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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 19 May on the following motion moved by Hon Helen Morton (Minister for Mental Health) — 

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

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [4.01 pm]: I rise this afternoon to give my assessment and views on the 
2015 state budget. It has been very well reported, and I think generally agreed in the community, that it is the 
worst budget ever handed down in the history of Western Australia. It is not just us in opposition saying that; it 
is also families and people in the media. It is widely reported that this is a disastrous state budget. It is the largest 
deficit that has ever been brought down in this state. What people cannot get their heads around is that this is 
after the mining boom of a generation and the best set of revenue numbers ever in the state’s history. When we 
get to the end, when revenue begins to decline, we have debt that looks set to peak at about $36 billion. 

I want to put that into perspective for people. When this government came into office surprisingly in 2008, the 
state’s debt was in the order of $3 billion to $3.5 billion. In the eight-year term of this government we will have 
seen a 1 000 per cent increase in state debt. Can members imagine their household budgets if they did that in 
eight years; that is, increased household debt by 1 000 per cent and ran annual deficits? Can they imagine having 
no plan and no way in their psyche—no thought—about how they might be able to manage and pay back that 
debt? I have made the point before in the house, and I think it is pertinent again today, that if we converted 
$1 million into a million seconds, that represents a time of about eight days. But if one were to convert $1 billion 
into a billion seconds, that converts to a time of around 32 years. That puts into some perspective the magnitude 
of this budget. It is the worst state budget ever. The way my maths works, if we were to go further with that 
calculation, if we were to repay that debt at $1 per second, it would take roughly 1 000 years to pay back the debt 
predominantly caused by this Liberal–National government. 

Western Australia has lost its AAA credit rating during this government’s time. That was bad news for the state. 
The other states, economic commentators and probably the federal government were scratching their heads. 
Members of our community certainly wondered how that could possibly be in the most prosperous state—or 
what should be the most prosperous state—in the Federation. But, no, Western Australia has lost its AAA credit 
rating. It was almost two years ago that Western Australia lost its AAA credit rating. We learned recently that 
one of the three rating agencies that determine the credit ratings of the state of Western Australia now has us at a 
AA+ rating. That is what Western Australia was reduced to after the AAA credit rating was lost. The AA+ rating 
is now on a negative watch. After this disastrous state budget and the economic mismanagement of the Barnett 
government, and the fiscal disaster of the document before us, I fear that Standard and Poor’s is looking even 
more closely and perhaps even has a shorter time frame to downgrade the state credit rating once again. Western 
Australia has been on a negative credit watch since 14 April. We are now approaching the end of May. I am 
saddened to say that I think Western Australia may yet see another credit downgrade. Again the question will be 
asked: how can this possibly be? 
This government is addicted to spending. This government has no plans to stop spending. Despite record revenue 
receipts over the past seven years, spending has gone out of control. We will soon be asked to debate a loan bill 
for $8 billion. Members will be able to put that back into seconds, I am sure—those who have good 
mathematical brains and are good with numbers. We will soon be asked to get out a credit card for another 
$8 billion to keep the state going. We just keep racking it up on the credit card, spending it on vanity projects, 
spending it in areas that provide good press and make good photo opportunities but really do not enhance the 
moving forward of Western Australia. This government is totally fiscally inept, financially dysfunctional, and it 
is wreaking economic chaos. It is such a shame that we could not have had, in this time of great prosperity, 
a  government with some financial prudence. We have not had that; we have had the Barnett government. 
The  Barnett Liberal–National government spends, spends, spends and now we see the consequences of that. 
Sadly, future generations will have to pick up the tab. Future generations will have to work hard and be smart, 
and go without, to fund the largesse and the vanity projects of the Premier and his ministers. 
In the past I have made light of the fact that we have had seven Treasurers in seven years. That is another signal 
of a financially inept organisation. There has been no stability in one of the most important jobs in government. 
By contrast, the previous government had one Treasurer in eight years. He was able to regain the AAA credit 
rating after it was lost by the Court government, and prudently manage the state’s finances. I do not think 
anybody can argue with that. That would have been a role model for this government but, instead, there have 
been seven Treasurers in seven years. I have made fun of them. I have named them after the seven dwarfs and 
had a bit of a poke at that. Sadly, I do not see how that will change. It has led to total fiscal ineptitude. 
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Where do I start? A lot of issues affecting my electorate will be negatively impacted by the state budget. I guess 
the industry that is most important to me is the agricultural industry. As a member for Agricultural Region and 
being the only member of Parliament who lives on and operates a farm, of course it is a very important industry 
to me. As early as April, word was leaking out that there would be significant cuts to the 
Department  of  Agriculture and Food and the government’s input into agriculture. I found an article in the 
Merredin–Wheatbelt Mercury, a quality newspaper in the wheatbelt area, dated 1 April 2015, which is a good 
way before the budget was handed down. It reported, under the headline “Agriculture to suffer more cutbacks”, 
the following — 

WESTERN Australia’s agriculture industry will receive less support in the future with the Department 
of Agriculture and Food tipped to shed more staff. 

That indeed turned out to be the case. It continues — 
Already the department has had to reduce its staff numbers by 100 this financial year as part of a 
Barnett Government voluntary redundancy scheme to shed 1500 employees from the public sector, with 
at least 50 already gone. 
The Community and Public Sector Union/Civil Service Association understands the department has 
plans to get rid of at least another 20 staff on top of the original 100 by the end of April through further 
voluntary redundancies. 
The union believes staff to be targeted will be those who originally applied for voluntary redundancy 
but were not successful in the initial round. 
On top of that there are indications more staff will lose their jobs in the 2015–16 financial year. 
Prior to the redundancies being announced late last year Agriculture had already shed about 600 jobs in 
10 years. 

There was a continual assault on the department and its people. I might add that when someone accepts 
a  redundancy, it is not a positive. It is not that we no longer have to pay that person’s wages. We lose a lot of 
intellectual capital, we lose a lot of experience and we lose some fine people from our government agencies 
whom we should be retaining. The Community and Public Sector Union–Civil Service Association of WA union 
goes on — 

… the Barnett Government’s reduced funding for public services was putting a lot of pressure on 
agencies to reduce staff, yet maintain services at the same time. 

Once again, we find government agencies being asked to do more with less, which is always difficult. 
It  continues — 

“As a result agencies like the Department of Agriculture and Food are under increased pressure to 
reduce staff that is compromising the services they provide,” … 

“Already a lot of experienced people have left after providing support for the agriculture and food 
industry that plays a vital role for Australia’s economy and is the lifeblood for hundreds of WA rural 
communities.” 

I note that significant point, because when the number of staff in regional communities is cut, those staff 
members are lost to that district; their children are no longer in the schools; they are not providing the critical 
mass to health services; and they are not providing the critical mass of customers to businesses. These cuts are 
therefore more significant than just the one pay cheque out of the town; a lot of flow-on to the communities is 
lost as well. It continues — 

Late last year the department said its primary focus was to deliver … all the services the agriculture 
sector requires. 

The question must be asked, as the article states — 

Given the jobs that have gone and the ones in the future that are likely to go … how these services were 
going to be maintained. 

“Western Australia’s 2013–14 agrifood exports were valued at more than $7.5 billion so it is very 
important that resources are in place to not put any of that sector at risk. 

“The Barnett Government needs to ensure the department receives adequate funding to meet its 
obligations to the agriculture and food industry.” 

These comments are attributed mainly to CPSU–CSA assistant secretary Rikki Hendon, but they are certainly 
reflected across the whole agriculture sector. 

 [2] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 20 May 2015] 

 p3987b-3989a 
Hon Darren West 

A similar article by Jacinta Bolsenbroek, reported in Farm Weekly on 14 May 2015 before the budget came 
down, headlined “Farm industry fears State budget cuts” states — 

FOLLOWING the budget pressure of last year, WA farm lobby groups are pessimistic about the 
outcome of today’s State Budget. 

WAFarmers president Dale Park said he sees a damaging outcome for the agricultural industry. 

“1 think it will be worse than last year,” he said. 

“With the current financial situation, I think we will be seeing a lot more cuts.” 

The government last year cut funding to the Department of Agriculture and Food … and plans for a 
new DAFWA headquarters were put on hold. 

“I think they will put the skids on the headquarters,” Mr Park said. 

“The department is looking at being half the size it is now next year, but after this budget it could be 
worse. 

“That means there will be no research and development work, they will only do what they have to.” 

Mr Park said despite the government saying the future of agriculture in WA looks “rosy,” he said 
industry may be left to fend for itself. 

… (PGA) president Tony Seabrook said he too was not optimistic about the budget result for 
agriculture. 

“By helping agriculture, you help everybody,” Mr Seabrook said. 

“It’s one of the few industries left that has a good export base, excluding iron ore. 

“There are very few industries anywhere in WA exporting quantities worth mentioning. 

“There are not many manufacturing industries left, that’s what agriculture is, and government are trying 
to squeeze the life out of us too.” 

Mr Seabrook said he believes there is little prospect of a balanced budget, which needs to change. 

“We need a clear sign from government that they are going to do things that are going to make us more 
profitable,” he said. 

“We can’t keep borrowing money and building things like a stadium—when we are just getting into 
debt, and it is not going to make us money.” 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3999.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
 

 [3] 


	ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE
	Consideration of Tabled Papers
	Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm



