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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 19 May on the following motion moved by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 4085A–E 
(budget papers 2016–17) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 12 May 2016. 

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [2.45 pm]: I am pleased to stand to make a contribution on the budget. 
Over recent months I have been doing a fair bit of work out on the campaign trail for the outstanding Labor 
candidate for Forrest, Lorrae Loud. We have been talking to voters throughout the region and getting feedback 
from them on the issues that are important to them and how they think the government has been performing. 
Although, we are dealing with a federal campaign, the one consistent message we keep getting back time and 
again is how unhappy, and in some cases angry, people throughout the region are with the Barnett government. 
There is a deep feeling that the Barnett government has blown its opportunity and has mismanaged the state’s 
finances. People tell us that they are financially worse off now than they have ever been. They are concerned that 
services and infrastructure throughout the region have not kept pace with population growth, despite having 
royalties for regions in place. They are concerned that the south west is being ignored and they are fed up with 
broken or empty promises by the Barnett government. People are genuinely sending us a message that they are 
judging how they are going to vote at this federal government based on the performance of the 
Barnett government, and they are not happy with it. 

People who have been rusted-on Liberal supporters their whole lives are telling me that they will not be voting 
Liberal at the next election. That is the depth of their anger and unhappiness with the performance of the 
Barnett government. They genuinely believe that the government does not deserve a third term in office. Who 
can blame them? The Barnett government has failed to deliver budget surpluses. The Liberals have presided over 
a catalogue of debt, deficits and broken promises. Living costs have risen hugely under the Barnett government 
and there have been significant increases in taxes. People are struggling financially. The state’s set of books have 
never been worse, a fact confirmed in the 2016–17 budget papers. In 2008 when Labor left office, state debt was 
$3.6 billion. It is now approaching $40.2 billion. A figure that was unimaginable in 2008 is now a reality that 
future generations are going to have to deal with. Unemployment is increasing, with the budget papers showing 
that the figure is approaching 100 people out of work. The reason for this is that the Liberal government has 
failed to invest in transformational projects that create long-term jobs, diversify the economy and attract private 
investment in jobs creation. For the last eight years the Barnett government has failed to deliver a jobs plan. 
Labor, through its hard work in opposition, has delivered a plan for jobs, and this includes commitments to 
innovation, tourism, manufacturing, skills, Brand WA, red tape reduction, science, hospitality, training, 
renewables, infrastructure, local content—an issue that is really significantly important in regional WA—
industrial land, the regions, Asian engagement and agriculture. That names just a few of the issues and areas 
covered by WA Labor’s plan for jobs. The government has done nothing. The government’s financial 
mismanagement has crippled this state. All of its plans to pay off the debt have failed to date. It is looking to sell 
government assets to pay for its financial mismanagement, but this is an equally reckless measure. What happens 
when everything is sold and nothing is left to sell? There is great concern in the community about the selling of 
government assets. That is also a message that has come through to us while we have been on the federal 
election campaign trail. I welcome the opposition leader’s announcement of a commission of inquiry and an 
audit of financial accountability. People I have spoken to want to know where the money has gone. However, the 
lack of transparency and accountability by this government has made it impossible to get answers. People 
deserve answers; after all, public money is being spent. A Labor government will give the community the 
answers they are looking for and ensure that this reckless financial mismanagement does not occur under its 
watch. 

I now turn to make some comments on my region—the south west. Madam Acting President (Hon Liz Behjat), 
can I just check the clock because it says I have 39 minutes left. Have I really spoken for that long already? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Yes, you have. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Okay. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Time flies when you’re having fun! 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Over the last eight years, the south west has been largely ignored by the Barnett 
government and certainly has not received its fair share of government investment and royalties for regions 
funding. I have made that point almost annually. Although some recent investment of royalties for regions 
funding has come our way, that is a bit of pork-barrelling before the state election to quieten voters’ concerns 
about the lack of investment in the region. With a rapidly growing population and a lack of investment in 
services and infrastructure, the south west is struggling. Its services and infrastructure are under significant 
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pressure. Time will not allow me to address all of those issues, as there are simply too many. I will use my time 
to cover a few of the pressure points in the south west region. 
Ice is a problem right across the nation. It is a significant problem in our state. Western Australia has one of the 
highest rates of methamphetamine use in the country—it is higher than the national average. The problem in the 
south west is significant and continues to grow. Back in 2014, one newspaper identified Bunbury as the state’s 
meth capital—a label no city wants. In Busselton, drug convictions were up 67 per cent in 2015. In the same 
year, Margaret River’s convictions had risen by a third. In the south west, detected drug offences more than 
doubled in 2014–15. The Australian Crime Commission’s “Illicit Drug Data Report” warned that ice had 
become a national pandemic. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order. Just to clarify that last point for you, I think that the clock was set at 
45 minutes when you have 60 minutes. Fifteen minutes will be added to your time. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: Thank you kindly, Madam Acting President. 
Drugs have been a significant problem in the south west for years. Those working in this area have long been 
calling for greater government resources and for a residential rehabilitation facility in the south west. For the last 
eight years I, along with the south west drug and alcohol team, counsellors and GPs in the area have been united 
in calling for a drug and alcohol residential rehabilitation facility in the south west. The increase in the 
availability of ice and the increase in the number of ice addicts in the south west have heightened the call in 
recent times for a residential rehabilitation facility in the south west. The former Minister for Health, 
Hon Kim Hames, initially dismissed my calls, saying that there was no demonstrated need for a residential rehab 
facility in the south west. The former minister made those ill-considered comments despite the mountain of 
evidence and calls from across the community for such a facility. The minister chose to ignore the fact that drug 
addicts in the south west have had, and continue to have, nowhere to go to get immediate help if they decide they 
want help to get off drugs. They face two to six-week wait times for an initial appointment to see a counsellor, 
and sometimes longer, and face equally long stretches of time in wait queues for access to rehabilitation facilities 
in the metropolitan area because there are no public rehabilitation facilities in the south west. Often the wait 
times prove too difficult for addicts and they are back using drugs and no longer interested in getting clean—
they have given up. The one message I hear repeatedly in the community is that when a drug addict decides they 
want help, they need to be able to access that help immediately. An appointment in two to six weeks is no good 
to them. They continue to use, they forget their appointment, and they feel they are useless and not worth 
helping. 
Police in the south west have done the best they can, with very limited resources, to deal with the ice problem. 
Police have had a bit of an impact at various times through targeted campaigns, but the truth is that no sooner 
have they closed down a meth lab than another one opens. When one drug trafficker is imprisoned, another one 
takes that person’s place. It is a never-ending cycle. The police are frustrated. They know that they cannot win 
the war on drugs as long as we continue to deal with it as a criminal problem only. We need 
a whole of-government approach. We need to deal with drugs as a health problem and we need to look to other 
countries that have had successful strategies and assess whether those strategies will deliver similar results here, 
or better outcomes than our current strategies are delivering. 
The negative effects expressed by users, such as psychosis and violence, are well documented. These effects 
have a knock-on effect in the wider community as meth is increasingly linked to domestic violence, sexual 
assaults and other crimes such as burglary. The impact on families is devastating. Parents are too scared to allow 
their addicted children into their homes for fear of their abusive behaviour while high on meth. The emotional, 
financial and health impact is taking its toll on most drug-affected families and is resulting in break-ups or 
worse. 
The WA Meth Strategy 2016 is a wholly inadequate response to the problem, and the funding allocated does not 
even scratch the surface of what is needed. The state’s mental health plan 2015–2025 gave some hope to the 
south west community, finally acknowledging a need for a 16-fold increase in community support available to 
people dealing with addiction and that four times the current number of community treatment services are 
needed. The mental health plan finally acknowledged the urgent need for a residential rehabilitation facility in 
the south west and that the commencement of construction of a facility is needed by 2017. Despite this plan, 
which is a state government plan, there was no funding commitment in the 2016–17 state budget to fund the 
facility. Without funding, there is no chance that this facility will be delivered within the time frame stipulated 
by the mental health plan. Yet again, the south west community feels let down by the Barnett government. There 
is no question that this facility is needed. The state’s mental health plan acknowledges this, yet the 
Barnett government continues to refuse to fund the facility. Every year, more than 300 people are forced to leave 
the south west to access treatment for drug dependency, meaning they, and their families, face long separations 
and long waiting times. Many more never get the help that they desperately need because of this problem—the 
lack of a local facility. 
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The government congratulated itself for committing in this budget $14.9 million over two years to the 
Mental Health Commission to combat the demand for meth and to deal with a problem that has been described 
as a pandemic. The government believes that it should be praised for its $14.9 million commitment over two 
years. It is not even a drop in the ocean, given the scale and nature of the problem. The additional 
52 rehabilitation beds and eight low-level medical withdrawal beds across the state that are to be funded with 
some of this money are not sufficient to meet current demand. The additional beds will be added to existing 
facilities. That means there will be no beds for the south west, despite the state’s mental health plan saying that 
rehabilitation beds are needed in the south west. The Minister for Mental Health, Andrea Mitchell, is reported in 
the government’s own media release as saying that meth users in crisis need early access to effective 
interventions to minimise the risk of their use, yet that does not appear to apply to meth users in the south west. 
It simply applies to meth users in the metropolitan area because the government has failed to deal with the issue 
in the south west region. The minister is also reported in the same media release as saying that families are 
crying out for more help to get their loved ones off this drug and this funding will provide extra residential 
rehabilitation services. When questioned on regional ABC radio about the government’s failure to fund the 
residential rehabilitation facility in the south west, the minister responded by saying, “Oh, well, sometimes 
people prefer to travel to Perth to get treatment. They prefer to be away from the community.” I suggest the 
minister build the facility for the Perth people in the south west and then we will all be very happy. The 
ill-considered responses we are getting are very, very scary. We are also finding that the minister is backtracking 
from the mental health plan. She has indicated that a residential drug rehabilitation facility may not actually be 
needed and that there are other options but she failed to explain what they might be. We now have 
a Minister for Mental Health who appears to be stepping away from the state’s own mental health plan, and it 
gives the community no faith at all that the government is committed to this plan in any way, shape or form, not 
to mention that none of the recommendations in the mental health plan have been funded by the government, so 
it is a disgrace. 
The government cannot say it is serious about addressing the meth problem if it continues to ignore the problem 
in the state’s meth capital, fails to adequately resource our police in the south west to deal with the problem, fails 
to adequately fund support services in the south west and fails to fund the rehabilitation facility its own mental 
health plan states is immediately needed in the region. The impact of meth on emergency departments is well 
reported, with numerous accounts of six or more people needed to hold down a meth addict on a high to 
administer medication so that they are a not a danger to themselves or others. Most hospital emergency 
departments in the south west are not equipped or resourced to deal with this problem, so patients are being 
transported to the Bunbury ED. Violent rampages fuelled by ice, which first responders—police and ambulance 
officers—face are also well documented and on the increase, yet our police officers in the south west often 
respond to these situations without adequate backup and support. Most of our ambulance crews are made up of 
volunteers or a combination of one volunteer and one paramedic crew. Only Bunbury crews comprise two 
paramedics, yet these volunteers are sent out to deal with violent ice addicts on a high. The situation is 
disgraceful and it is putting lives at risk, but this government continues to ignore it. Worse is the fact that ice and 
other drug addicts looking for help to get clean cannot access the services they need locally and in a timely 
manner. Families coping with an ice addict know only too well the consequences if services are not available 
during the all-too-short window when an addict understands they need help and asks for it. The delay could be 
the difference between life and death. This government has failed the people of the south west and the anger of 
people in the community is growing. They want action, not a government that continues to ignore them. The 
community is fed up with this government’s empty promises, report after report and announcement after 
announcement of funding commitments while nothing happens. 
Another example of this government’s empty promises is the promise at the last election to deliver a subacute 
mental health facility in Bunbury. Four years later we are still waiting. Last year’s budget included $13 million 
of royalties for regions funding for the construction of the subacute mental health facility in Bunbury, yet there is 
no evidence of any progress with the project despite the money being in the budget. When I have asked about the 
status of the project, the Minister for Mental Health has said that its construction depended on the confirmation 
of funding, yet the funding was confirmed in the budget delivered last financial year, a fact that her colleague the 
Minister for Regional Development was only too willing to confirm in response to media inquiries after the 
minister’s ill-considered answer. The Minister for Mental Health clearly is not across her portfolio and needs to 
get on top of it very quickly. 
Funding was announced also for a youth suicide prevention coordinator for the south west, yet to date no-one has 
been appointed to the position. It is a disgrace that this government is focused on newspaper headlines and as 
soon as it has a newspaper headline, it fails to deliver. That has happened time and again across the south west. 
Last October, the former Minister for Mental Health announced a targeted youth mental health initiative for the 
Pilbara and the south west. More than six months later, the service is yet to commence in the south west. Our 
region’s needs are pressing, yet the Barnett government continues to provide only lip-service to the south west. 
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At the last election the government promised also to relocate a government office to Bunbury to deliver jobs to 
Bunbury. Four years later there have been lots of announcements and lots of media coverage but still no business 
plan, no concept plan, no environmental assessment and no planning or environmental approvals. The 
government refuses to answer questions about the many challenges the site presents and why it is taking so long 
to get started—just more empty promises from this government. 

I now want to briefly talk about education and training and this government’s funding cuts to our schools in the 
south west region, the impact that is having on the quality of education our students are receiving and the 
complete hash this government has made of the training sector. We have received countless assurances by the 
Minister for Education that no cuts to funding have been made to our schools, yet we have all seen the reality of 
these cuts. Education assistants have been lost or their hours have been significantly cut because schools can no 
longer afford to employ them. A number of literacy and numeracy programs in schools have been targeted with 
funding cuts. We have been told that the student-centred funding model has delivered more funding to students 
and more targeted funding to students in need of extra support. I have challenged this on numerous occasions 
and the minister has repeatedly told me that I do not understand, that I am wrong and that my calculations based 
on the answers he has provided to my questions in this place about funding per student are simply wrong. It is 
time we let the facts speak for themselves. The 2015 National Assessment Program — Literacy and Numeracy 
results reveal that the vast majority of schools in the south west are performing at a level below the national 
average. In answer to my questions, the minister has confirmed that those same schools received less funding 
per student this year. The Barnett government student-centred funding model is clearly failing to provide south 
west schools with the resources and the support they require to attain the national average scores in NAPLAN, 
which we all know are pretty low-bar in any event. This situation is just disgraceful and it is impacting on the 
opportunities these students will have in the future. This year, most primary schools in the south west had more 
students yet received less funding per student to educate them. Funding provided by the Barnett government to 
south west schools has been reduced and at the same time the federal government has refused to honour 
years 5 and 6 of the Gonski funding—further cuts to our schools. Our schools cannot improve students’ 
performance unless they are provided with the resources they need to do so. At the end of the day, the failure to 
do this is impacting on students. Those 2015 NAPLAN results are a clear illustration that there is a problem with 
the level and quality of the education being provided in the south west. The current system under the 
Barnett government is failing south west students and needs to be urgently addressed before the problem 
becomes worse. 

The government introduced the requirement that Western Australian Certificate of Education students either sit 
the Australian Tertiary Admission Rank or achieve a certificate II qualification to pass their WACE. I think that 
is a good policy position; there is a lot of merit to it. However, I am not so sure about its implementation. The 
student-centred funding model is about ensuring that schools are adequately funded to deliver 
certificate II qualifications, but the reality is very different. I have heard reports from parents expressing concern 
about the range of certificate II courses being offered by high schools in the region and questioning the value of 
some of the certificate II courses on offer. They have also highlighted the lack of interest of young boys in the 
courses and the struggle to get them to classes. Many schools are offering certificate II in retail, kitchen service 
and community services because they are relatively cheap to deliver, but young boys are not interested in those 
courses and are often disruptive in class or do not turn up. Concern has also been raised about the cost of 
certificate II courses to students and the lack of consistency across the schools in the fees being charged. I asked 
the minister a detailed question about this, and I will provide an example of the response I received. There is no 
charge to a student to enrol in a certificate II in plumbing at Mount Barker High School, Eaton Community 
College and Denmark High School, whereas at Manea Senior College it costs $2 320 and $320 at 
Dalyellup College. 

Hon Peter Collier: What course was that? 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Certificate II in plumbing. 

It costs $3 320 to do a certificate II in plumbing at Australind Senior High School but there is no charge at 
Albany Senior High School. Bunbury Senior High School does not offer it at all because the cost to students was 
too prohibitive for them to enrol in the course. This is a clear example of when a postcode makes all the 
difference to the cost of a child’s education. A student in the Australind catchment area who wants to do 
a certificate II in plumbing is charged $3 320 while a student at Dalyellup College is charged only $320, yet if 
the student lived in Albany, there would be no charge at all. I do not understand this. These are all public schools 
that are all being funded on the student-centred funding model, which is supposed to be delivering sufficient 
funds to these schools to subsidise the education of students, which includes the vocational education and 
training courses, yet there is a massive discrepancy across the region in the type of certificate II courses on offer 
and the costs to students enrolling in those certificate II courses. This is a major problem. It is not unique to the 
certificate II in plumbing; it is right across the board. It does not make any sense and it is unfair and inequitable. 
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If a student chooses to go to TAFE rather than stay at school, the government cap of, I think, $495 would have 
applied to enrolment in the certificate II in plumbing. It is not clear to me whether it is the government’s strategy 
to discourage students to stay in school and encourage them to leave school to go to TAFE. If that is the 
government’s strategy, why has it not explained this to parents and saved them thousands of dollars, because 
some parents are paying thousands of dollars for their children to do a certificate II in plumbing? The irony in all 
this for a parent living in the south west who has shelled out $3000-plus to put their son or daughter through 
a certificate II in plumbing at high school is that the South West Institute of Technology does not offer 
a certificate III in plumbing. If students complete a pre-apprenticeship certificate II in plumbing and want to get 
an apprenticeship in plumbing, they need to move out of the region to do so; indeed, they need to move to Perth, 
which would incur a whole lot of additional costs. The system is a mess. The government never told parents that 
the requirement to do a certificate II to obtain the WACE would cost them thousands of dollars. It should have 
done that because I think the response might have been quite different. It makes no sense to me that there is such 
a difference in and discrepancy between what is on offer at public schools and why a postcode influences 
whether students do a certificate of their choosing rather than a certificate II that their parents can afford or that 
the school will subsidise. We are supposed to be providing a pre-apprenticeship education to get kids ready to go 
into apprenticeships and careers, but that is not happening. They need a certificate II to pass their WACE and 
that certificate II can be in anything. That really is not good enough. As I said, I am not opposed to the certificate 
II requirement for WACE; however, the implementation of this policy has been really poor. We need to ensure 
that schools offer certificate II courses that are of interest to the students and that provide them with real 
apprenticeship and employment opportunities that are affordable and not dependent on the person’s postcode. 

The training centres funded by the federal government need to be looked at. As I understand it, they are 
underutilised, struggling financially and charging massive fees for the use of the centres, which is resulting in 
a number of those high fees that are being charged to students for some of the courses. This is a very important 
resource. A massive funding investment has been put into the training centres and they need to be better utilised 
and regulated. I am not too sure who is managing the training centres. They were constructed by the federal 
government but neither the federal government nor the state government provide them with funding for their 
operations. They sit there largely unused, which is a disgrace. We need to do better. 

I now turn to training. We have seen a 515 per cent increase in the cost of TAFE courses under the 
Barnett government, which has made TAFE unaffordable for many in our community. At a time of rising 
unemployment and increasing demand for a skilled workforce, this is a disgraceful outcome. In 2014, TAFE 
enrolments in Bunbury were down by 7.2 per cent, which was higher than the average decline across regional 
Western Australia of 2.6 per cent. TAFE enrolments were down by 29.6 per cent in Manjimup, 30.2 per cent in 
Collie, 15.2 per cent in Margaret River and 15.4 per cent in Busselton. In 2015, enrolments were down by 
4.9 per cent in Bunbury, 7.9 per cent in Busselton and 18.1 per cent in Margaret River. With those sorts of 
results, I do not think that the minister and the government can say that the massive increase in the cost of TAFE 
courses has not had an impact. These are really disturbing figures. At the same time that this has been happening, 
the government has cut funding to TAFEs, resulting in courses being cut and much reduced contact hours for 
students. In semester 1 in 2015, 150 unique courses were offered by SWIT. However, in semester 1 in 2016, just 
118 courses were offered, which is a significant drop in the number of courses on offer. We keep being told that 
students who cannot afford TAFE fees can apply for VET FEE-HELP, but that is not the case. We know that 
VET FEE-HELP is not available for all courses. Just 18 of the courses offered in semester 1 in 2016 at SWIT 
were able to access VET FEE-HELP, which is only 15.2 per cent of all courses on offer. The rest of the students 
cannot access VET FEE-HELP and have to make their own way with no financial assistance, and that is having 
an impact on enrolments because they simply cannot afford it. The result of this massive effort of the 
government in training is that people are paying more for their certificates while getting less from TAFE. 

We know that on the state priority occupation list training attracts the highest rate of government subsidy, 
providing incentives for students to study for priority qualifications. However, 21 priority occupations identified 
in the south west workforce development plan were not included in the state’s priority occupation list. I have no 
idea why. What is the point of developing a south west workforce development plan, identifying the priority 
needs of the region and then not including them in the state priority occupation list? It makes no sense at all. 
With this discrepancy, it is unlikely that the workforce development needs of the region will be addressed. 

We know that take-ups of apprenticeships and traineeships have declined significantly. A story in the 
Bunbury Herald today confirms this, and I quote from this story headed “Apprenticeship crisis Costs discourage 
workers, business” — 

THE boss of Bunbury’s biggest group training provider has called for government reform to address 
a decline in apprenticeships, which he said would have severe ramifications for the region. 
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Apprenticeship and Traineeship Company chief executive officer Stan Liaros said it was the first time 
during his 15 years in the role that employers the company had long-term relationships with had been 
unwilling to take on new apprentices. 
Mr Liaros said he had “never experienced times like this” and believed it would have long-term 
implications for industries. 
“As far as universal sentiment and confidence goes, this is one of the most challenging periods I’ve 
been involved with,” he said. 
“In relative terms, there has been an obvious further drop in confidence and take-up rates of 
apprenticeships.” 

There it is, by somebody who is in the business and knows better than most of us: there needs to be action by 
government to deal with this problem. At the same time we are seeing a decline in the take-up of 
apprenticeships, the federal government has axed the really successful adult apprenticeship scheme. Again, we 
have to ask ourselves why, and what are the priorities of the Liberal government at the state and federal level in 
this area, because their priority setting seems to be completely wrong to me? I have worked on a number of stalls 
in the region over the year, and time and again people in their 20s and 30s have come up to me and said that they 
did not pay enough attention when they were at school; they were not interested in school and thought they did 
not need an education. They said that they have been out in the workforce, working in a low-paid job for a lot of 
years, and they had got married and started a family but they now appreciated that they could not provide for 
their family on the income they were earning. They said that they wanted to go back to TAFE to upskill so that 
they could get a better job and to provide for their family but  the massive increase in TAFE fees has made this 
absolutely impossible for them to do. Added to that is the fact that VET FEE-HELP is not available for 
apprenticeship courses because they are all certificate III courses and VET FEE-HELP is not provided for 
certificate III courses. We have a massive problem. 
I would think that the government would understand the value in upskilling the workforce. I would think the 
government would understand the value in providing incentives to business to take on apprenticeships. I would 
think the government would understand the benefits of offering incentives, as it has done in the past, for adult 
apprenticeships because an employer faced with taking on a 17-year-old at a much reduced rate of pay compared 
with a 22-year-old or a 25-year-old is always going to take the option that will be less financially demanding on 
the business. However, those older apprentices have a lot to offer a business and we should be providing people 
with that opportunity to upskill and to improve their personal circumstances. That is what TAFE was set up to do 
but is no longer delivering. I have been raising these concerns for some time now and calling on the government 
to do more to improve incentives to employers to take on apprenticeships. At the same time as we are seeing 
a decline in the take-up of apprenticeships, the government has axed the very successful adult apprenticeship 
scheme, which I have spoken about. 
At my last meeting with the Bunbury Chamber of Commerce and Industries I raised this issue of declining 
apprenticeships in the region and my concern that employers were not taking on apprentices, and that it would 
not be long before there was an improvement in market confidence and employers would be looking for skilled 
workers and would not be able to find them, and they would be complaining to government that they were not 
available. We need an ongoing investment by business in the apprenticeship scheme. I asked the chamber what 
sort of incentives businesses needed to take on apprentices. I have to tell members that I was completely 
underwhelmed by the response I got, which was nothing, because it was something the chamber had not given 
any thought to. I would have thought it would be a pretty significant issue for the chamber to give consideration 
to, and I had at least hoped that, as in the past, the response from the chamber would have been, “Adele, we 
don’t know, but we’ll survey our members and get back to you.” I did not even get that. It is extraordinary that 
everyone has their head in the sand. What is the point of getting our year 11 and 12 students to do a certificate II 
pre-apprenticeship course if they then cannot get an apprenticeship? Do we really want a growing unskilled 
workforce in this country? Has that not been the problem that has been identified for centuries? There is the need 
to skill our workforce, yet the government’s policy settings in this area are completely wrong and are delivering 
the completely wrong results—not the results that we need if we want to make sure that we have a strong, viable 
economic future in this state. 
At the same time, we have seen a flood of training providers into the sector. Many of these are unscrupulous 
training providers are in there just to get the cash. We have all read the reports of these training providers 
delivering certificates of little value. Over $1 billion has been delivered through government subsidies to 
students enrolled in training courses, some of whom never complete the courses and some who never even turn 
up for one class. This is a reckless waste of taxpayer money. This is money that could be used to provide 
incentives for businesses to take on apprenticeships. At the same time, I have been getting representations from 
the scrupulous training providers—the people who have been in the sector for a very long time who are 
committed to training and want to deliver quality training—saying that they have been undercut by these 
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unscrupulous training providers. In order to remain competitive and to stay in business, they will need to start 
cutting the quality of the courses that they are offering and to find ways to stay afloat. This is not a good 
outcome. We are on this spiral to the bottom in the way we are dealing with the training sector and we need to do 
something to address the problem before it gets any worse. 

Having two levels of registration, at a state and a federal level, makes no sense at all. It is two lots of red tape 
that training providers that are operating in both sectors need to go through. Our state training regulator is so 
under-resourced that it does desktop audits. A desktop audit is a complete and utter waste of time. If the 
regulator is not going out into the location where the training is being provided and evaluating the quality of that 
training, it is not doing a proper evaluation. A desktop audit is close to useless, yet that is what is being done at 
a state level. Quite frankly, we should look at axing the state regulator and simply having the national scheme, 
and the money we save from that can be provided as an incentive to business to employ apprentices. I think that 
would deliver a much better outcome for the country. 

The whole of the training sector is a mess. Everyone who operates in it is concerned about it. They keep telling 
the opposition the same thing, and I am sure they are telling members on the government benches as well as me, 
yet there seems to be no action in addressing the problems. Complaints are made about unscrupulous training 
providers, but very little result comes from those complaints. It is simply not good enough. It will not be long 
before businesses start complaining that the people they employ with a certificate III qualification do not have 
the skills to do the job because of what is happening in the training sector. We urgently need to address the issue. 
This government has made a mess of training and it needs to start giving it a higher priority.  

One of the other issues is the casualisation of the workforce, which is a significant problem throughout the south 
west where many of the jobs in hospitality and retail are casual. The workers do not know how many hours they 
will get from week to week; they are at the mercy of the employer. This is a significant problem. Some people 
say, “It’s not a problem, Adele, because they can get two or three casual jobs, and that will fill them up to 
a full-time job.” The reality is that workers cannot control the hours the employers offer them, which makes 
managing those sorts of situations near impossible. Members can be sure that the employers do and do not want 
the workers at exactly the same times, so it does not help with a steady income flow. It is a major problem. 

We have also seen that government policy on the payment of non-government organisations has introduced the 
casualisation of that workforce. Under the National Disability Insurance Scheme system, NGOs are not paid 
a bucket sum of money to provide the service. The money is provided to the client, who then purchases the 
service. That means that NGOs do not retain full-time staff because they have no capacity to. For example, when 
my father was in his last weeks of life and we were caring for him at home, we needed to get private carers to 
assist. I rang private carers and one company said to me, “Yes, sure, we can provide this carer service for your 
father.” I said, “Great; can someone start tomorrow?” The company said someone could not, and that it would 
take six to eight weeks. I thought: what do you mean it will take six to eight weeks? The company actually had 
to advertise the job and employ somebody. Because of the way it is funded, it simply does not have the funding 
to retain full-time staff. We had no idea who we were going to get or their level of qualifications. In some cases 
the carers were outstanding; in other cases they were probably not very well suited for the jobs they were doing. 
The person who suffers at the end of the day is the patient who needs the care. When families are in crisis and 
look for those sorts of support services, they need them immediately. Waiting six to eight weeks is just too long 
a wait. My concern is for the employees of these industries because it has become a casualised workforce. 

Everyone knows we all need somewhere to live and a roof over our heads; casual workers cannot obtain 
a mortgage from a bank because they have no guaranteed employment and do not know how many hours they 
will get from week to week. They have neither job security nor security of income, and no bank will loan money 
if it is not sure that someone will be able to meet the repayments. This is creating a massive pressure on social 
and public housing that will worsen in time to come. It is also creating a significant pressure on crisis 
accommodation, because when people are thrown out of private rentals, they very quickly need crisis 
accommodation. The south west has precious little crisis accommodation. During the eight years of this 
Barnett government only six additional beds have been provided as a women’s refuge in Busselton. That has 
been the extent of the government’s investment in emergency housing in the south west, despite the fact that the 
demand for emergency housing is growing at a fast rate. The failure of this government to address the 
casualisation of the workforce is making more and more employees vulnerable to those sorts of financial 
pressures, putting a greater strain on social and public housing, which it has not addressed either, resulting in 
mental health problems because people are stressed. They are circumstances that most of us do not know about 
and do not appreciate because we are in full-time jobs. We know the hours we will be working and the income 
we can rely on. I cannot imagine what it would be like for a single parent with only casualised employment 
raising a family. I cannot imagine how they sleep at night or manage. 

This government is doing nothing to address these issues, but these are the real-life concerns of people in the 
community. They do not give a toss about half the things we talk about; they want to know how they will pay the 
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rent. They want to know how they will put food on the table. If we are not talking their language, they are not 
interested, and rightly so. We cannot continue to ignore the very real problems in our community. This 
government has done nothing in eight years and it really needs to start addressing these issues, particularly in the 
south west. No wonder many of the people I have spoken to have said that this government does not deserve 
a third term. 
One of the other issues that concerns me is the lack of immediately available mental health services in the 
south west. People with mental health problems often come to my office because I have been speaking 
publicly on mental health issues for a long time. My staff, who are not counsellors and who do not have any 
special expertise in the area, are faced with dealing with people with mental health problems. Often, these 
people tell us their GPs do not understand and dismiss them, and they will not go to the hospital emergency 
department because they are scared of being put into the psychiatric unit at Bunbury. They are turning to us 
for help. We have rung all the services in the south west to see where we can refer these constituents, and all 
have a referral requirement from a GP. When the constituent says they do not want to talk to their GP because 
they cannot get through to their GP and the GP does not understand, it is not a great starting point. The 
services also have two or more weeks’ wait time for a first appointment, which is, again, not very helpful if 
someone is in the middle of a mental health crisis. 
I wrote to the Minister for Mental Health seeking advice. The reply was to contact the agencies I had already 
contacted, after having explained in my letter to her that the wait times are just impractical. I was also told to 
tell the constituents to phone Lifeline WA. Are we serious? These people are in the middle of a crisis and 
want to talk to someone. They want to see someone who will pay attention, really listen and understand their 
problem, but they are being told to talk to a faceless person at the other end of a phone. If that option would 
have worked for them, they would have done that before walking into my office. The minister’s response to 
the situation in the region is completely inadequate. My staff have expressed concern that they are left to deal 
with this situation without the appropriate supports. Their concern is that one of those constituents, after 
leaving the office, will feel they have not received the help they need and may take their own life, leaving my 
staff to deal with the consequences. It is an awful situation. We need better training for our electorate officers 
who are placed in that position, and we need to make sure local services are available for people in crisis. 
Another issue that has come to light is the lack of services and facilities in the region for children with mental 
health problems. There are absolutely none, and it is a significant problem. One of the NGOs in the region 
that spoke to me recently said it is the only NGO that provides youth crisis accommodation. It provides three 
to six beds, depending on the combination of male and female youths that present because it needs to ensure 
some separation for the youths’ own protection. Six youth crisis accommodation beds in the whole of the 
south west is completely unacceptable. The beds are unsupervised, so there is no-one to provide the youth 
with mental health problems with the support they need or provide the other youths sharing that 
accommodation with the level of protection and support they might need. It is a completely unacceptable 
situation. The government knows the problem exists yet it continues to do nothing about it. We have kids 
living on the street as a result of this. This is simply unacceptable. 
One of my other concerns is that the government policy for issuing funding to non-government organisations 
is changing. Its criteria is preferencing large national NGOs over local NGOs. The result is that the 
community contacts that those local NGOs have built up over time and the business and community support 
that they receive are being lost. Once we have lost those local NGOs, which provide a whole lot more value 
for money than a nationally based NGO could ever provide, we will not be able to get them back. It really 
concerns me that this is happening behind the scenes with more and more contracts being lost by locally based 
NGOs in favour of nationally based NGOs. I am concerned about the implications for our regional 
communities. This government said through royalties for regions that it would support local decision-making 
and it would support buying locally, yet the policy settings on a range of issues are not delivering that result, 
and that is a great concern to me. It is a concern that we in this place should share because the value that we 
are getting from those locally based NGOs for the community are far greater than we could ever get from 
nationally based NGOs. I leave that with the government to have a really good look at its policy settings and 
its criteria for funding NGOs. 
The other issue, of course, is the three-year contracts, which in many cases have become one-year contracts. 
We cannot employ qualified people if we cannot give them some security of employment and we cannot do 
that with one-year contracts. We cannot even give security of service when we have only one-year contracts. 
It is a significant problem and it really needs to be addressed by government. People in crisis need some 
security that the service they went to last time will be there for them again. If we want quality people filling 
those positions in those services, we need to provide them with some security of employment. 
In the last month alone, the federal government announced significant funding cuts for a number of its 
programs that provided through NGOs in the South West Region. I know that seven people employed with an 
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NGO in Albany lost their jobs and another two in Busselton were forced to job-share to continue to have some 
form of employment while one or other of them looks for other employment. It really is an unsatisfactory 
position and the result is a reduction in the services being provided in the community, which are desperately 
needed. 

On a completely separate issue, I just want to touch very quickly on infrastructure. The South West Region 
developed the Roads to Export plan some eight years ago. For eight years I have been standing in this place 
asking this government what it is doing to fund some of those investment projects. We cannot attract more 
investment into the south west without these projects being funded. The rail lines to the port are at capacity. If 
we do not have a dualling of the rail lines, we cannot attract any more industry into the South West Region, yet 
this government has done nothing to address that. 
The Bunbury port had a structure plan for its expansion approved about eight years ago. That has not progressed 
anywhere under this government. Again, if we do not have a viable port, we will not attract more industries into 
the region and deliver the job creation that is desperately needed for the growing population. The Bunbury Outer 
Ring Road is a three-stage road. The first stage of the road was funded by the former Labor state and federal 
governments. Under this government and the Abbott and Turnbull governments, there has been zero 
advancement of that project. One stage of the project is completed and the other two stages of the project are still 
pending. This is a major infrastructure road that is needed in the South West Region. 
If people think that I am just whingeing on around here, I want to draw members’ attention to the Committee for 
Economic Development of Australia’s latest report, “Regional development in Western Australia”, which 
provides evidence of the underfunding to the South West Region. The CEDA report shows that the south west is 
the most populated region in the state, makes the second-highest contribution to gross state product and has the 
second-highest rate of population growth, but it is still not receiving the government investment it needs to meet 
its potential. The report recognises the inadequate infrastructure provision, particularly in transport, as inhibiting 
regional growth, yet the Barnett government has failed to fund any of these significant infrastructure projects. 
Infrastructure Australia has recognised the top 20 infrastructure investment hotspots in Western Australia and 
Bunbury is one of them, yet there has been zero investment by this state government or by the federal 
Liberal government in infrastructure in the South West Region, particularly in roads. This needs to change. 
HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [3.45 pm]: I also rise to make my contribution this afternoon 
on the budget papers that were handed down in May this year. I thank my colleague Hon Adele Farina for the 
comprehensive contribution that she has just given. It is really disappointing to hear in her speech just how little 
has been done in the regions and in particular in the South West Region. 
My contribution will be more focused on the region that I represent, the East Metropolitan Region. Last year, 
many members on this side of the house stood in here and said, “This is the worst budget in WA’s history.” 
Now, only 12 months later, we are saying exactly the same thing: this is the worst budget in WA’s history. I do 
not like to think of myself as a negative person. I would like to think that I am quite optimistic and pretty 
easy-going. 
Hon Kate Doust: Sunny and bright. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I thank Hon Kate Doust. When we have a budget such as this, it is really hard to 
find the positives. I say that because this government has produced a $3.69 billion deficit, the greatest deficit in 
WA’s history. Not only that, it is up from the $2.7 billion deficit in last year’s budget. Premier Colin Barnett has 
promised that he would never lead a government that would take the state’s books into deficit. We are not only 
a bit in deficit; we are in deficit by $3.96 billion. That is one reason I do not talk about this budget kindly. The 
second reason is that under the Barnett government debt is set to skyrocket to $40 billion by 2018–19. This 
comes after we have heard from our Premier that he would not lead a government with debt going beyond 
$20 billion. That is set to double. That is a huge amount, in anybody’s language, to try to manage. Managing that 
level of debt and deficit will not be easy. It will affect Western Australians for many future generations. The 
government’s economic irresponsibility, its mismanagement of the state’s finances and its lack of ability to 
manage the WA economy from the recent mining boom concern me. The people who then have to pay for this 
mismanagement are not only those who can least afford it in our communities and in our society, but it is also 
our future generations. People such as my two gorgeous nieces who are four and one, Bobby and Rory, will now 
be faced with this huge debt. They are the ones who will have to pay for this state’s mismanagement. It is not so 
much us, but our children and our grandchildren and their children who will then have to work out how to get by 
with this level of debt and deficit. 
The government has put forward a plan for a fire sale of public assets. We on this side do not believe in 
privatisation; selling off public assets is a short-term gain. The Liberal Party seems to be having a lot of 
difficulty getting its own side to agree on the sale of public assets, and that is the only vision that I can see in this 
budget of paying back this debt and deficit the government has created. If the Liberal Party cannot organise 
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within its own party room to do that, I am not sure whether it could even think of different options of how to 
tackle this going forward. Maybe it is concerned or worried about it; maybe it is not sure it is going to be in 
government next year. I do not know. However, I think it exposes a lack of vision on the part of the government. 
The government is looking and acting tired. The government has no vision for how WA will look not only in the 
next year or the next election year, but also in the next five to 30 years. Western Australians, quite rightly, 
should be able to ask: what is WA going to look like and why do governments not plan beyond election cycles? 
We need to invest in WA’s most important assets, and that is our people. What I mean by that is we need to be 
looking to the future about where the growing areas are and where we need to invest to make sure that there are 
job opportunities in those growing areas. It is areas such as renewable energy and innovation that we need to be 
looking to invest in. It is not acceptable to say that now that it is 2016 and the mining boom is over we had better 
quickly find money to invest in those areas now. That needed to happen some time ago so that we could have 
transitioned from being a mining and resource state and to make sure that when we knew that this downturn was 
going to come—because everybody knew except for the Liberal government apparently—we planned for this 
time and so that when it came to the downturn the state was ready and able to get through this rather difficult 
period. We are in the situation now where a lot of people are struggling to find full-time employment and job 
security. The downturn has affected a lot of people and after talking to constituents they are really disappointed 
that no planning took place by this government. Economists across the country could see it happening, but 
no-one on the other side apparently could. 

I would like to have a government that is able to take advantage of the different opportunities that are going to come 
about in renewable technologies and innovation. Despite the record revenues that this Liberal government managed, 
I am not sure where the state’s economy is heading in the next couple of years. It is going to get even harder for 
many people. If the government is not prepared to plan responsibly, what will happen to those who are ready to 
graduate from TAFE and university; there will be no job opportunities. When this government got into power, it 
was handed the best set of books that the state had seen. I really do not understand how it has been able to destroy 
the state’s finances in such a short period of time. I admit that it is a balancing act. We need to invest in the state, 
spend money, build hospitals and schools, and make sure that there is investment in transport and infrastructure and 
all those things, but at the same time we need to balance that by making sure that there is a secure safety net for 
those vulnerable people within our community when they fall into hardship and on tough times, which is what we 
are seeing now. We also need to have the foresight to recognise that we are a mining state, and so what happens 
after the boom? That is how this government has let down the Western Australian community. 

Since the election, particularly since 2013, this government has broken promise after promise to the public, 
whether around debt and deficit, transport projects or cost of living; the list is pretty much endless. That also 
leads to a lot of uncertainty within the community. People are finding it difficult and they do not trust what the 
government has to say. They have lived through it; they know that what was promised in 2013 did not eventuate. 
What is going to happen next year when we go through the next process? I think people are looking for 
a positive plan and vision for this state. With the Leader of the Opposition Mark McGowan we will certainly be 
able to provide that positive plan and vision and to make sure that everyone in this state has the opportunity to 
succeed and support themselves and their families. We want to make sure that we are working for the people of 
this state, not against them. We want to create jobs. It is important that governments not only create jobs, 
reinvigorate the training sector, build infrastructure that will sustain us into the future and to create what we want 
WA to look like in terms of our public transport vision, but also, and it is difficult, it needs to then try to manage 
the safety net for those most vulnerable in this state. To be honest we are best placed to do that because we have 
not seen that happen so far under this government. 

I want to comment on the cost of living and the pressures of the cost of living because this is a really big issue in 
the East Metropolitan Region. I am sure I am not the only member for whom this is their electorate’s number one 
issue. On a weekly basis constituents come to see me to tell me they are struggling with their household budgets 
and increases to their cost of living. One example I would like to share is a 71-year-old constituent who cares for 
her adult son who suffers from cerebral palsy. This constituent and her husband are retired and largely live off 
and rely on the aged pension. Much of the money they receive from the aged pension goes towards supporting 
their adult son who, because of his medical condition, is unable to work. He also struggles with the cost of his 
medical treatments and living expenses because he also relies on government income. The constituent visited me 
a week or so ago because she had been told that her son’s medical treatments would no longer be subsidised and 
as a result it is going to cost up to $1 200 a year in additional treatment, which would need to be paid by this 
constituent and her husband because their son is not in a position to afford it given that he is on a government 
pension. This couple, who are in their seventies, do not have a choice but to try to find that money because, of 
course, they want the best possible treatment for their son. His treatment is expensive but it is vitally important 
that he receives it, particularly in their eyes, because it gives him so much more mobility and enables him to do 
so much more in his current condition. They are going to try to do whatever they can on their already stretched 
tight pension to make sure they can find that money. These are the constituents who do not have that kind of 
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money. They do not have the disposable income that some of us do. They already have a rather stretched 
household budget, so trying to find an extra $1 200 is very stressful. That is why she came to see whether I could 
do something to help. She is not alone. A lot of people who come into my electorate office are adversely 
impacted by the challenges they face with rising costs of living. This government in particular has a really poor 
cost-of-living track record. One could say it has been irresponsible in its massive cost-of-living increases. It ends 
up marginalising people in WA who are already struggling and doing it tough. It increases the gap between the 
haves and the have-nots. 

During the 2013 state election campaign, the Premier promised, as he did many things, that his government 
would keep electricity price increases at or around the rate of inflation. We all know that did not happen. He has 
no credibility on that issue. Water and electricity charges went up by three per cent and 4.35 per cent 
respectively and emergency service charges went up by 3.8 per cent—all above the rate of inflation. Looking at 
those in isolation, one might think they are not huge increases. I imagine to all of us they are very manageable 
increases that can be accommodated in our household budgets, but if we look at it over the life span of this 
government, electricity charges have risen by 90 per cent, motor vehicle charges have increased by more than 
36 per cent, water charges have increased by more than 66 per cent, public transport has increased by more than 
30 per cent and emergency services levies have increased by more than 88 per cent. Looked at over the life span 
of this government, they are huge increases to the cost of living and have a huge impact on a number of 
community members in WA. 

On one hand there have been increases to household fees and charges; on the other hand, very important rebates 
and concessions have been scrapped by the government. The people who are already hurting the most and 
struggling to meet the household budget are now losing out on vitally important rebates and concessions. 
Services that they would have normally been able to go to are now no longer there, such as financial counselling 
services. For the people who most require it, those services have been taken away. It may seem like a small 
amount to members but for many people in our electorates this has been a huge struggle. It always has 
a disproportionate impact on those who are most vulnerable in our community. That is very disappointing, 
especially in a state where many people have lost their jobs because of the mining boom. Things will only get 
more difficult as we go on. 

I want to share with the house an article that was on the front page of our local newspaper, the Southern Gazette, 
on 7 June this year. It highlights the negative impact that the cost of living has on many people in this state. The 
article is titled “Cupboard bare for many: Thousands Going Hungry” and is written by Tim Slater. It states — 

A NEW Foodbank survey has shown one in six Australians did not have enough food at least once in 
the past 12 months. 

The Foodbank annual hunger report said more than 153,000 people across WA were assisted each 
month—22,000 of those being children. 

“Over half of these people say they have experienced food insecurity between one and three times, but 
for 28 per cent of them it is a regular occurrence,” the report said. 

… 

Foodbank WA chief executive officer Greg Hebble said one of the main reasons people went hungry 
was because they did not have enough income, had to prioritise housing costs or had unexpected 
expenses. 

“Charities cannot cope with the increasing numbers of people in distress,” Mr Hebble said. 

“More than three million kilograms of food were distributed in WA in 2015, equating to 15,500 meals 
per day.” 

Mr Hebble said there was a common misconception that only homeless people needed food relief. 

“The 2016 Foodbank survey highlights that the main recipients of food relief are individuals and 
families who have generally low incomes or are unemployed, not just the homeless,” he said. 

Job seekers and workers are accessing food relief due to the rising cost of living or bill shock. 

Mr Hebble said people of all ages and backgrounds were looking for support. 

“The face of hunger is diverse, including males and females, young and old, single and in families, 
students, employed and unemployed, as well as retired people,” he said. 

“It’s not taking much to tip some people into food insecurity.” 
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I find that quite disturbing, particularly in a state that had record revenue and growth, and a mining boom. The 
report clearly states that a huge number of people need to access Foodbank services. Foodbank is only one of 
a great many organisations that provide these services. Another one in Belmont, Food Rescue, does some really 
great work. It collects food from different supermarkets, cafes and small restaurants in the metropolitan area that 
either has not been sold that day or that they feel cannot be sold; there is nothing wrong with the food. I have 
been on a tour through Food Rescue’s factory in Belmont. The food is highly presentable. After it comes to the 
factory, volunteers sort through the food and package it so that it looks brand-new. It is then delivered to 
different shelters and needy recipients around the metropolitan area. But, again, it needs more people involved. It 
needs more people to supply food that would not otherwise be used, whether from supermarkets or restaurants, 
because there is such a need at shelters and other organisations. 

It is really alarming to hear that in 2016 we are faced with that sort of crisis. People in this state should not be 
going hungry. People should not be spending years couch surfing in their friends’ living rooms because they 
cannot find affordable housing. People should be able to find meaningful and secure employment so that they 
are given the opportunity to support not only themselves but also, in some cases, their families. The constant 
hit of increases to the cost of living since this government took office does absolutely nothing to help them. 
We are seeing more and more people left behind and forced into serious hardship.  
That is not through any fault of their own; it is quite simply through this government’s inability to manage the 
state’s finances. That is really sad because I think sometimes this government fails to recognise that because it 
has been economically irresponsible, the most vulnerable in our state are paying the price of that financial 
mismanagement. Each year, the Western Australian Council of Social Service produces the “Cost of Living 
Report”; it has done this since 2007. Its 2015 report refers to various scenarios in which increases to 
household fees and charges affect family make-ups, whether they be dual-income working families, single-
income working parents or sole parents. It is interesting to see the various impacts. I would like to share some 
of the report because it is important, particularly for members on the other side, to get an understanding of 
how the increases in the cost-of-living affect people. We understand it because we see it every day in our 
offices but I am not sure members opposite appreciate how these increases have affected people’s everyday 
lives. It reads — 

Economic booms have, unsurprisingly, a profound effect on living costs both during their height and 
after they have ended. 
Western Australia’s recent resources boom generated significant growth in the state’s average living 
standards, increasing at a rate around double many others. In comparison to other states, 
Western Australians are now more likely to be in the top 20 per cent income group, which has around 
five times as much income as someone in the bottom 20 per cent. 
This growth, however, was not shared equally through the community, with rising income inequality 
leaving many of those on low and fixed incomes behind. Prices increased with the median wage, but 
for those on lower incomes this simply meant that their cost of living expenses skyrocketed. 
The end of the resources boom has created its own share of difficulties. It has placed increasing 
pressure on the State’s expenditure, reduced business confidence and seen a significant rise in the 
rate of unemployment, underemployment and the casualisation of the workforce. Household fees and 
charges have continued to increase and affordable accommodation for those on lower incomes 
remains out of reach for many. While prices in the rental market have dropped as population growth 
and housing supply pressures have eased, they have not and may never drop far enough that the 
market will be affordable for many low income families, particularly those who rely on government 
support or the pension. 
A recent Bankwest Curtin Economics Centre report found that while Perth ranked second last among 
state capitals in the number of those in ‘standard’ poverty (those who earn less than 50 per cent of the 
median household disposable income), Perth has the second highest rate of severe poverty in 
Australia (with less than 30 per cent of the median income). 

I think that is a shocking indication of what the cost of living can do to many in this state. I turn to some of 
the recommendations and the conclusion that this “Cost of Living Report” found. This report was done in 
2015, so I will be interested to see the 2016 report when it comes out. The cost of living has improved for 
those of us in this chamber. For someone in a dual-income situation, the cost of living has been fine. The cost 
of living for people in secure employment has probably improved. However, the WACOSS report finds 
that — 

For a person on benefits, however, their income continues to be utterly insufficient to meet their cost 
of living. 
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Most households like our models will have seen costs of living marginally improve, however a small 
but growing number now face unemployment and significant financial hardships. 
Safe, secure and affordable housing is a precursor for economic participation and an underpinning 
foundation for better life outcomes. Western Australia is struggling with an undersupply of social 
housing, with many forced into accommodation that is not affordable or appropriate for their 
situation. It is commendable that the State Government is endeavouring to address this issue through 
its Social Housing Investment Program, but it is insufficient these to address this crisis. It will only 
be through increased investment and innovative partnerships to develop housing infrastructure that 
are formed across government and with the community sector that we can hope to address it. 
Recent cuts to financial counselling services had a significant impact on the support that those on 
lower incomes can be provided. 

I can certainly share that sentiment. When those announcements were made, a huge number of constituents came 
to us indicating that they would suffer considerably without those financial counselling services. The report 
continues — 

Increased resources, better data on community needs and service outcomes, and more time are required 
to develop a truly needs-based integrated financial counselling system. 
In Western Australia, we continue to have a wide range of concessions that are poorly targeted and lack 
clearly defined outcomes. At the same time, it is clear that concessions are increasingly inadequate as 
living costs increase. 

The final point reads — 
Though economic times are difficult, austerity cannot be an excuse to allow rising inequality and 
reduced support for those most in need. During such times it is necessary to determine how our limited 
resources can best be used to assist those most at risk of financial hardship. 

WACOSS makes six recommendations, one of them being around affordable public transport and — 
... investing in infrastructure that meets the needs of disadvantaged communities and ensuring public 
transport price setting delivers affordable fares that encourages its use as a primary means of transport. 

It is an interesting report, which highlights, I guess, unfortunately, the severe impacts that the increased cost of 
living can have on those most vulnerable in our society. 
I would like also to comment on public asset sales and, in particular, the sale of the TAB. I am very fortunate to 
live in the great suburb of Ascot, which means I am literally within walking distance of the Ascot Racecourse. 
Some months ago, I had the opportunity to watch racehorses training in the morning. Even though it is cold and 
dark at five o’clock in the morning, I enjoy it because it gives me an opportunity to talk to people in the racing 
industry about what is happening in their industry, whether it be with trainers, jockeys or owners. I can tell 
members that on my visits to Ascot Racecourse, I have had an opportunity to speak with people in the industry. 
I have taken our leader, Hon Mark McGowan, to also meet people so he too has heard firsthand from people in 
the industry about how they feel. The messages I am getting seem to be quite different from the messages the 
government is getting because there seems to be a lot of uncertainty in the industry. We know the Premier would 
like to privatise the TAB. However, we do not know whether that will happen because he does not seem to be 
able to get agreement from within his party and from the National Party. That causes uncertainty in the industry. 
Obviously, the industry wants to know what is going to happen. People in the industry are telling me that they do 
not want to see the sale of the TAB. They see it as a one-off payment because then what happens? The 
government is short-sighted if it thinks that the industry will be better off after it sells the TAB when that has not 
worked in other states; indeed, I think it has had the opposite effect. If we look at what has happened on the east 
coast, we have to ask whether it is the right thing to do. People in the industry do not think that it is the right 
thing to do. There are many questions about what is going to happen. People are less likely to spend money 
when there is uncertainty. People are buying fewer horses. Owners are purchasing fewer horses because they do 
not know what the industry will look like in the next five years. No-one knows how this will play out—that is, 
whether or not the TAB will be sold and what impact that will have on the industry. It is a really important 
industry to not just the East Metropolitan Region. Across the state, racing plays an important role in our 
economy. The industry employs something like 34 000 Western Australians across the board as trainers, owners, 
jockeys, farriers and vets. That is significant employment. We certainly want to make sure that what we do in 
that industry does not have a negative impact on all those employees. What is concerning about the potential sale 
of the state’s public assets is that such a sale returns a one-off payment. Some view that as very short-sighted and 
believe that it is a short-term measure that does not take into account the long-term view. The proposed sale of 
the TAB has caused commercial unviability and an undermining of confidence in the industry, and it is not just 
people on this side of the chamber saying that. I refer to leading trainer Michael Grant, who is also the chairman 
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of the Western Australian racing representative group that was formed to respond to the government’s sale 
proposal. He recently said — 

“While the TAB is being used as a political football, the TAB’s ability to function as a commercial 
entity is compromised,” … 
“This debate has been going on for nearly two years and while the market is ever-changing, the TAB is 
being forced into standstill mode.” 
… 
“It adds a whole new level of risk and uncertainty to the process because obviously the Government 
isn’t expert in the area of the racing industry … 

We have seen tension between the Premier and this group over how the sale of the TAB will proceed—if it goes 
ahead—and what it will look like. It appears that they have not been able to come to any agreement. I think the 
industry has engaged with the Liberal–National government in good faith on this issue. It has spent two years 
and apparently hundreds of thousands of dollars exploring the government’s proposed sale of the TAB and 
working out ways to protect the industry. To be quite honest, it does not have a lot to show for two years’ work. 
There is no certainty about what will happen, whether the government will sell the TAB and, if it does, what that 
will look like. I am not sure whether the government will be able to do that before the next state election, so 
again there is all this uncertainty that will not be resolved any time soon.  
The livelihood of a lot of people in and around where I live in the east metropolitan area depends on the racing 
industry. As I said before, it employs a number of people, particularly in the Belmont and Ascot areas. There is 
a real concern about what the government plans to do with the TAB; I am sure that people in the Ascot and 
Belmont area would be pleased to find out. I would say that it will not be sold, but either way they need to know 
what will happen to their industry. They need certainty. This is happening at a time when people in the east 
metropolitan area and in areas such as Forrestfield have recently become unemployed and are looking for work 
because of the downturn in the mining industry. There are a lot of fly in, fly out workers in the east metropolitan 
area who are looking for work. The government is adding to the pressure of people possibly looking for 
employment with uncertainty around the sale of different public assets. 
I will make some comments about public transport. Public transport is an issue that we on this side of the house 
like to talk about. We like to talk about it with our communities. We like to have conversations with our 
communities and we like to hold community forums in our suburbs to find out what people want out of 
their public transport system. We want to hear how we can best meet their public transport needs. 
Shadow Minister for Transport, Rita Saffioti, and Labor leader, Mark McGowan, have held Metronet forums in 
the suburbs to learn firsthand what people want from their public transport system because they are the ones who 
use it. They need to be happy that what we are proposing will meet their needs. The Liberal government has 
taken eight years to produce a public transport plan, which we have not seen. I will be very interested in the 
coming weeks to see what that entails and whether it is fully funded and fully costed—I doubt it.  
Our Metronet forums have been hugely successful. I have hosted two in my electorate—one in Belmont and one 
in Forrestfield—and they were well attended. It has been interesting to get community feedback about what 
people want from our public transport system—rail, interconnecting bus routes, bike lanes, you name it; we have 
had those discussions and it has been hugely informative for the shadow Minister for Transport and the 
Leader of the Opposition to be part of those discussions. We have had very engaged community forums that 
have highlighted some of the inadequacies faced by some areas. We held a Metronet forum in High Wycombe in 
May. A number of residents came to me at different times to talk about how bad the bus route system in 
Forrestfield is. In High Wycombe, a person who relies on the bus service for whatever reason—they might not 
drive or have a car—to get from High Wycombe to Midland or to the shops at Forrestfield would find doing so 
virtually impossible. There is one bus service. I do not think modern communities and societies expect to have 
only one bus service available, especially in an area so close to the city.  
Forrestfield is not far from the city and its residents have been waiting a very long time for a train service, which 
is coming, but they need a regular bus service to get to the shops or to get to Midland if they need to go to the 
hospital or university. It is simple and pretty obvious that transport planning involves an interconnected bus 
system so that people can get to work, hospitals and sporting and leisure facilities. That is a pretty basic thing 
that every modern community should be able to enjoy. It was pretty alarming to hear that these people had been 
waiting a very long time for just simple bus routes. That is something we were able to take away from that 
meeting and that I will be taking up in questions to the Minister for Transport in the future. As I said, we have 
been waiting eight years to see any public transport plan from this government—apparently it is on the way! 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 3692.] 
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