release. For the benefit of Hansard, 
I am referring to the regional summary of industrial land activity for the March quarter of 2022. We are seeing 
a very clear choking up of those applications vis-a-vis the final approvals that are coming out the back into the 
system. I encourage the Ministers for Lands and Planning, because those are related, to focus more on the strategic 
planning and electronic approvals processes around that. Another approximately $2 million has been allocated to 
planning and land use for improvements to its systems, as seen on page 729 of the budget papers. There is additional 
funding for “Digital Capability Fund” and “State Planning System”, with $1.08 million for the out year. It is not a lot, 
yet I am sure that investment will deliver a bang for your buck, because something I am very passionate about is 
making sure those systems work more efficiently than they currently do. 
The other funding piece for the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage that I think is worthy of comment—
I have spoken publicly about this—is the transfer of the market-led proposal process across to Planning. To me 
that raises a number of questions. I remain to be convinced that that is going to work. We know that that can cover 
anything from health service types of items through to land, development, and market-led proposals; it is not just 
all about the South Fremantle power station. It is not just about that very non-transparent deal going on with that 
process. It is not about those little pieces of A-class reserves that people get their eyes on around the western suburbs, 
and think, “We might put in a market-led proposal.” It is not just about that. In fact, the vast majority of those 
proposals have nothing to do with the land or planning space. I assume it is because the very capable Anthony Kannis 
was appointed as director general of the department. At the same time as his appointment was announced in a press 
release, by the wisdom of government it decided it was going to put the market-led proposal process into the 
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage. That raises questions about the capability of Planning to deliver. This 
is not any reflection on the officers involved at all. This is about whether we have the wraparound supports for this 
role. All major procurements—it certainly was the case when I was working in government—were always 
administered by the Department of Finance, even for things, for example, like if someone in the department of 
planning was doing procurement around a new payroll system. It still had to be assessed by Department of Finance 
staff embedded into the department of planning because it comes under the scrutiny of the Department of Finance. 
They are the people with the expertise in those complex procurement negotiations, contract negotiations and contract 
management systems. They are the experts. When that does not work properly, we see spectacular failure right 
across the board. 
We have a minister who, on a daily basis, is dealing with proponents in relation to land, specifically land and 
planning matters and has statutory approvals requirements around the planning system. Is it right to have that 
process tucked into the department effectively under the administration of that minister? Personally, I do not think 
it is the right way to go; it raises a whole range of issues. I am not certainly not criticising my former colleague 
Hon Rita Saffioti, whom I spent a few years with in Treasury when she was there as an officer before she moved 
on to work with former Premier Geoff Gallop. I am not criticising her; I am asking whether it is the right process. 
That needs to be questioned, because I do not believe it is right. We should have a separation from that planning 
space. That is a high integrity role that must be maintained at that level, independent of the process around sales 
and increased value to the state in terms of sums of outcome. That process should have been retained within the 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 May 2022] 

 p2522a-2535a 
Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Neil Thomson; Hon Dr Brad Pettitt 

 [6] 

Department of Finance at arms’ length. That is my view and I will continue to prosecute that case. That extra line on 
page 729 of budget paper No 2 for the funding of the market-led proposal process is worthy of further questioning. 
I want to touch on a couple of other things in this portfolio space. I obviously welcome, under “Significant Issues 
Impacting the Agency” on page 730, the Land Administration Act amendments. I am looking forward to seeing the 
outcomes of those draft amendments. We need change in that space; that would be a worthy outcome. I am looking 
forward to scrutinising that and putting some laser focus on whether it will deliver on our crown land estate in 
particular, because of the challenges involved with red tape. Let us move that forward with speed and haste, but done 
properly, so it results in the right outcome for traditional owners, pastoralists, people wanting to develop amazing 
land estate, sustainable energy producers and miners. We have to find a faster pathway to deal with the incredibly 
complex crown land estate, which is a bit of heritage from our colonial system that has changed over years and 
years. We need to get to the point at which we have more certainty going forward, so that people who want to avail 
themselves of economic activity can do so. 
On this point, I will summarise, because this page also outlines Aboriginal Lands Trust divestment. I welcome the 
fact that some investment has gone into that. There is no additional funding, apart from an additional $350 million. 
I am prepared to say congratulations to the government for putting forward that extra $350 million, because we 
got an answer from the Treasurer saying that it was new money and a new fund for remote housing for essential 
and municipal services in those remote communities. If it is done properly, coupled with land tenure changes, that 
would allow for a longer term sustainable outcome for some of those remote communities and particularly for our 
Aboriginal traditional owners. Some of the people who are resident in those communities maybe do not even have 
traditional owner rights, but that is their home, and they could get on with their lives more effectively as a bit of a step 
up to allow that to occur and bring those communities into something resembling the high standard of living that we 
have. I think that would be a great outcome. I am looking forward to scrutinising that in more detail going forward 
and watching its delivery in coupling those changes to the Land Administration Act and the Aboriginal Affairs 
Planning Authority Act, which I believe will come to this place sometime in the next, who knows, six or 12 months. 
There are some things in that space on page 730 that provide some promise, but I hope it does not get bogged 
down in a bureaucratic process that ends up not delivering. 
My last comment on planning portfolio matters is about the Perth City Deal, which I also welcome. I welcome the 
funding that has gone in. We have seen the funding and the little video that the Minister for Housing put out on 
the master plan for the Perth Cultural Centre. It is great to see that piece of work ongoing. I cannot recall off the 
top of my head the exact amount of funding involved in that. That was also part of the Perth City Deal, ably supported 
by the coalition federal government. That is a fantastic outcome. I think the history of that bears a bit of reflection. 
The incredible strategic decision about the Perth Cultural Centre was made by my former boss, the former minister 
Hon John Day. That included the planning that was done around the Museum. The preservation and redesigning 
of that wonderful heritage building has provided an amazing piece of community infrastructure for the future. 
Importantly, a decision had been made by, I think, the Carpenter government to put the museum out at the East Perth 
power station. That would have been a travesty because it would have broken up that wonderful heritage cultural 
precinct we have in the Perth Cultural Centre with the concentration of those amazing assets—the State Library 
of Western Australia, the Art Gallery of Western Australia and the Western Australian Museum Boola Bardip. 
They are amazing assets for our future. A master plan is going to be presented and I am very excited to see it grow. 
My former boss Hon John Day and I were very passionate in that office about ensuring that was brought back to the 
centre. I believe the original plan by Sir Charles Court or someone was made back in those times when the idea 
was to bring everything together. We are now seeing the revamping and revitalisation of that wonderful community 
asset. Well done to the government for working collaboratively with the federal government on that that project. 
I look forward to it happening in the future. 
Those are my main points on my shadow portfolio matters. I will now focus a little on my region because it is a bit 
of a mixed bag for the regions. I want to reflect on a couple of things about regional funding in the time I have 
remaining. It is a very mixed bag. I will start with a bouquet of sorts to the government for finally recognising that 
in the Kimberley—I will start in the north and move my way down—there is a lawlessness crisis and a family 
crisis and something needs to happen. There is funding of $40-odd million for the Kimberley youth and community 
justice response package and $15 million for delivery of an on-country residential facility to provide an alternative 
to detention. I had been working on that with some of the stakeholders prior to entering Parliament. It has enormous 
community support. We now see this $15 million in funding in the budget. I thank the Minister for Regional 
Development for the answer, which was probably more transparent than some of the answers I get to my questions, 
that she believes Myroodah Station is probably the preferred location for this facility. I think the government is at 
least putting its toe in the water to do something about this problem and to find solutions other than sending kids 
to Banksia Hill Detention Centre, or not sending them when maybe they should go to Banksia Hill. It is a diversion 
that will be more culturally appropriate, suitable and geographically appropriate in the sense that people will stay 
closer to their place of residence and be able to have greater community involvement. 
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I hope the $15 million means that by the end of next year kids up there by will be involved in a diversion program 
and we will see an end to some of the horrendous behaviour that has been allowed to foster across our community 
without any control. It started with the community standing up to challenge on this issue. As I said, a few months 
back, I ran community forums across the Kimberley. I hope they had an impact. We had something in the order of 
400 people at the forums over five days. People passionately raised issues and we heard some sad stories about 
the fear permeating the community because of the home invasions, about a loss of a sense of pride and about 
vehicles being smashing and ruined. This is non-discriminatory action by kids. These kids are attacking their own 
families—their grandparents. People are losing vehicles and do not have access to cars. There are very sad cases 
in places like Fitzroy Crossing. I know some of my colleagues are also making representations. 
I congratulate the government to an extent for at least recognising there is a problem. I do not want to get ahead 
of myself so let us see how it goes. There is funding in the budget for Operation Regional Shield, but my assessment 
of that $2-odd million is that it is a little bit of smoke and mirrors. It looks like some of that funding has been spent 
already. We saw an additional police effort but it took so long. Seriously, what was the Minister for Police doing 
for two months before it was announced in January? It should have started in November. This problem had built 
up to a crescendo before we finally saw some action. I know the hardworking police out there are trying their best 
but when we see closed-circuit television footage of cars chasing police we know something is wrong. We have 
lost the plot as a community and as a society when that behaviour is allowed to occur. When the crims are chasing 
the police, something is wrong. Anyhow, we have some investment and night patrols have been boosted—excellent. 
The Shire of Halls Creek initiated work on night patrols and night youth support officers. That is fantastic and I think 
that model has been replicated in Derby. Attempts to solve the problem started with local governments and it is good 
to see the state is finally getting behind them. Although some of it is not new money, let us hope the $2.5 million 
to Operation Regional Shield to tackle youth crime continues. 
This is not just a problem in the Kimberley, by the way; this is a regional problem. I commented on the terrible 
toll it has put on our taxidrivers in Port Hedland. There is currently a petition by the industry, which members are 
welcome to sign, requesting that more be done in this space. Let us see some action. 
There is a fair bit of investment in the Target 120 program. There is the Kimberley Schools Project, keeping young 
people in the region engaged with the education system. Minister for Education and Training, welcome. I hope 
that we do not continue to see the kind of smoke and mirrors with the data that was going on before. Let us see some 
transparency and accountability on attendance in these communities. We hear that it is very hard to get a proper 
understanding of the actual picture. There are kids up to 10 years of age who have not actually spent a day at school. 
We have to change the system. There is no point throwing millions of dollars into a new science lab in Halls Creek 
if no-one is turning up. It is great for a ribbon-cutting ceremony, minister, but think about getting the kids at school 
and interested. That might involve some serious debate about the model that we apply and the cultural aspect of how 
communities across the board respond and the value they place on education. We need to make sure that going to 
school is no longer seen as an option and going to school is actually a requirement. Kids need to go school. I believe 
research shows that kids with 90 per cent school attendance in their early life go on to have success in later life. 
Schools can have a lot of different aspects to them and represent different ways for kids to learn. I am no expert, 
but this investment must be targeted. Let us see a less punitive approach taken to data transparency and a more 
engaging response on this matter as we go forward. I know things were said in this place last week but I stand by 
the comments I make because this needs to occur and we need more transparency in this space. 

The housing crisis is another issue in the Kimberley. I am probably spending too much time on the Kimberley so 
I will be quick, but this issue applies across regional areas. There is $99.4 million to spot purchase and build new 
Government Regional Officers’ Housing. I wish the government had stepped up during the downturn when the 
industry was suffering—we knew it was going to change—and move forward with a bit of government construction, 
because it could have been done a whole lot cheaper and whole lot more effectively. 
It is about looking ahead, and that is what we do not see from this government. The amount of $99.4 million has 
been cut and pasted into every snapshot for my region and even down into the wheatbelt. Three pages have been 
produced and then cut and pasted. The fact is that $99.4 million over four years for the whole state will not build 
a lot of houses. We know that enormous rents are being paid at the moment and spot purchases also have an impact 
on the general market. I think there needs to be some serious evaluation of how effective this will be for the housing 
crisis. It is deja vu with this government. We saw it happen under the previous Carpenter–Gallop regime when 
things got totally out of control in Karratha. It took the Barnett–Grylls partnership to drive hard and deliver land and 
property in that space. We saw the absolute transformation of Karratha, which continues to grow to this day. In fact, 
the work that the City of Karratha is doing to develop new high-rise opportunities has been made possible only by 
the incredible amount of work that was done through that massive investment during the Barnett–Grylls era. It 
was vital for the engine rooms of our economy. That needs to move forward with haste and diligence, because the 
state government is not taking a proper role in this. The state government is not really considering our engine rooms, 
whether they be Kalgoorlie, Karratha, Port Hedland or Broome. Those major centres are in my region. I know that 
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many other regional centres have big needs, but this is what we are seeing—$99.4 million to spot purchase and build 
new Government Regional Officers’ Housing right across regional Western Australia. It has been cut and pasted 
over and again into every regional snapshot. 

As a matter of transparency, I would love to see the separation of those region-specific matters. I say this to whoever 
is responsible for producing these snapshots: would it not be great to have region-specific initiatives in the first 
list and then list all the generic ones after that? We have to talk about them generally, but at least we would know 
what we are looking at. It takes a bit of work for members of the opposition to understand what is going into the 
regions; it is hard to fathom. We have to do quite a bit of digging, do we not, Hon Dr Steve Thomas? I know that 
he is a member who digs and digs, and will continue to highlight and expose the government for its skulduggery 
with the outcomes of this budget. We can see that happening, and I am thankful that we have a fantastic shadow 
Treasurer operating on our side of the fence, who will no doubt one day be the Treasurer of this great state. 

The last point I will cover is regional roads. We have seen a massive investment in regional roads, particularly in 
my region. I am running out of time, but there are two major initiatives that I absolutely welcome. They are a fantastic 
outcome under the leadership of the Morrison government. The state has come on board. Hon Rita Saffioti has her 
massive kit of money from the commonwealth—$500 million to seal Tanami Road. That is an amazing outcome 
from a social justice point of view, as it will provide a sealed road for the communities of Balgo, Billiluna, Mulan 
and others in the area. Of course, there will also be huge opportunities from providing an alternative logistics 
supply chain to the Northern Territory. It will cut off 12 hours of driving time from Alice Springs to Fitzroy Crossing 
and it will be an alternative route from South Australia and the south-eastern states to the Pilbara. That will be fantastic. 
This is the type of nation-building project—that term has probably been given a bad name by some TV shows—
that we need to see. It is fantastic to see the state get on board with the federal government with that project. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Federal money. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: There is $400 million of federal money to seal that road. The project is long overdue 
and has been pushed with great vigour by the Shire of Halls Creek. The shire president, Malcolm Edwards, has done 
a fantastic job. He has been a sterling advocate for that piece of infrastructure. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
Hon NEIL THOMSON: It always does. We can see the $500 million in the budget, but we know that $400 million 
of taxpayers’ dollars has been provided by the federal government. It is a fantastic outcome. 
The other big piece of infrastructure that is of a similar nation-building standard is Outback Way. I believe something 
in the order of $600 million will be spent. That is a tremendous outcome. I believe it is called the longest shortcut. 
If we think of the diagonal lines on the British flag, these two projects will have similar diagonal lines—the massive 
shortcuts that will enable our economy to diversify. 
On the delivery of logistics into the state, we saw a woeful response from the minister when we had a crisis in the 
amount of stock on the shelves in Western Australia. I have heard, and I am happy for her to correct the record, that 
it took her office at least a week—this has come from people in the industry—to respond to the crisis and to get 
industry people together and say that the basics in life on the shelves were running out. 
HON DR BRAD PETTITT (South Metropolitan) [12.36 pm]: It is very good to stand today and speak on the 
budget. I want to take a bit of a different angle from what other members have spoken about. I am not going to dwell 
on the $5.7 billion surplus, the iron ore price or the fluctuations in state debt. I want to look at the budget through 
the lens of what I see as a series of major challenges—some may say crises—that we are facing in this state and how 
the budget responds to them. Members might not be surprised to hear that I will be looking at climate, some of the 
challenges around urban sprawl and transport, and housing and homelessness. 
Before I do that, I want to acknowledge that there are many good things in this budget that are worth highlighting. 
I will start with one that I have been going on about for probably a year—getting more electric vehicles on our 
roads. I was really pleased to see that we will have a substantial rebate of $3 500 for electric vehicles, which will 
put us on par with the rest of the country. Unfortunately, EVs will be pretty hard to get for the next 12 months, but 
there is some other good stuff in the budget, such as the subsidies for workplace charging stations. That is the kind 
of stuff that we need to see happening, and I wanted to acknowledge that. I also want to acknowledge some of the 
investment in upgrades on Rottnest Island. I see that renewables will soon power 75 per cent of the island’s needs. 
As someone who was previously on the Heritage Council of Western Australia and is passionate about Fremantle, 
I know that the $12.6 million for Fremantle Prison, a World Heritage site, is really important. It is the only bit of 
built World Heritage in our state, so that is a really important investment. I flag at this point that there is an even older 
prison in Fremantle—the Roundhouse. It is also state-owned, but it has not had any investment and it desperately 
needs it. I put that on the radar for the next budget. The investment in Victoria Quay in Fremantle is also a good start. 
I would argue that we have had a few false starts on that one, but I hope that we can see some of that investment 
hitting the ground through this budget process. 
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I also want to acknowledge the native forest just transition plan, which I think is really important. Extra money will 
go towards helping workers in that area transition when native forest logging ends in 2024. 
There is some really good new investment in the mental health space, with an extra $1.3 billion for health services, 
and alcohol and drug services. That is really important. I will come back to that a bit later, but that is really key. 
Also, this budget refers to some really important structural changes in the housing space that have not received 
a lot of attention. I acknowledge them because we have been calling for these things for some time. The 50 per cent 
land concession on build-to-rent is important. Build-to-rent is such an important product to have in the mix. We 
have not had it much in this state yet, partly because of the tax structure. The one in Subiaco is the only one I am 
aware of, but we see it more widespread globally and even across Australia. This adjustment to the tax regime will 
make build-to-rent happen. It will provide ongoing, secure, professionally managed rentals for people in perpetuity 
who choose to rent a place. I think that is already about a third of households. Having more of that product and 
more product diversity will be a good outcome. I acknowledge that and I acknowledge the duty transfer rebate for 
off-the-plan apartments. I will come back to sprawl again a bit later, but if we are serious about tackling the longest 
city in the world that Perth has become, encouraging apartments in the right place and getting the tax regime right 
for those is really important, as is the bonus for offering social housing. It is only five per cent. In Fremantle, we 
had a 10 or 15 per cent social housing density bonus. Nonetheless, it is really welcome, as is the $350 million for 
remote housing construction for Aboriginal communities. That has flown under the radar, but it is a really significant 
investment and it is really good to see. I acknowledge that this budget has some really worthwhile new initiatives, 
but I also want to state that all those bits added up make about one per cent of the budget. 
This budget fails to deal with some more fundamental issues around how we will tackle the big challenges that 
are on our doorstep and on the horizon. Climate is key, as is transport and land-use planning, and how we deal 
with homelessness and affordable housing. This is where the budget is less successful. Too much in the budget is 
business as usual; it does not step up to take those challenges seriously and head-on. 
I want to start talking about climate by noting something that was said in the Premier’s budget speech that I fully 
agree with. The Premier said — 

Climate change will be one of our dramatic changes in the years ahead. In order to guarantee our State’s 
prosperity for future generations, we have to meet this challenge, head on.  

I absolutely agree with the sentiments, but the test is: are we meeting those challenges head-on in the way that the 
science would say that we are? WA’s emissions continue to rise. In fact, we are the only state in which emissions 
are rising. It is now more than 20 per cent above what they were in 2005, which is the key measuring point. Another 
way of looking at it is that Western Australia has some of the highest emissions per capita on the planet, if not the 
highest, with around 35 tonnes per person. To put that in context, that is double the per capita emissions of someone 
in the US. That is four times the per capita emissions of someone in China and eight times the world average, which 
is pretty extraordinary. I appreciate that some of those come from industry but even if we take those out, we are 
well above the world average. There are many, many things we need to do to challenge that. 
A key part of the announcement was around the extra $500 million that was added to the $750 million climate 
action fund. An amount of $1.25 billion sounds like a good chunk of money for a climate action fund to address 
climate change, and I was pretty excited to hear that. Delving into the budget paper on this, which I encourage 
people to look at it, we see that there are some good things. As I talked about before, there is $62 million for 
Rottnest Island renewables and $36.5 million for 10 000 rebates of $3 500 for electric vehicle upgrades, with 
$31 million for climate action research planning to support government agencies. I assume that is for the sectoral 
emission reduction strategies process that we will see happen in late 2023. There is another $22.6 million for charging 
stations. As I turned the page, I started to lose enthusiasm because already we start to see stuff that was mentioned 
on the page before repeated on the following page. It has $31 million for climate action research and planning. 
Then it refers to an Exmouth Gulf coordinating body. I am not sure how that or the Gnangara groundwater allocation 
plan or air quality monitoring at Port Hedland are particularly relevant to a climate action fund. We start to realise 
this fund is all pot and not much soup. It is seriously a largely empty or dry pot, and not much action is attached 
to it. 
As we go further and further through the fact sheet, we see that it refers to the plastic bag and single-use coffee 
cup bans. Again, I have no understanding of how they are linked to climate action. They are good initiatives and 
I fully support them, but they are not climate action. I am being generous when I added these up. I added up all the 
initiatives I could find that related to climate action. I got to $185 million or $186 million of a $1.25 billion pot. 
Most of that $185 million will not be spent this financial year. There is 15 per cent of the pot and maybe half that 
will be spent this financial year. There is $350 million for softwood plantations on top of that. But a key point that 
came out of this for me is that we might have a big pot of money and a climate action fund, but we are not doing 
climate action. A budget is about getting the stuff on the ground and doing the projects—not just creating a giant 
pot that we might use in the future for undefined projects. We are disappointed about where we are going with climate 
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action because there is not much action in this climate action fund. It is putting money into a giant pot that is yet 
to be filled. That is disappointing. 
As I talked about previously in this place, it is not as though we are short of ideas. I refer to the motion I did only 
a few months ago around quick wins. I mean, they are so obvious. They are clearly done by many other jurisdictions 
with good results—whether it is LED streetlighting, which would reduce emissions by 50 tonnes and save money; 
whether it is around encouraging net zero housing; or whether it is around urban tree planting program and electric 
buses. Do members know what is in this budget? It is more money for diesel buses so that we can manage the closing 
of the Armadale line. That is clearly in there. The Anthony Albanese federal opposition made some announcements 
about electric buses. There is no money in this budget to do electric buses—that I can find. There is no money for 
other kinds of electric transport like e-bikes and other things that give people options. 
We talked about housing retrofits. That is an amazing opportunity whereby we can help the people who have the 
least money in our community to reduce costs in a way that would save those households up to $1 600 in bills annually 
and reduce emissions by over 250 000 tonnes a year. There are many opportunities. Heat pumps is a technology 
that is becoming very well known and increasingly standardised globally. I noticed the whole of the Netherlands 
has literally banned gas and mandated heat pumps in all new dwellings. It is pulling out of gas. Heat pumps can 
use 80 per cent less energy and save households a huge amount of money. But we have to get them in there. I noticed 
that the Victorian state government as part of its budget has come out with a new 50 per cent rebate of up to $1 000 
for heat pump systems for people who live there. Again, it is because it works. It is logical stuff that we are seeing 
governments across Australia doing. We have a huge pot of money. We could have done it this budget. We could 
have got on and done some stuff that would have seen households lower their emissions and lower their bills, but 
all we have done is create a very large pot with no action attached to it, unfortunately. There are many things that 
we could be doing in that area. 
Although the funding for Rottnest was good—again, I am very happy to be corrected on this—I cannot find 
a single dollar in the budget for renewable investment of our main grid on the south west interconnected system. 
How can we have a budget with a huge surplus that has not put a cent into renewable energy? As I have said again 
and again, everybody who knows about climate, including the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and every 
scientist, says that this is the decade for action. Our state has about 30 per cent, up to one-third, renewable energy 
on its grid. We have two-thirds to go. Why are we not investing in that? This is a key question. This is the time to 
do it. I want to come back to this theme again. We have a budget with a huge surplus and we have the ability to speed 
up transition, but the government is sitting on its hands. It is sitting on a mountain of money—putting it in a pot 
and not spending it—when it should be doing something with it. 
One of my great frustrations is that it appears, from looking at one section of the budget, that the government is 
going to spend money—more money will be going into this than subsidising electric vehicles, probably one bit of the 
budget that was pronounced as the key response to climate—by subsidising Woodside Energy to the tune of about 
$52 million for the construction of a supply base and chemical processing storage facility to support oil and gas 
operations in the Browse Basin. To put it another way, we will subsidise a petroleum and gas company that just 
made a record post-tax profit of $3.5 billion so that it can set up and create another major climate bomb, to put it 
frankly, which is what Browse would be. The government intends to spend $52 million of public money to create 
another fossil fuel project in a decade when everybody, from the International Energy Agency to the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change, is saying that we must stop creating new coal, gas and oil projects. We need to leave 
fossil fuels in the ground. We are literally subsidising these projects more than we are subsidising electric vehicles. 
We need to put that in perspective. That is at the heart of this budget. I often say—this is not in the press releases—
that we can tell a government’s true priority not by its media statements but by what is in its budget. We have seen 
that the government is subsidising new oil and gas projects in this budget and underspending on the Climate Action 
Fund. We need to be really clear about that. 
The next issue I want to talk about is sustainable transport in the cities. There is no doubt that this is a very big 
part of this budget. Spending on road and rail transport is pretty huge. We are talking about $14.3 billion over the 
next four years, including commitments of $7.1 billion for metropolitan and regional road projects and $6 billion 
for Metronet projects. The total amount committed for Metronet is around $9.1 billion. I am on the record as saying 
that Metronet is a good project but it is missing some serious bits. If we are going to spend over $9 billion on public 
transport, that should transform a city. It should make a city one in which people literally have good transport 
choices, so they can get out of their cars if they choose and move around the city in other ways. Somehow, we are 
spending $9 billion and we will still be one of the most car-dependent cities in the world. That takes a special trick 
to work. At the moment so much of Metronet is basically focused on only extending the network into urban sprawl, 
which encourages further urban sprawl. We can match it up with some serious road spending. 
A press release that came out prior to the budget basically stated this much more clearly than I ever could. It said 
that a $100 million new Tonkin Road project would unlock 10 000 houses. In other words, the government is going 
to provide a $10 000 subsidy for each of those houses on the urban fringe. Basically, that is what the press release 
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said. Is that really what we want to encourage—that the new section of the road would unlock houses north of 
Ellenbrook? The main beneficiaries of that subsidy are property developers who took the punt to buy some land out 
there. The main cost will be borne by taxpayers who are subsidising that at $10 000 for every block of land, totalling 
$100 million. The ongoing implication is that we will end up with a city that is sprawled out even more. Research 
done by Curtin University showed that when we add in all the services, the average subsidy—that road is just one 
part of the subsidy—ends up being over $90 000 for every building block. This is at the heart of this budget. We 
are continuing to subsidise the urban sprawl again and again. 
Not many of the Metronet projects are in the central subregion. One that comes to mind is the Armadale level crossing 
project, which may be the only one. That project is about cars. If we look at Infrastructure Australia’s assessment 
of that project, we see that almost 90 per cent of the benefit is for car drivers. It is not about public transport users. 
Four per cent of the benefit is for public transport users. That is the assessment of Infrastructure Australia. We talk 
about this as a public transport project. The truth of the matter is that from the perspective of public transport users, 
it is mostly a downsize. They will have a train line that will be closed for 18 months. 
Hon Tjorn Sibma: At least. 
Hon Dr BRAD PETTITT: Yes, at least—probably two years. 
The cost benefits for a whole bunch of these Metronet projects is outrageous. The Byford rail extension is another one. 
The cost benefit for some of these projects is extremely poor. Projects that would give us a really strong cost benefit—
I return to something that Hon Neil Thomson talked about in his speech—involve inner city transport such as light 
rail or trackless trams. Inner city transit options that can give us uplift would clearly provide a much better return on 
investment. At the very least, we have to match the stuff we are doing on the edge—the current Metronet projects—
by doing this stuff. Not even a single line in this budget refers to planning for that. It is almost like the promises that 
were made in 2017 to get on and do that planning, so that people living in the inner core have the option of moving 
around by second-tier public transport, whether it be light trail, trackless trams or rapid buses, has been forgotten. 
It is nowhere to be seen. All we are doing is subsidising transport to the edge and enabling sprawl in the process. 
That is not a smart budget. It is actually doubling down on business as usual and doubling down on a model that is 
not sustainable. Perth is the longest city in the world. We are only going to get longer and, as a result, it will be harder 
for future budgets to respond to these things. I could talk a lot more about that. 
I acknowledge that $1.25 billion has been spent on the Bunbury Outer Ring Road, which is about the same amount 
of money that the government is investing in the Climate Action Fund for WA’s low carbon future. An additional 
$400 million has been allocated in this budget for stages 2 and 3 of the BORR. That is an extraordinary amount of 
money—for what I am not sure. The benefits of these projects need to be criticised much more. Building the road 
will have some pretty clear impacts on the critically endangered western ringtail possum. Many of those individuals 
will be displaced as a result. Only 3 500 of these possums are left in the state. The area is a major habitat for those 
marsupials and the black cockatoos, which will also be impacted when 71.5 hectares of land will be cleared for 
the road. It feels to me like there are better ways we could do this, and better projects we could be planning. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm  
Hon Dr BRAD PETTITT: I am continuing my comments from before the break, when I was reflecting on the 
large number of infrastructure projects, especially road projects, that this state government is focused on. It is not 
often that I find myself in agreement with the editorial approach of The West Australian, but an interesting question 
about the state budget is posed in Neale Prior’s comment in Saturday’s The West Australian. I am happy to table 
the newspaper clipping if people would like. The article is entitled, “Why the Premier should be saving for the bust”. 
The article raises the question of why the state government is planning to spend $9 billion on roads and $6 billion 
on Metronet in a market in which it is extremely hard to get both labour and key resources. It states that the last 
thing business in Western Australia needs right now is a state government planning to spend billions on major rail 
and road project across WA. It continues, and I quote — 

While we can argue about the merits of individual projects, there are multiple dangers in governments 
spending big at the same time as the private sector. 

He states also — 
But good government is about focusing on the world as it is now, and right now we are in the middle of 
a boom in which potential benefits for working people are being eaten by inflation.  

There are interesting challenges around when some of these projects should be done and how they should be done. 
A key question for the budget estimates process is: when is the best time for these projects? Some of these projects 
may need to be done in the next financial year and the one after. However, we think that many of these projects 
could be delayed. The Bunbury Outer Ring Road is a good example of that. The urgency of fixing congestion around 
Bunbury has not ever particularly come to my mind as I have driven to Margaret River. I think there are opportunities 
for delaying some of these projects and using that delay to improve those projects. I again come back to the 
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Bunbury Outer Ring Road and some of the alignments and the impacts of the massive land clearing required for 
that project. We also need to make sure that we get the spread of those capital works right. By the sound of it, these 
projects are largely bipartisan, so it is not as though they will not happen. However, there is a question around how 
and when we do them. 
That raises a more fundamental question about this budget. I note that the constraints on delivering infrastructure 
and large-scale capital projects gives us the opportunity to focus the budget on things that need to happen right 
now. A couple of things are at the heart of this. I will come to housing and homelessness in a moment. The services 
in that space are very important. However, even in the transport space, which I have been talking about, there is 
a real opportunity to pivot to some smaller projects that will give people a real transport choice. For the benefit of 
those members who want to follow along, page 601 of budget paper No 2 refers to what the government will be 
spending in the transport sector. I am interested in some of the smaller infrastructure projects that are done by local 
governments to give people choice for trips that are under five kilometres, such as between their home and their 
local schools and shops. It is disappointing that there has been a decline in the amount of money being spent on these 
projects. The budget refers to some very big-dollar and high-profile projects, such as the new bicycle path across 
the Swan River to connect with the Perth CBD, but the funding for key projects to give people choice in everyday 
transport is in decline. For example, page 601 refers to the bicycle boulevards program, formerly known as the 
Safe Active Streets program. That program had a budget of $4.2 million last year, and only $2.5 million of that was 
spent. That program has actually been discontinued. There is no money in the forward estimates for the Safe Active 
Streets program. That is a good program around making bike boulevards safer for cyclists and pedestrians by slowing 
down cars. I thought maybe that money has been transferred to the Western Australian bicycle network program, 
which is listed further down that page. The 2020–21 budget allocation for that program was $35 million, but, going 
forward, it drops quite substantially. The estimated actual for this year is down to $29 million, and next year it will 
drop further to $24 million. That decline in funding is a real concern for me. We should be investing in programs 
that give people transport choice, such as being able to take the trip to their local schools, shops and other facilities 
on a bike in a safe way. However, less and less money is being spent in this area. That will require a partnership 
between the state government and local government, but unfortunately we are not seeing that. As I said earlier, in 
many of these intensive and large infrastructure projects we are also competing for resources with the private 
sector in a very heated market. 
It is a similar case with housing and homelessness. It would be fair to say that we have a crisis in this area, or a very 
big challenge. I have some numbers that will give members an example of what has happened, certainly since the 
beginning of the COVID pandemic. From December 2019, pre-COVID, until now, applications for the priority 
housing wait list have increased by 129 per cent. That is extraordinary—129 per cent from the end of 2019 through 
to 30 April 2022. We have a very serious issue. Despite the large amount of funding that has been announced in 
this space, as we saw in last year’s budget, and we see it again in this year’s budget, much of that money is not being 
spent. A key example is that of the 3 300 public housing dwellings that were promised last year, only 400 have 
been built. We all understand why that is the case. It is a very tough market in which to get housing completed. That 
means we need to come up with different ways of doing things. I acknowledge that there are some good parts about 
this. One of those is the government’s spot purchase program. That is a very logical thing to do in this scenario. We 
see that will expand from $47.7 million to $139 million over the forward estimates. I acknowledge that those kinds 
of things need to happen. I notice that the spokesperson for House the Homeless WA talked about this and stated — 

“The WA Budget announcement of an additional $91.6 million for spot purchasing public housing next 
year is a necessary and welcome expansion of this vital policy, although insufficient to address the 
worsening crisis. It should allow the government to acquire more than 300 new homes for families in 
crisis, which must be made available immediately to address soaring waitlists and a total absence of any 
current accommodation.” 

Although some good things are happening in the housing space, there is a lack of a sense of urgency on how to get 
that priority waitlist down and how we address the housing crisis that is forcing too many people into homelessness. 
We have serious issues in that regard, and it will take more than a budget announcement from the government to 
address the issue. It will take serious work to get that budget money spent on the ground and delivered, which is 
a different thing. 
There is also an opportunity for more housing reform. This is a big one. I have been watching what is happening 
in the ACT. It is going through a transition from stamp duty to land tax, which is really interesting. I think there is 
unanimous agreement that stamp duty is a pretty dumb tax; it disincentives people from moving to appropriate 
housing. We see lots of couples or single people floating around in very large houses because they do not see much 
point in selling and moving into a smaller house if it means that they will be stung with a large amount in stamp 
duty. There is an opportunity to do that but, of course, doing that with land tax has complications. I raise this issue 
now because this budget has a huge surplus and now is the time to start doing these things. The government can 
fund the difference between land tax and stamp duty and enable people to downsize, which will result in more 
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efficient use of our housing stock. It will also encourage smaller, more diverse and appropriate housing throughout 
our community. These are some of the things that we need to do. A bizarre fact is that here in Western Australia, 
although we build some of the biggest houses in the world, they are occupied with the least number of people, yet 
we wonder why we have a housing crisis. There are many reasons for the housing crisis but, no doubt, that contributes 
in a way that is not good. It is not just the houses that we build, because housing affordability is also about making 
sure that houses are cheaper to run and energy efficient and, as we go towards affordability, making sure that they 
are efficient houses that are well insulated and facing the right way. All those kinds of things make a huge amount 
of sense, as does building them in the right place. 
I come back to a theme that I have talked about again and again in this place. At the moment, we are not building 
houses near existing train stations and linking the two nearly enough—in fact, nearly not at all. All the new housing 
around the Metronet stations is pretty far out and not where people want to live. Using existing stations and 
transit-oriented developments, TODs, needs to be a priority of this government and of budgets going forward. We 
must plan for that to happen. It is stated everywhere that we want to see that happen, but it is in the budgets that 
we see the truth about whether it is a priority, and there is nothing about that in this budget. 
I want to move on to a couple of other things. Certainly one of the areas in which the government’s policy or lack 
of action in housing and homelessness has been sharply criticised is in the area of youth housing. I will refer to 
a couple of quotes on this issue from the Youth Affairs Council of Western Australia, which stated that the lack 
of action to reduce the youth housing and homelessness crises is of great concern. It also stated that it has — 

… noted a sharp increase in youth homelessness in recent years, tied to rising inflation and the impact of 
COVID-19 on young people and the rental market. 
Urgent targeted investment is needed to relieve the burden on young people and ensure that they are not 
locked in insecure housing indefinitely and at increased risk of homelessness, and to support underfunded 
youth homelessness services. 

The chief executive officer of YACWA stated — 
“We cannot keep relying on crisis-based interventions—young people need approaches that prevent harm 
and keep them well. Young people and the community services sector have long talked about the need 
to fund dedicated youth housing-first models which recognise the unique causes and drivers of youth 
homelessness and intervene before they are entrenched.” 

Those are some of the gaps in the budget as we go forward. 
I turn to mental health. As I said, we are all pleased to see the significant new investment in health and mental 
health in this budget. We know that it is needed because the system is under immense pressure because of not 
only the COVID pandemic, but also the pressure it was under before the pandemic began in 2020. The role of the 
community-managed mental health sector is not clear; actually, it is largely absent, unfortunately, from many aspects 
of this budget. There has not been any meaningful change in the level of investment in prevention or community 
supports towards an optimal mix since the last budget. This is one of the criticisms I made about the last budget. 
There has been a very strong focus on the clinical end, but not enough focus on the prevention end. We need more 
of our mental health services directed towards servicing the community, not just the hospital system. More investment 
is needed to prevent people from reaching crisis point and being admitted into the hospital system. The adequate 
funding for optimal service mix is clearly outlined in the Mental Health Commission’s 10-year plan for 2015 to 2025. 
Two-and-a-half years from the plan finishing, we are still seeing disproportionate underinvestment in prevention 
and community support services, which, we know will enable people to continue to access the services they need 
close to home and, importantly, before they are in crisis and need to present to an emergency department. One of 
the things I would like to encourage the government to do is to increase funding in the prevention and community 
support space because we are far below the optimal service mix for a balanced mental system. In the 2022–23 budget, 
only 4.9 per cent of funding for mental service and alcohol and other drugs services is allocated to community 
support, and even less, 2.45 per cent, is allocated to prevention, which is nowhere near what is outlined in the strategy. 
Until we invest more in this space, we will continue to see pressure on the hospital system. At a time when our 
health system is in crisis, funding prevention and community support will alleviate pressures on EDs and hospitals 
and that goes without saying. Although there is good funding in this budget, we need to make sure that it is targeted 
to the right place. 
In conclusion, one of my favourite planners is Brent Toderian from Vancouver. When he was talking about local 
government, he said that he does not read their vision statements; rather, he reads their budgets because that is 
where the truth is found. I have decided that I am going to take that and modify it a little for how we look at the state. 
The truth about a government’s aspirations is not found in its media statements; rather, it is found in its budget. 
There are a few things in this budget to illustrate that, one being the electricity credit. I appreciate that this is a very 
popular move, one that people like, but it is extremely expensive at a cost of $455 million—almost half a billion 
dollars on electricity credit, which, I suspect—I will be blunt enough to say it—is not needed by any member in 
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this place. I suspect that there are plenty of people who got $400 and also $100 if they have a holiday house. It is 
a huge chunk of money that was not particularly well targeted. The Western Australian Council of Social Service 
questioned this move when it said that one in six families goes without a meal at least once a week. Giving every 
household an electricity credit of $400, whether or not they need it, is not smart. It falls short in providing targeted 
relief to lower income people, who have been doing it the toughest over the last two years of the pandemic. I think 
that is right. Rather than throwing a huge chunk of money like that back at everybody generally, it could have been 
targeted towards people who really need it, ensuring that it was seen as an investment to bring down household costs, 
not for just a year, but year after year for key people. That would have been a better use of that money. One of the 
key things that comes through from this budget for me is that it is a lost opportunity when we do just what is easy 
rather than what is best. 
I return now to the theme that comes through this budget on climate action. Perhaps one of the most depressing things 
is that this year the budget may end up spending more on encouraging fossil fuel projects, such as Woodside’s 
Browse project, than it will on reducing emissions through ideas such as incentivising electric vehicles. Members 
should think about that for a moment: the budget will spend more on encouraging emissions to rise through fossil 
fuels than it will on bringing down emissions through key programs such as incentivising EVs and the like. That is 
a real danger. As I said before, although the Climate Action Fund contains a large amount of money, not much action 
is attached to that fund. It is just a pot of money that will largely remain unspent this year. That is concerning. We 
need to get on with it and invest in climate action to bring down emissions in this state—the highest emissions in 
the country, with a population with the highest per capita emissions in the world—right now, and get them down this 
decade. It will have to happen and the longer we wait, the harder it will get. 
Another theme is around the big infrastructure that the state is investing in. The $100 million Tonkin Highway 
extension to north Ellenbrook is perhaps the best example of this. It will cost $100 million to extend the urban 
sprawl further into a region that we know has some climate indications around fire. Is that the best investment for 
the government to make now? Where is investment getting density, getting new houses where we want them, that 
will create a more liveable, more sustainable, more connected city? How will this city transition to net zero emissions 
if it keeps sprawling and extending the edges of development? 
To me, those are the key concerns. As I said, the budget contains some very good individual projects that need to 
be scaled up and tied to proper strategic plans and strategic thinking to take the state where it needs to be, whether 
it is addressing homelessness and housing, the sprawl in urban planning, or climate change. All those things still 
need further work and focus in budgets going forward. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Pierre Yang. 
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