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LIBERAL PARTY — ELECTION CLAIMS 
Motion 

Resumed from 27 November on the following motion moved by Hon Ken Travers — 

That the Legislative Council condemns Premier Barnett and the Liberal Party for misleading the people 
of Western Australia during the March 2013 state election, when they claimed they had a “fully funded, 
fully costed” plan for Western Australia. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [2.05 pm]: I thought I would get this stamp with the words 
“fully funded, fully costed” blown up, just to remind members on the other side what was contained on all of the 
government’s election material. I see members are squinting and having difficulty reading those words. Clearly, 
they did not read them at the time of the election either. Those words were on all of the government’s adverts, 
regularly presented, and government ministers constantly referred to fully funded, fully costed plans, none less 
so than the Premier of Western Australia, Hon Colin Barnett. It is truly fortuitous that when we came into this 
place today the lights were on so Parliament can shine the spotlight on the dishonesty of the Premier and the 
Liberal Party at the March 2013 election. In particular, it is fortuitous — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: What is the peanut gallery on about today? 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members. There is a lot of movement of people, as well as tongues, in the chamber at 
the moment. We all need to hear the member on their feet make their contribution. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I will only focus on the transport initiatives included in the fully funded, fully costed 
plan. There are numerous other supposedly fully funded, fully costed plans and commitments that the 
government has failed to deliver and incorporate into the forward planning of the budget. The government will 
clearly not meet commitments it gave at the election. As I said last week, there was the commitment to the 
Malaga Drive–Reid Highway overpass and, of course, it has now been confirmed that it will not be delivered in 
the promised time frame. There was the planned extension of the Mitchell Freeway north; that will not be 
delivered in the promised time frame. In fact very senior officials from Main Roads told a parliamentary 
committee last week that they thought they would be challenged to meet the time frames outlined—not only 
those committed to during the election period, but also the new time frames that are well after those times 
initially committed to. Included in the government’s adverts, with the stamp on it, are commitments to a range of 
projects, including the airport rail link and the Metro Area Express light rail. Over the last couple of days there 
has been lots of debate in the public arena about those two projects. What have we heard from the Premier? We 
heard that, apparently, the airport rail link is so complex, because—I do not know whether members on the other 
side realised this or whether it came as enlightenment to them—apparently a bridge has to be built over the 
railway line and a tunnel built under the airport runways. An airport rail link actually has to be built near an 
operating airport! What is so special about that? Surely those things were all part of the government’s fully 
funded, fully costed plan. That is not an excuse today to be deferring and delaying those projects. Those things 
were known to this government.  

Today, on the radio, the Premier tried to give a new explanation to the people of Western Australia about why he 
was breaking his promises. There was no explanation of what had happened to his fully funded, fully costed 
plan. Today the Premier was bemoaning the fact that when a government says it will build a project during an 
election campaign—a museum or whatever it might be—the media asks for a start date or a start time. No; the 
government gave those dates. The government was the first to say that construction on the MAX light rail would 
start in 2016 and be finished by 2018. Apparently, we should disregard that; that is no longer part of the 
commitment. I could promise a fast train to Busselton by 2022 if the Labor Party were elected as the next 
government, and I am sure everyone would love that, but when we were elected, we would not have to actually 
deliver the train until 2050 because the date does not matter, as long as we are still committed to building it. 
What complete and utter nonsense. That is where this Premier has got himself so twisted and tangled in his logic. 
He is trying to convince himself that somehow the timetables are not important. That is why often during 
election campaigns one area of debate is around the timing of these projects. There is no doubt that that is why 
we saw the bus rapid transit system killed the day before the announcement by the government. The bus rapid 
transit to Ellenbrook was killed because the government needed to do other projects to match the timing and the 
construction that Labor had put forward. 

The other interesting comment that I loved from the Premier in his interview on radio this morning was when he 
said about these projects that all will be divulged in the midyear review. This is another issue. A debate is going 
on in which the Treasurer and the Premier seem to be at complete odds. They cannot get a straight story together 
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for more than a day. Like their transport plans, they constantly change. One minute the light rail is going to be 
built as one project; the next minute it is going to be split; then the Treasurer says, “No, it’s not; it’s all going to 
be built together”; and then again this morning the Premier said that there might be some staging projects. This is 
the classic Mr Premier. This is the line when the Premier, in his own words, has condemned himself. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Can I just refer to the stranger in the President’s gallery. In this chamber we do not 
allow communication from the gallery across the bar to either members or staff. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Another plot by the Liberal Party! As I was building to my crescendo, one of its 
members from the other place comes into this place to kill it off, I suspect! No; I am just joking, Mr President. 

On the radio this morning the Premier confirmed the motion moved by the Labor Party that he had misled the 
people of Western Australia when he said that the structure, timing and final costs are yet to be determined. So 
much for the fully funded, fully costed plan! It was clearly a deliberate and unequivocal lie to the people of 
Western Australia. 

I want to quickly cover another area. I have no doubt that we will hear members on the other side say that their 
fully funded, fully costed plan has been undermined by the system of GST distribution in Australia. Everybody 
in this house would agree that the way in which GST money is distributed in Australia is flawed and does 
damage to Western Australia. We all agree that we deserve a better deal out of Canberra for Western Australia. 
But when members go to an election and claim to have a fully funded, fully costed plan, they need to factor in 
the existing situation for the distribution. We knew in March what the distribution would be for funding going 
forward over the next four years. We all hope that at some point that system will be changed and we will get 
more money, but the government has to live within its means. 

I therefore made a point of going back and looking at the figures released in the pre-election financial statements 
and the current figures in the most recent Economic and Fiscal Outlook that was released as part of the budget in 
August this year. The first point I make is that in the pre-election financial outlook the risk about the distribution 
of commonwealth funds was clearly outlined by the Under Treasurer at that time. It is not as though the formula 
has suddenly and magically appeared and was not known to the government. The Under Treasurer warned 
everybody—both political parties—to be prepared for it. But what was the revenue predicted for the general 
government sector for 2013–14 through to 2016–17? Of course, we know that for this year, according to the pre-
election financial statements, it was expected to be $27.041 billion and that in the most recent budget it has gone 
up to $27.978 billion. There is, therefore, no decline in revenue.  

This issue is not about revenue; it is about a government overpromising. In my view, there is no material 
difference and only slight variations in the figures in the forward estimate years. Those risks were outlined, but 
the change in revenue was never predicted to be more than $1 billion. In my view, the change in revenue was 
nowhere near $1 billion. Members can go through those figures and look at them however they wish. When I 
compared the revenue predicted from taxation, commonwealth grants and all those things in appendix 1 of those 
two documents, I found that the variation between the prediction in the pre-election financial statements and the 
figures delivered in the August budget had not changed. It was nowhere near enough to compare with the 
$1.4 billion that this government saved by re-cashflowing or shifting the light rail and the airport line—just those 
two projects alone. On top of that, hundreds of millions of dollars were involved in moving back by one or two 
years the Malaga Drive overpass and the extension north of the Mitchell Freeway. Of course, there are also many 
other projects in regional Western Australia, such as the passing lanes south to Albany, which still have not been 
included in the budget even though they are due to be delivered in the period of the forward estimates that are 
now being presented to this Parliament as part of the recent budget. A comparison of those two documents shows 
that the total revenue expected pre-election from state government sources was $25 billion, and the government 
has increased that to almost $28 billion. 

I know that outlining all the individual sums and figures bores people in this place. However, I challenge 
members on the other side who use the GST distribution as their excuse to show me where there have been 
significant material changes that match changes in government expenditure. The simple fact of the matter is that 
this government’s financial management is appalling. It simply does not book expenditure that it knows it has 
committed to and will happen. It argues that it has not made the final decisions even though it has made 
decisions that lock the government into that future expenditure. It simply does not provide for that expenditure in 
the forward estimates because it gambles that somehow its revenue streams will increase between now and the 
forward estimates. That is why the Premier constantly argues that the forward estimates do not mean anything. It 
is because the government does not run a solid, sound basis for accounting and uses the forward estimates as a 
predictor. That is what we have seen in this government’s election commitments. As I said before, the 
government provided minimal information in its election costings on the projects it outlined to the people of 
Western Australia. On the day before people voted in the election we got a document that singly outlined the 
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impact on total net debt over the forward estimates period. There was no attempt to give us an idea of what the 
recurrent expenditure was in any of that documentation, and that came from a government that has all the 
benefits of incumbency in that it could have had that work done for it by the public sector—something that is not 
currently available to the opposition. 

There is no doubt in my mind that the government overcommitted. WA Labor, on the other hand, was prepared 
not only to make tough decisions, but also to outline and document to the people of Western Australia the 
projects we wanted to do that we would cancel or defer to fund. That is why we are the party that had a fully 
funded, fully costed plan. The low watertable at the airport was known to the Labor Party and that is why we 
factored it into our costing and our structures for the future. We knew that we had to build a bridge to get from 
Bayswater to the airport. We understood the complexities of building light rail. That is why we proposed a better 
system for Western Australia in the first instance; that is, to build a heavy rail line to service that mid-northern 
suburbs group and those people who live north of Mirrabooka in the north central corridor, as it is often referred 
to. We knew that heavy rail was the cheaper, more efficient and better long-term option to service the needs of 
those people for transport into the CBD and that it would also form part of a future network that would allow for 
east–west travel across the city of West Perth to take account of future growth. We were planning not just for the 
immediate problem, but also for the long-term future.  

Those were the decisions that Labor took, but this government went to the people with a poorly thought-out plan 
that clearly was not even conceptually finished and definitely was not fully costed or fully funded. The Liberal 
Party did not even understand the complexities of the problems, and the Premier’s own words have confirmed 
for us that that is the case. In light of the comments made by the Premier over the last week, I expect government 
members in this place to now stand up and confirm that they will support this motion because it is a correct 
statement of fact—that the government misled the people of Western Australia when it said that it had a fully 
funded, fully costed plan for Western Australia. It simply did not, and it cannot try to use the argument that 
revenue over the forward estimates has changed. Although there have been slight variations in revenue, there is 
nothing to match the variations the government has made to its projected cash flow to try to bring its budget in. 
Despite all that, the government still managed to lose Western Australia’s AAA credit rating. It is because the 
government simply cannot control its recurrent expenditure. 

I make the penultimate comment that it is not just about looking back at the past; we need to look forward to the 
future. What worries me most about the future under this government is the massive growth of debt in the 
general government sector. If we ever return to long term average interest rates in Western Australia, the interest 
bill for the general government sector will become one of the biggest burdens for future generations. We need to 
be careful; we cannot afford to build all this bling infrastructure, the nice-to-have infrastructure, while ignoring 
the real needs of Western Australians. There are projects that are not even in the capital works budget that will 
have to be built. The Fremantle traffic bridge will need to be rebuilt at some point in the not-too-distant future; 
that is a given, but the government does not have it as part of its current planning, yet it is building other projects 
that are not as essential as that, the nice-to-have projects, which will create a problem for the future. This is more 
than just a political point about whether the Liberal Party was lying to the people of Western Australia when it 
made its claims about fully funded, fully costed policies; it is also about the way in which the current 
government is managing its finances to set us up for the future. 

I make the final point that the other solution is to not sell off the income-producing assets of Western Australia, 
which appears to be the direction in which this government is heading. We can sell off assets that have an 
income stream attached to them and thereby bring down our net debt, but if our net debt capacity is still 
$20 billion and we have lost the revenue streams to help fund that debt, and we build infrastructure that not only 
does not provide an income but actually becomes a drain on the state, then we are committing a further atrocity 
on the finances of Western Australia. 

I believe it is important to have these debates because this government has completely failed to manage its 
finances, and because of that failure it went into the election on the basis of a lie about its financial management 
credentials. I finish as I started, with this Liberal Party campaign seal. I am sure it was cleverly developed by the 
Liberal Party’s marketing people for one purpose and one purpose only: to try to convince the people of Western 
Australia that there was some gravitas behind the Liberal Party’s claims, so they put it in a wax seal, just as we 
see in old documents when they wanted them to look grand. In fact, as I walked into the chamber today, I saw 
some of the historic documents of this chamber with big red seals on them. The seal was designed to attach 
gravitas and was about trying to convince people that “fully funded, fully costed” was not just a phrase; there 
was great depth and substance behind those words. However, we found out differently today, from the Premier’s 
own words. These are not my words; they were the words of the Premier when he said today that the structure, 
timing and final costs are yet to be determined. If that is the case, then there is no way the Liberal Party had a 
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fully funded, fully costed plan, which means that the Liberal Party, and Premier Barnett in particular, lied to the 
people of Western Australia before the March election. 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [2.24 pm]: I thank 
Hon Ken Travers for the opportunity to talk about one of my favourite topics. He asked the house whether we 
remember the election campaign. Do we ever! It was probably the best campaign I have ever been associated 
with, and it had the most amazing outcomes for our side of government. The campaign was one of the most 
effective that has ever been run in this state. What really seems to have got to Hon Ken Travers, however, is the 
“fully funded, fully costed” seal from the Liberal Party’s election campaign; it still worries him nine months 
later. He is having real trouble getting past a little picture on a piece of paper of a red seal, because it is still 
worrying him nine months later. The problem with putting a motion like this on the notice paper is that by the 
time it comes on six months later, everyone else has moved on. The community has moved on, and is now 
focused on the future; the government, of course, is very focused on the future. Most of the opposition members, 
I believe, have moved on as well, but unfortunately not Hon Ken Travers. He is still grieving over an election 
outcome that occurred nine months ago. Unfortunately, there is nothing that anyone can do about that; it was 
nine months ago. I do not know whether Hon Ken Travers is aware, but over that period of time a child could be 
born It is such a long time ago, a child could be born in that time frame — 

Hon Ken Travers: I would’ve been too busy! 

Hon Kate Doust: Is there something you’re trying to tell us? 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Do not try to speak over other members. Speak through the Chair, and do not 
interject on the other side. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Despite all this, Hon Ken Travers is still holding up his little piece of paper with the 
red seal and a slogan on it, which was part of the Liberal Party’s election campaign nine months ago. 

Hon Ken Travers: I reckon we’ll use it in the next election! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Ken Travers introduced the motion and had a very good opportunity to put his 
points, and he managed to achieve that without interjections, largely, so I think the same courtesy belongs to 
every member in the chamber. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I guess Hon Ken Travers is reacting to the notion that he is still grieving for 
something that happened nine months ago and cannot get over, cannot get past it, and cannot move on. “Fully 
funded, fully costed” was an excellent slogan. Another excellent slogan was “royalties for regions”, which also 
captured the imagination of the community. The people are very confident that these election commitments are 
guaranteed and will be produced and delivered, but the opposition seems to have a problem with the fact that it is 
not all happening within the first nine months of a four-year term, so there is a problem. I actually cannot 
remember the overall slogan of the opposition. It must have been quite significant, but I seriously cannot 
remember it. I seriously cannot remember a single slogan from the opposition in the last election campaign. I 
think I can make one up though: “going backwards at a rate of knots”. That is about the only thing that I can 
think of. 

Hon Kate Doust: We’re rolling around over here. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes. Hon Ken Travers considers this motion to be so important that he has left the 
chamber. It is his motion on the paper — 

Point of Order 
Hon KATE DOUST: The Minister for Mental Health fully understands the standing orders about making 
reference to members who are unfortunately out of the chamber on important parliamentary business. She should 
know better. 

The PRESIDENT: Members know that members come and go from the chamber at various times and it is our 
practice to not refer to somebody if they are temporarily absent from the chamber. I think members understand 
that and should adhere to it.  

Debate Resumed  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I am really disappointed that Hon Ken Travers left on urgent parliamentary business 
as soon as he has finished speaking on this particular motion, because I want to mention one of the catchy 
slogans that I recall from the opposition; it was called Metronet. It had large spaghetti charts, which people grew 
tired of very quickly. It was all about spaghetti-looking charts. The opposition said that this particular election 
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commitment would cost $3.8 million. We know what happened to that; when the policy was fully costed it was 
$5.2 million. It makes a mockery of this motion that Hon Ken Travers felt it was so important to raise these 
issues, yet we have Metronet, which was his baby so to speak—I know I mentioned the nine months—that cost 
significantly more than he said it would: the so-called fully costed Metronet. I remember other misleading issues 
the opposition put out. There was the billions of dollars in savings it would make; but we never saw where those 
savings were coming from. The opposition was going to build a new stadium at Subiaco that was millions of 
dollars cheaper; that was obviously rubbish and also very unpopular. I think at that stage, even the opposition 
knew that it had lost the election. The opposition was going to have savings from Roe Highway when there was 
no money in the budget for that project. And it was going to stop Elizabeth Quay when it knew that the project 
was past the point where it could be stopped. That is when the opposition lost credibility and the wheels fell off 
its campaign. Nine months later the opposition is trying to find reasons to discredit the government for its 
campaigns, but it cannot. The people of Western Australia saw through the opposition; its loud talking but no 
substance or imagination. 

Does this fully funded and fully costed program have to be delivered in budget year one of a four-year term? 
Changes happen and sometimes—I know Hon Ken Travers does not like to talk about the goods and services 
tax—things change and the government has to be flexible. The population has increased more than we expected. 
I did not know the Perth population would be bigger than the population of Brisbane by 2020. The value of the 
Australian dollar has changed, all sorts of things change, and the government has to be flexible and also change. 
The government has to ensure that its budget and financial management of the state is flexible enough to change 
when things like that happen. Sometimes changes have to be made to free-up resources; like the workforce 
reform initiatives, which I am sure the opposition supports given it has called on us to be fiscally responsible. 
There are some changes that cannot be predicted. I did not know what the federal election outcome would be or 
following from that that there would be the changes from the so-called Gonski report. How can a budget be set in 
concrete with no flexibility to account for these sorts of changes? The government has four years to demonstrate 
its fully funded and fully costed commitments. I have absolutely no doubt whatsoever that we will do that. All of 
the commitments will be completed or commenced in that time.  

Hon Kate Doust: We will hold you to that. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I am happy for the member to hold me to that. I am very happy for the opposition to 
hold me accountable. I would like to think that I have that much influence in the government; nevertheless I am 
very happy for the opposition to hold me accountable for all of these commitments being either completed or 
commenced. Some may, as the Hon Ken Travers said, be moved out from their original time frames—I do not 
have a problem with that as long as the commitment is there to make them happen. 

The opposition’s arguments can be summarised as: debt is too high; spending is too low in the areas that interest 
it; and they oppose any effort to reduce spending and direct revenue measures. To my mind this is a motion set 
by an opposition that as this stage has no other issues to run with. I heard Hon Ken Travers’ comments about 
Standard and Poor’s. My response to that is that Standard and Poor’s said that overall financial management is 
positive, however it considers that WA’s financial management is more aggressive than its domestic peers. That 
is a fact; the government’s approach to financial management in the current climate is more aggressive than 
domestic peers and more challenging. The government finds itself in circumstances where it is managing the 
state’s finances well but very aggressively. The government makes no apologies for this aggressive management. 
The message the government has taken from what Standard and Poor’s has told it is that it has to do more in this 
respect. We simply have to do more in this place to protect the long-term sustainability of the state’s finances. I 
am sure the opposition will support us in that effort. 

The government has introduced reforms to deliver efficiencies in the state’s education system. It is the kind of 
reform that Standard and Poor’s and this document demanded of the state government of WA. Who in this place 
opposes that? The opposition is at every move opposing all of the things we seek to do with our fiscal 
responsibility package. Standard and Poor’s use the term “budgetary flexibility”. They said that in order to 
respond to structural problems budget flexibility needs to be embraced. Its view is that WA has the potential for 
further budget flexibility. There are three things: expenditure measures, revenue measures or asset sales. This 
government has embraced expenditure measures, reluctantly revenue measures, and will embrace asset sales in 
principle. The solution suggested by Standard and Poor’s has three ingredients: expenditure, revenue and asset 
sales. The opposition supports very few of them.  

Where do we go from here? It is worth reminding members that the economy in Western Australia is very 
strong. Despite the decision by Standard and Poor’s the outlook for the local economy remains strong. The 
economy is forecast to grow by 3.25 per cent in 2013–14, which is the highest rate of growth forecast for any 
state this year and above the Australian economy’s 2.5 per cent growth rate. Unemployment is at 5 per cent and 
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is less than the national average of 5.8 per cent. The government is committed to restoring Western Australia’s 
AAA credit rating.  

Finally, I think Hon Ken Travers’ motion was done about six month ago and the issue of the little seal during the 
election campaign is one he has struggled to get over, which means he cannot look forward. The government 
will not support this motion. 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [2.38 pm]: Before I commence my remarks, with your indulgence, Mr 
President, may I take the opportunity to congratulate my colleague Hon Alanna Clohesy on her elevation to 
shadow parliamentary secretary for disability services, mental health and child protection. I welcome her to the 
shadow parliamentary secretary “hood”.  

What a great motion. It is certainly reflective of the community at large. Most of the motions members bring into 
this place are a reflection of the thoughts of their communities; as they should be. After all, we are presumably 
here to represent our communities. We have a litany of broken promises and mistruths from the government and 
the Premier and we have spoken at length and in some detail about them. There have been so many broken 
promises that there is even a website listing the litany of broken promises and commitments made but not kept.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! If members need to have audible conversations there is a spot at the back of the 
chamber or they can go outside. It distracts from the speaker on their feet and other members who want to follow 
the debate. 

Hon DARREN WEST: We have discovered a website that lists the broken promises and untruths of this 
government. I understand that when running a large organisation like the Western Australian government, things 
do change. The Minister for Mental Health pointed that out; things do change and it is a dynamic business. What 
I find most disappointing though is when a government speaks to an electorate in a certain tone and says it will 
do things, when really, the government has absolutely no intention of keeping several of the commitments it 
made during the last election campaign. This government deliberately deceived the voters of Western Australia 
and did a very good job. As pointed out earlier, the incumbent government was returned on a list of 
commitments that were made to the electorate. I will go through some of those in more detail. 

The Premier has made a habit of forgetting his promises to the people of Western Australia, but on this side of 
the house, we know that it has become a pattern for government to conveniently forget things that it promised 
prior to the election. You really have to question whether the desire to do any of these things was ever there. It 
would appear that most of these commitments were nothing short of mistruths. I will elaborate more. Because 
there were so many broken promises and commitments made during the election campaign that it had no 
intention of keeping, it is a shame that we only have 45 minutes. Believe me, we could talk a lot longer about all 
of these. That only allows about one minute per broken promise. As I like to do, I have done a few calculations 
and if the government keeps on breaking promises the way it is, makes it through until 2017, and I get a chance 
to spend 45 minutes on this motion, I would only get 10 seconds per broken promise. Such is the amount of 
broken promises made by the current government. 

For me, the biggest issue that I am passionate about and have spoken on before, due to living in my electorate, is 
in this four-page wraparound advertisement in the Farm Weekly, which is, by its own figures, the biggest-selling 
rural newspaper in Western Australia. The wraparound was, I presume, purchased for a substantial amount of 
money. On the front page there is a photograph of three people who may be familiar to those opposite. There is 
the Liberal candidate for Central Wheatbelt, Stephen Strange, who was, before being a candidate, and is now, the 
Shire President of the Shire of Bruce Rock. Stephen Strange is very passionate about the tier 3 railway line and 
how it affects his community. Stephen Strange understands that when state government washes its hands of this 
third-tier rail network, all the costs of maintaining that network will go onto roads that he will have to fund out 
of his shire budget. In the Shire of Trayning the expected costs of maintaining the road that will replace the 
railway line to Merredin and Kellerberrin will cost in the order of $250 000 a year. To members opposite, that 
may not seem like a lot of money when we talk about the state’s road budget, but to the Shire of Trayning that is 
an exorbitant amount of money. That is its total roads maintenance budget per annum—$250 000. It is being 
asked by this state government to spend its total roads maintenance budget on a road to carry grain that had 
previously been maintained by the state government to carry the grain to Merredin and down to the port in a 
timely, cost effective and environmentally sustainable manner. 

Stephen Strange had a stand at the Dowerin Field Days, as many of us do. Above the stand was a big plastic 
tarpaulin printed with, “Stephen Strange supports tier 3 rail”. Stephen Strange was telling the truth; he does 
support tier 3 rail. He believes in tier 3 rail because he lives in the community affected by tier 3 rail and he 
understands how important the tier 3 rail is to Western Australia at both a local government level and his 
business of farming. It will produce lower freight rates for us in the long term and is a more sustainable method 
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of transport. Stephen Strange is on the front page of the wraparound with the Liberal candidate for Moore, Chris 
Wilkins, who did not have any of the tier 3 rail network in the seat he was contesting. Since the electorate, we 
have found that had he been successful, he would have had a tier 2 rail in his electorate; but that has now been 
cut back by 50 per cent of its capacity and much of the grain on that tier 2 line from Bolgart to Miling will now 
be transported by road as well. These two men are firmly of the belief that tier 3 rail is a good thing and should 
be supported and they thought they had convinced their party to support a viable tier 3 rail. The headline on the 
first page of the wraparound ad states — 

Liberals support a viable Tier 3 

To me, that is a clear commitment to supporting a viable tier 3 rail. Inside the wraparound on page 2 is the logo 
that Hon Ken Travers pointed out. It was deliberately put in there to mislead people into thinking that the plan 
was “fully funded and fully costed”. Clearly, the evidence since shows this is not the case. Imagine the surprise 
of Bruce Rock shire president, Stephen Strange, and Chris Wilkins when they learnt that the Premier had used 
weasel words and at the first opportunity backed away from this commitment that was quite prominently placed 
on the front of the Farm Weekly on a significant date—7 March 2013—which members opposite will know was 
two days before the state election. This very firm promise was made two days before the state election with no 
intention of keeping this promise. Not only has the Premier let the grain growers of Western Australia down, not 
only has he let the community of regional Western Australia and the wheatbelt down, not only has he let local 
governments down, but he has let his own two candidates down. They are very disappointed. They went to the 
Premier with their case, got a commitment, and then found that the Premier had no intention of keeping that 
commitment. Of course these Liberal candidates are disappointed.  

On the front page is a further headline that states — 

Liberals act to reduce red tape burden for farmers 

Then underneath — 

Our priorities for Royalties for Regions 

I can read through all of these. In reality, we found out that all this was cost-shifted across and it is effectively 
finished. For example, the Department of Regional Development and all the regional development commissions 
are now being funded out of royalties for regions. I cannot read that anywhere in “Our priorities for Royalties for 
Regions”. Not only do we have broken promises to the electorate from the Premier, the Liberal Party and the 
incumbent state government, but we are also finding this litany of glossy statements that do not say what the 
government was intending to do and do not put the real picture proposed and put in mind by government. The 
National Party had a similar wraparound with their view a week or two before but I am focusing on the Liberal 
Party today. The government’s priorities for royalties for regions in the Liberal advertisement in the Farm 
Weekly include — 

Greater focus on improving regional health services across all of Western Australia including funding 
to attract and retain local GP services 

That is a very noble commitment. The second one is — 
Greater investment in sustainable long term economic infrastructure to set up and secure our regions for 
the future 

I thought that may have included the tier 3 rail network. Someone reading that may have thought that is great, 
given that supporting a viable tier 3 network was printed on the same page, above the plan to put royalties for 
regions funds into infrastructure. People may have thought that is great and yes, we will support the government 
because that is what we want, only to find that the government had no intention of doing that at all. The third one 
is — 

Significant investment in building new country roads and upgrading existing roads … 
Hon Ken Travers and I went on a little trip through the wheatbelt, as has been discussed in here before and yes, 
there are some roads that have been upgraded and there are roads that were not completed before the government 
broke its promise to support a viable tier 3 railway system. Such was the confusion in the government that the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Transport had to come back in here and re-give his answer because 
nobody knew what was going on out there. Railway lines are closing, roads are not finished and the Minister for 
Transport does not even understand that that is the case.  
It continues — 

existing roads, including improved mobile communications along them.  
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Mobile communications in the wheatbelt of Western Australia are getting worse. At my house, for example, we 
have had to move away from wireless broadband through Telstra and back to satellite, which operates at a much 
slower speed, because it was the only way to get an internet connection. Anyone driving down a regional country 
road will tell you that there are places where their phone once worked but does not work anymore. There is a bit 
of work to be done, especially when the government says that it will improve mobile services, because phone 
services have actually gone backwards. A lot of work needs to be done and a lot of money needs to be spent to 
maintain the status quo, let alone improve these much-needed services.  
Then there is the next priority — 

More support for regional families  
That is a fairly open statement. People could interpret that as good, but that has not been the case so far. Then 
there is the priority — 

Increased support for country seniors, including an increase to the Country Aged Pension Fuel Card  
The government also broke that promise in the initial stage and there has been some movement by the 
government on that position only after intense pressure from the opposition. Then the sixth priority for royalties 
for regions — 

Specific support to establish and strengthen other non-mining industries 
What a statement! I presume that includes agriculture. It is well documented that $10 million of the federal 
government farm assistance package is now gone because this government did not keep commitment number 
six, which was to strengthen and work with the federal government. At that time the federal farm assistance 
package was much needed. I am pleased to inform the house that many of the wheatbelt and grain producing 
areas of Western Australia have had a good finish to the season and many businesses will be profitable this year, 
some for the first time in several years, but that should not be a reason for the government to walk away from its 
commitment to the agricultural community. In February and March the dust will settle on the season and people 
will tally up how much money they have made. I hope they make a profit. Yields have been good and the state 
should receive record grain tonnage, which makes it difficult to understand why a decision has been made to 
close the rail network in the year when the state is taking a record tonnage of grain and when CBH has taken an 
all-time record of over 500 000 tonnes in one day. The grain growers of Western Australia have produced and 
delivered over 500 000 tonnes of grain in one day and railway lines are being closed. Much of that grain will be 
going back on to the roads. As I pointed out, the commitment to roads is not really a commitment at all.  

I flick through the paid-for advertisement, an ad that may have been fully funded and fully costed, but I do not 
think anything in it was!  
Hon Ken Travers: Have they paid for the ad? 

Hon DARREN WEST: I presume it did because it would be unfair to expect taxpayers to pay for this. I would 
make the assumption that the Liberal Party is paying for this ad, which outlines “The Liberals’ Real Plan for 
Agriculture”, which states — 

The Liberals believe that our farmers need to be supported, not through a handout, but a hand up —  
Is that not lovely —  

when responding to the difficult circumstances they face. 

The state farm assistance package has meant that some producers have been able to receive $25 000. That is 
useful—it helps—but the big money, the big federal farm assistance package, has still not flowed through to WA 
farmers. I look forward to when it does flow through to WA farmers because it will be heartily welcomed by the 
agriculture industry. One good year will not fix the last five years. The government has promised to give farmers 
a hand up and not a handout and that promise must be honoured because there is not long to go.  

I acknowledge that the National Party has put $300 million into agriculture for the long term, but there is not 
much in this year’s budget. As I have said before, most of that will be cost-shifted across to the day-to-day 
running of the Department of Agriculture and Food. From my recollection of the figures, the department’s staff 
has been cut from 1 900 to about 1 200 in the past seven or eight years by both sides of government. If services 
and budgets are going to be cut and royalties for regions money is going to be put in, it is obvious what will 
happen. The coalition also promised in that ad that it would — 

Task the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to assess the level of cross-government regulation 
which impacts on farmers and work to reduce unnecessary burdens prohibiting their future growth and 
success  

That sounds good. I have not seen it yet, but let us hope that happens. It also promises to — 
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Maintain the existing licensing and fee regime for farm dams  

I do not think I need to go on because this can be passed around to members later. It contains a list of 
commitments which I will be watching carefully and which I hope do not appear on brokenpromises.org.au, 
which I will refer to in more detail soon. The commitments also include in the Liberal Party’s plan for WA — 

We will: 
Make your community safer 
… 
We will: 
Stand up for WA’s share  

I do not think that will happen. I do not think much is going to change in the way of the GST share for Western 
Australia, given that the Premier signed the agreement and that the incoming federal government has made it 
very clear that there will be no changes to the GST share. “We can stand up for it.” That is good. The promises 
continue — 

We will:  
Broaden the State economy 

This is the one I like — 
We will: 
Maintain our nation-leading infrastructure program 

Railway lines are being closed down as quickly as they can be; there are no roads ready to do the job, but we 
have a nation-leading infrastructure program—apparently. 

Hon Ken Travers: By the middle of the century.  

Hon DARREN WEST: It does not give a time, but that is very good, Hon Ken Travers. This advertisement was 
designed to get people to vote Liberal, and it worked. But now, the people who voted Liberal are disappointed 
because the government has broken its promises. Here is another one I like — 

We will: 
Improve access to the quality front line education and health services 

Tell me how access to frontline education services is improved when $103 million is pulled out of schools, 
$305 per student is pulled out of every primary school and $427.50 per student is pulled out of every high 
school? Can any government member explain how that will keep a commitment to improve access to quality 
frontline education and health services? I look forward to the contribution of members opposite on that matter. 
The advertisement continues — 

We will: 
Invest in local and regional communities 

It explains how it will support communities. On the back of this paid-for advertising wraparound are photos of 
Liberal candidates, many of whom were supported by the people of Western Australia, including Stephen 
Strange, the shire president of Bruce Rock. His vote increased significantly but he did not get over the line. He 
obviously had made a very good account, because he went to the Premier and sought and got a commitment to 
support the tier 3 railway network. That was deceptive. The Premier had no intention at all of supporting the 
tier 3 rail lines, whether viable or not. I can argue the case that many of these lines are viable. The first line 
closure was cheered by members opposite. The Quairading to York line, according to the government’s figures 
and the Strategic Grain Network Committee report, was unprofitable by $2. Given that CBH have invested 
several million dollars in new railway wagons and trains, state-of-the-art technology that compares to the new 
generation trucks and lighter aluminium wagons that can carry more grain per train more efficiently, are more 
fuel and labour efficient and safer. Given that there was only a $2 disparity in those lines, I am sure that new 
figures, if done, would save this line and it would be not a tier 3 line but a tier 2 line and it would be profitable. I 
am sure that would be the case. Even the line that can be argued is viable is now closed, and the closure was 
cheered on by the National and Liberal Parties around the electorate. They are missing in action. They have not 
stood up to support what the community really wants—that is, retain vital pieces of infrastructure that the 
government’s advertising promised it would do. 

I mentioned the website, and members who have their laptops open can perhaps log on at 
www.brokenpromises.org and we can run through the projects. There are a lot of metropolitan projects on the 
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website, but I will run through those that most affect the electorate I represent, the Agricultural Region. I have 
some prepared notes that I will stick to and then I will come back to the website.  

Before I get much further into the specifics of the way the good people of the Agricultural Region have been let 
down by the Liberal Party and its little brothers and sisters in the National Party, I have to say how shameful it is 
that the list of broken promises is growing every day. These promises are quietly and insidiously being broken. 
They relate to things the government says it did not say, the things it did not mean and the things it did not 
mention! The electorate is feeling let down. I note that the Minister for Mental Health pointed out again the 
result of the last election. I say in reply to the minister that the last election is not as important as the next 
election. The minister will find that many, many people who have felt let-down will change the way they vote. 
They will vote for some commonsense. They will vote for a party that goes to the election with its promises out 
for all to see and for a party that intends to keep those promises, and Labor’s record on this is very good when it 
was in government. I take as an example the City of Greater Geraldton. The Labor government spent in the 
vicinity of $700 million in the City of Greater Geraldton. The Labor government established an iron ore industry. 
It moved the railway line from along the Geraldton foreshore and took it around the back in a project known as 
the southern transport corridor, which also took a lot of trucks out of the town and around the back way. The 
Labor government deepened the port, built a university centre and invested heavily in education and training in 
the area. 
Hon Jim Chown: And you still lost the seat!  
Hon DARREN WEST: And we built a new hospital. Hon Jim Chown is right. He has looked at the results of 
the polls. The Labor Party lost the seat of Geraldton, but what has happened in Geraldton since then? Nothing 
has happened in Geraldton since then! The Labor Party went to Geraldton and made a commitment to the 
community on what it would do, and we did it. We went to City of Geraldton and told them what we would do, 
and we did everything we said that we would do. The people of Geraldton decided they wanted someone else to 
do something for their community. The Liberal Party made the electors of Geraldton a commitment, but it has 
not kept it. It is the same old pattern. The decisions of this government have let down the people of Geraldton, as 
well as people in the agricultural areas.  

Hon Jim Chown: You will never get it back!  

Hon DARREN WEST: I would never say never, Hon Jim Chown.  
Hon Jim Chown: I can guarantee it!  

Hon DARREN WEST: That is on Hansard. I will be able to drag that out one day when we are elderly 
gentlemen sitting around having a cup of tea. Geraldton was a Labor seat for 100 years and of course it will be 
won back by the party that supported it and not by the parties that have walked away from it. I am not leaving 
the National Party out on this. The National Party has done nothing but make promises in Geraldton. The 
National Party promised a 138-bed hospital to the Bundiyarra Aboriginal Corporation. I have asked questions in 
Parliament about that, but it has not happened and it will not happen in this term of government. That 138-bed 
hospital, the most needed piece of social infrastructure in Geraldton, that was promised by the Nationals during 
the 2013 election campaign and supported by the former Minister for Regional Development and former Leader 
of the National Party, will not happen. The same thing has happened in the Department of Housing and the 
Department of Regional Development. The National Party made promises but it has not delivered on them, so 
the Liberal Party is not the only party that has broken its promises.  

I refer to another project that is most interesting. As a member of the Wheatbelt Development Commission I had 
dealings with the division of industry and innovation in the Department of Commerce. This division has suffered 
significant cuts; as a matter of fact, it has been dismantled and some of the staff have been redeployed elsewhere, 
and the rest have been sacked. The state needs this division of industry and innovation in the Department of 
Commerce because innovation in industry is the future of Western Australia. We do mining very well and we 
always will, but we need to broaden our economic base. We do agriculture well, but we still need to broaden our 
economic base. The job losses in the division of industry and innovation in the Department of Commerce were 
orchestrated in total secrecy. There was no word of what would happen to that division before the 2013 election. 
Although this is not a broken promise, it is a sneaky and deceptive way to do business, when the community has 
been led to believe that it will be business as usual and that their jobs are secure and that the division of industry 
and innovation in the Department of Commerce will remain. This decision was orchestrated in the bowels of the 
Premier’s office in such secrecy that such a capable and hardworking minister as the Attorney General; Minister 
for Commerce did not know it was happening. I know for a fact that this caused quite a rift in cabinet. I know 
that some people were most unhappy about this decision. This decision was made in the Premier’s office without 
the minister’s knowledge. That is disgraceful. We need to point out these things to the people. If the Premier is 
going to make decisions on behalf of all the cabinet, perhaps he should have told the people he was going to do 
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that before he went to the state election. Not only do we have broken promises from the Liberal–National 
government, but also decisions are made in such secrecy that the media has to tell the minister what has 
happened.  

Hon Liz Behjat: Tell us where you got this fantastic knowledge!  

Hon DARREN WEST: It is in Hansard! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Members, order! Members may seek the call at a later stage of the debate. Please 
allow Hon Darren West to continue his remarks.  

Hon DARREN WEST: I know that members opposite are not aware of this, because the minister did not even 
know about this. All members have people in their offices who can do research. Members opposite are quite 
welcome to do the research and they will find that the minister found out about this via the media.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: If members opposite do their research, they will find what I have found.  

The Premier kept these cuts quiet; he did not tell the public and he did not consult the minister. These are the 
sorts of actions we see from a sneaky and deceptive government that is not good with money and has to make 
wide-ranging and mean decisions to keep the ship afloat, so to speak. Despite losing the state’s AAA credit 
rating, the government is still making these mean and hard decisions just to keep the state’s AA+ credit rating. It 
would not surprise anyone on this side of the house if the AA+ credit rating is under some threat, because in the 
words of Standard and Poor’s, the government has shown no political will to do anything about the state’s credit 
rating.  

Another issue that has become a big issue in my electorate and which has had some commentary about it in the 
last couple of days, which I welcome, is the axing of the AvonLink service. I put it to the government that if it 
intended to axe the AvonLink service weeks after an election, it should have been up-front with people. The 
Liberal–National government should have been open with the people and told them it would close their train 
service. The people of Northam and the Avon Valley, who thought that was an important issue, could have made 
an educated decision with their vote. But, of course, the government did not do this; the government said it 
would improve the AvonLink service. 

Point of Order 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Could we ask the member currently on his feet—he may not think it but we are interested 
to hear and understand what he is saying—on behalf of Hansard to slow down a little bit, because I feel sorry for 
people who need to take down our words. He is speaking so quickly that nobody on this side of the house can 
understand him, and I feel for Hansard in this regard.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson): There is no point of order, but I ask 
Hon Darren West to speak clearly in this debate.  

Debate Resumed 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President, I will take that advice. I am terribly sorry for 
those who cannot keep up. There are people on this side of the house who think quickly and work quickly, and 
who talk quickly. I know that might be something foreign to members opposite, but I will attempt to speak more 
slowly and clearly for the benefit of Hansard.  

I was talking about the government’s failure on the AvonLink and the dismay and surprise in the Avon Valley 
when this vital transport link was ripped away from them. For those of us who use the service, it was a cruel 
blow because there is no replacement rail service. The people of the Avon have spoken very clearly in a petition 
of about 6 000 signatures. I thought that petition was a little unusual because the National Party, the partner in 
government, is running around petitioning against its own decisions and actions. Nonetheless, 6 000 people 
signed a petition. That should tell the government — 

Hon Jim Chown: Or 2 000 people signed three petitions. Have you checked every signature? 

Hon DARREN WEST: When the petition was tabled—I have a copy of it—it had 6 000 signatures. I will leave 
it to the member to speculate on who signed when and where and how. What I know is that when the petition 
was tabled, it had 6 000 names on it. That tells me that 6 000 people in the Avon region and in the Swan Valley 
and other areas who will be affected by this decision — 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: And East Metropolitan Region. 
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Hon DARREN WEST: — and East Metropolitan Region; thank you, Hon Alanna Clohesy, shadow 
parliamentary secretary—are opposed to the closure of this important rail service. In the city, there are 
alternatives to public transport services when they do not run. In regional areas, that is not always the case. 

We have also seen the closure of the regional bus run from Northam to Mukinbudin, which picked up at eight or 
nine towns along the way. When I go to those towns, that is one of the first issues that is raised. There are elderly 
people who cannot get to medical appointments. There are schoolkids who want to come to those towns during 
the holidays to visit their grandparents or their cousins. That service has gone.  
Hon Jim Chown: No, it has not. 
Hon DARREN WEST: The service is cut. 
Hon Jim Chown: That is wrong. 
Hon DARREN WEST: The member is quite right. The service has not gone at this moment. But the service is 
to be cut. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson): Order, members! Please allow Hon Darren West 
to continue his remarks. 
Hon DARREN WEST: The service is going to be cut. That is what this motion is all about. It is all about 
untruths. I am trying to point out a few of those untruths.  
The AvonLink service was announced by the government to be cut on 31 December. Six thousand people 
protested against that cut. That sent the government a message. This time, the transport minister—the often 
distracted transport minister—has seen fit to act on the wishes of those 6 000 people. I am pleased about that. I 
am pleased that people can convince even this government to change its decision. This government did not 
mention before the election that it was going to cut this service. The government clearly had the AvonLink 
service in its sights at election time, and before. It clearly had this service in its sights for the hangman’s gallows, 
so to speak, before the election. There was no word from the Liberals or the Nationals about the closure of this 
service. But after those 6 000 people complained, they will now get that service for another six months. Thank 
you very much, government; that is fantastic. But that will not cut it with the electorate. We want the service to 
remain for all time. That service was opened in 2003, I believe, or maybe a little earlier. New wagons were 
bought in 2005 or 2006 by the previous Labor government. The previous Labor government showed a 
commitment to that service and was prepared to back the people of the Avon Valley. It came good on its word to 
improve the service. That is what this government said it would do. But now it is going to close that service on 
30 June, I understand, instead of on 31 December. 

Hon Ken Travers: It is interesting that the Libs always used to allege that we were going to close it. They must 
have known what they were going to do. 

Hon DARREN WEST: They knew what they were going to do. I think they hoped that we would close it, 
because they knew that they were going to close it. So rather than come clean before the election and say to the 
electorate that they were going to close the AvonLink service, and let the people of Northam go to the ballot box 
with that information, no, there was no mention of the AvonLink. The government said, “We’re not going to talk 
about that. You know we’re fully funded, fully costed; she’ll be jake.” Well, it is not, and the AvonLink service is 
going to close. We now have another six months, and that is great. I welcome that. But what about another 10 
years or another 15 years? I urge members who represent that area, because I am not the only one who represents 
that area, to work a bit harder on this. If the government can keep this service going for another six months, it 
can keep this service going indefinitely. I do not think the government should be closing any more regional 
transport services, such as bus services. 

Hon Ken Travers: The government is doing this only to save the future new National Party minister a bit of 
face—it is so that she does not lose face in the first week of her appointment. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Ken Travers clearly has cottoned on to what the Liberals and the Nationals do. It is 
all about saving face and trying to weasel a few votes and swing a few seats. It is not about servicing the 
electorate and the people who supported the government. The AvonLink service is a great example of that. It was 
discarded and cast aside, with the full knowledge of the Liberal and National Party members in cabinet. It was 
just axed; cut; all over; see you later. We now have another six months. I do not think that cuts it with the 
electorate. 

Hon Paul Brown: It is six months to enable a business case to be put forward, and you know that. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The government has had 12 months to do that, and it could not do it.  
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Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Those members who made a contribution, thank you for your contribution; those 
members who have not made a contribution, you can seek the call at a later stage of the debate. Hon Darren West 
has the call.  

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. 

If there was this notion that the government was going to do a business case and a review, why did it not tell the 
electorate before the election? Why did the government not tell the electorate before the election, “You could 
lose the AvonLink; we are going to do a business case, and if it does not fall your way, it will be gone”? The 
government should have let the people make that call. This government has been in office five years. It has had 
the once-in-a-generation royalties for regions. But the AvonLink service is to be axed. I think this is all about 
political expediency for the Nationals. I will wait and see. I hope I am wrong. I hope this service will remain. 
Otherwise, we will put it on the list of broken promises. That is a big long list. As I have said, 45 minutes is not 
long enough to go through that list. 

I have got the website open, and once again I would encourage members opposite to look at it. It is 
brokenpromises.org.au. That is a very useful source for members opposite, because if they do not like the way 
the Premier is sneaking around and is not telling his cabinet ministers what he is going to cut, they can go onto 
that website and look at all the broken promises. That is a very useful website and it is very well set out.  

I will run through a couple of the broken promises; not all of these are in my electorate, so I will leave some for 
members who represent those electorates. One broken promise is North Ellenbrook secondary school, which will 
be now be delayed by three years. On one side of the page, it says that the government promised that North 
Ellenbrook secondary school will open by 2015. But on the other side of the page, it says that the government 
says now that North Ellenbrook secondary school will open by 2018. The website is fairly easy to follow. I 
encourage all members to get onto that website and report the broken promises in their electorates.  

Another broken promise is support not forthcoming for grandparents caring for grandkids. The government 
promised $5.3 million over four years for a grandparents support scheme. Now the government says that 
$1.575 million will be allocated over four years in the 2013–14 state budget. That is significantly less than the 
$5.3 million promised by the Barnett government to provide financial support to grandparents who are the 
primary caregivers for their grandchildren. Members can click on the “more info” link and read more 
information about this. 

Another broken promise is the tier 3 rail lines, which I have touched on. That is on this website as well, because 
clearly several people from the wheatbelt have reported this broken promise, because it affects them greatly. The 
Barnett government promised to keep viable tier 3 rail lines open. We now know that the Trayning–Merredin 
and York–Quairading lines have been closed; they are no more.  

The website also lists the axing of the AvonLink service. Clearly, one of the 6 000 petitioners who put their name 
on the petition that was put to Parliament protesting against the Liberal–Nationals closure of the AvonLink have 
reported this broken promise. The government promised improvements to the AvonLink train service. Now the 
government says that the AvonLink train service will be cancelled and replaced by a road coach service from 30 
December, and I presume that date has now been extended to 30 June. On 15 October 2013 the Barnett 
government made a commitment to upgrade the AvonLink train service providing a vital service to the wheatbelt 
communities, but has now decided to axe the service. That information is on brokenpromises.org.au.  

There have also been cuts to school funding right across the sector. I have talked a lot about issues affecting 
agriculture and I will leave education to later speakers; members can find out about cuts to school funding on 
that website. In my electorate, Geraldton has the lowest socioeconomic status score school in the state, 
Rangeway Primary School. An amazing team of people work there to educate children in that school. They do an 
incredible job under some reasonably tough circumstances. There is a high rate of single-parent families; there is 
a high Aboriginal population; and there are low socioeconomic areas. As I have pointed out, we have difficulty 
engaging kids in the school system. Why would $307 per student be cut out of that school of about 600 kids? 
That is in the order of about $180 000 to $200 000 being cut from that school. As I said, there are so many cuts, 
it is hard to remember them all. If we keep it up, we will be down to only a few seconds. Why would the 
government do that? Five hundred jobs are gone. There is a 30 per cent cut from the school support program 
resource allocation fund. There will be a levy for each staff member, or a teacher tax; cuts to the procurement 
budget; and individual school capital works that will now not be funded. It makes no sense when a government 
can build a monument at Elizabeth Quay, but cannot fund schools. That is a promise that the government broke. 
There are funding cuts to regional services and infrastructure—to what the government promised. I quote a 
media statement of 24 August 2008 from Mr Grylls, the former Minister for Regional Development — 
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Mr Grylls said the equivalent of 25 per cent of annual mining and petroleum royalties collected by the 
State would be allocated to new projects and services in regional areas of WA. 

That is what Mr Grylls said. Now, $216 million of royalties for regions money was to be used to fund the 
operations of the Department of Regional Development and the nine development commissions. That is a broken 
promise. Twenty-five per cent of royalties for regions money was to be allocated to new projects and services in 
regional WA. What is the government doing now? It is funding the Department of Regional Development, which 
has been funded from consolidated revenue for all of its existence. That is another broken promise. On 
3 September 2013 brokenpromises.org.au stated — 

The Barnett–Grylls Government has broken its promise to spend 25 per cent of mining royalties from 
the Royalties for Regions (RFR) fund in regional WA for investment in infrastructure and services. 
However in the 2013–14 Budget it was announced that the Department of Regional Development and 
the nine Development Commissions will now be funded by RFR.  

I spoke before in the house about how little of this money the National Party has been able to get out of the door. 
In the best year ever it was 88 per cent and in the worst year ever it was 52 per cent. Therefore, in some years 
only 13 per cent of the money was spent anyway, let alone cost-shifting it into areas once funded by consolidated 
revenue. It is really a bit deceptive and erroneous for the government to promise to spend 25 per cent of money 
from the royalties for regions fund on new projects and services.  

The rapid transit bus to Ellenbrook was not funded. The safety and security rebate program is now severely 
underfunded. There was a promise to increase funding over four years for the safety and security rebate to 
$15 million; now only $1 million is allocated in 2013–14. That is another broken promise to be found on this 
most educational website, and I really hope members opposite follow this. What about the 12.5 per cent increase 
in the land tax rate? What about small government and free enterprise? That is a 12.5 per cent increase in the 
land tax rate. Why? To prop up a budget that has gone from $3.8 billion in debt to $28 billion dollars in debt, 
with no political will to rein in spending and reduce that. That is why we have lost the AAA credit rating and that 
is why we have to hook the same old people every time over and over again. The closed-circuit television for 
crime spots will not be funded. Tourism has had a funding cut. There are broken promises with Eaton Oval in the 
south west, Collie Senior High School, and the loss of 500 jobs in education, as I have mentioned. I could go on 
and on about these. Even worse, these broken promises denigrate the profession of parliamentarian. When 
parliamentarians and elected members make a commitment people take it at face value and expect it to be 
honoured. That is a fact. This government is incapable of doing that. Therefore, people get disillusioned with 
politicians and politics in general. They disengage; they get angry; and they form a dislike for all politicians, 
even those who make commitments, work through them and keep them. Members opposite need to change their 
attitude on this matter. They need to do something about this. We need to gain back the trust of the people of 
Western Australia. We will not do that by making promises we cannot keep; we will not do that by making 
commitments we never intend to keep; and we will not do that by running around promising what we cannot 
deliver. We will do that only by being truthful with the Western Australian people and telling them what we 
actually intend to do, not what they want to hear. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [3.25 pm]: I, too, rise to talk on this very important 
motion — 

That the Legislative Council condemns Premier Barnett and the Liberal Party for misleading the people 
of Western Australia during the March 2013 state election, when they claimed they had a “fully funded, 
fully costed” plan for Western Australia. 

I implied I welcomed the opportunity to talk on this motion because it is an important motion, but actually I do 
not like the idea of talking on it, because I have to go through a range of promises made to the people of Western 
Australia that were broken. I take to heart Hon Darren West’s point that the worst part of these broken promises, 
the fully funded, fully costed broken promises, is that it breaks the faith of the people of Western Australia. 
People then lose faith in politicians and in the political system. I find it very, very difficult to accept, particularly 
as a newly minted politician, such blatant disregard emanating from the Liberal Party towards the voters of 
Western Australia. It is blatant disregard because we know the Liberal Party must have had some idea prior to 
the election that the state’s finances were in such a parlous state and that the Liberal Party would not be able to 
honour fully funded, fully costed commitments in any way, shape or form. It is not just one or two commitments 
that will not be met, it is hundreds of commitments that will not be met. The Liberal Party must have known that 
the state’s finances were in such bad shape, yet it continued to make these promises. In fact, maybe two days 
prior to polling day, the 2013 state election policy costing “Impact of the Liberal Party Commitments on State 
Finances” was issued. We found out in that document that all of the major infrastructure projects promised by 
the Barnett government in the election campaign had been based on an assumption of significant funding from 
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the federal government. Of course, saying promises were fully funded, fully costed promises did not make that 
assumption very clear. There should have been a little rider at the bottom of election commitments that they were 
fully funded, fully costed with significant contributions from the federal government. We found out that the 
government had made an assumption that 50 per cent of the Metro Area Express light rail project would be 
funded by the commonwealth government. We also found out that it was assumed that the commonwealth 
government would contribute 80 per cent of funding for the promised fully funded, fully costed airport rail link.  

Hon Ken Travers: Tony Abbott is a big supporter of rail, isn’t he? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think Hon Ken Travers is being sarcastic there! 
Hon Ken Travers: I think I am. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is because we found out that Tony Abbott is not a big supporter of rail. In fact 
this government is going to find it very difficult to get any funding from the federal government for rail 
infrastructure projects, including the Metro Area Express light rail. What has happened with the MAX light rail? 
We were told that the $1.9 billion project, initially planned for 2018 to go from Mirrabooka into the CBD and 
out across the Causeway, was fully funded and fully costed. That will have to change. It is not fully funded and it 
is not fully costed. The completion date was pushed out to 2019 at the time the government lost the state’s AAA 
credit rating. However, last week the Premier said that the date might have to be pushed out even further and that 
the project would be done in separate stages. It was not clear whether the Premier meant that the first stage 
would go from Mirrabooka to the city or from the city across the Causeway. However, that fully funded, fully 
costed promise suddenly fell to pieces. Actually there is a problem with that comment by the Premier, because 
his transport minister contradicted him yesterday by saying that it would be done in one hit. 

Hon Ken Travers: Then today! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: However, lo and behold, today on radio the Premier said that it would be done in 
separate stages. Again, he did not identify which stage would be done first. That is another broken promise. 

It is interesting to note that the Premier and the Minister for Transport are at odds, which suggests that there is no 
planning and no coordination at the executive level of government on major infrastructure projects. 
Infrastructure was meant to be one of the key planks of this budget. Certainly the two key decision-makers in the 
government are at loggerheads over one of the major projects in that budget. That is disappointing and it is 
shocking. But there is more. I will come back to transport a little later, as I want to move on to health. 

Hon Ken Travers: Will you? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes, Hon Ken Travers, I will come back to transport. Hon Ken Travers and I share 
a very strong interest in a number of these projects. 

Hon Ken Travers: A passion! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: A passion; indeed. 

I want to go on to health because health services and health are very, very important to the residents of the East 
Metropolitan Region. A significant promise was made to the people of the East Metropolitan Region regarding 
the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. That promise came from the member for Mount Lawley, Michael 
Sutherland. Before the election, he wrote to the residents of the Mount Lawley electorate promising that Royal 
Perth Hospital would be redeveloped. Indeed the Liberal Party’s health policy, from which the member for 
Mount Lawley drew that promise, states — 

$200 million will be allocated to the planning and development of Royal Perth Hospital. 

However, we found in the 2013–14 state budget that only $5 million has been allocated, not for redevelopment, 
just for the planning stage. That also means that the planning stage has been slowed down because $118 million 
had previously been allocated to the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital and that has been removed from the 
budget as a budget line item. The planning is therefore being slowed down and there will be no redevelopment—
not now, not in four years and not in the term of this government. That is another promise supposedly fully 
funded and fully costed that has now been completely deleted by the stroke of a computer terminal. I was going 
to say by the stroke of a pen, but actually someone must have deleted it from an Excel spreadsheet. 

Hon Darren West: Hit “Delete”. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Hit “Delete”. What does that mean for the East Metropolitan Region? It means of 
course that Royal Perth Hospital will not be redeveloped and the incredibly busy trauma services in particular 
that are performed at that hospital will be undertaken under much greater pressure, leaving a lot less choice—I 
hope nothing worse than that—for the people of the East Metropolitan Region. 
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Hon Alyssa Hayden: What about the new hospital at Midland? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I say to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Health that promising 
$200 million for the planning and redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital and then providing only $5 million for 
planning is a broken promise, and it has broken the faith and trust of the people of the East Metropolitan Region. 

Here is another one: $7 million was promised towards the Ellenbrook recreation hub. The Liberal Party’s 
promise to the people of Ellenbrook states — 

A re-elected Liberal Government will contribute $7million to the development of the Ellenbrook 
Recreation Centre and greater Ellenbrook Recreation Hub and will ensure a 50-metre pool is included 
in the complex. 

That is a direct quote from the Liberal Party policy entitled “$7 million towards Ellenbrook Recreation Hub”. 
Further on the document states — 

Liberal candidate for West Swan Natasha Cheung said this was fabulous news for people in this 
electorate.  

“We know people in Ellenbrook desperately want the recreation precinct to go ahead and including a 
pool in the precinct is something I have been working hard behind the scenes to make happen. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: She is not the member. 
Hon Ken Travers: What, if you don’t win the seat you don’t have to honour the promises? Is that what you are 
saying, member? 
Hon Alyssa Hayden: I am saying Natasha Cheung did not win that seat, did she? 
Hon Ken Travers: So you don’t have to honour your promises? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is the parliamentary secretary saying that because that seat was not won by the 
Liberal Party, those promises do not have to be honoured? Is that what she is saying? 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is that what the parliamentary secretary is saying? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, Hon Ken Travers and Hon Alyssa Hayden! Hon Alanna Clohesy has the 
call. If you wish to make a contribution to the debate, seek the call when Hon Alanna Clohesy has finished. 

Hon Liz Behjat: How rude, Hon Ken Travers, speaking when the Deputy President was making her point there. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think that it is incredibly rude and very dishonest for a member of the 
government to suggest that if the Liberal Party does not win the seat, it does not have to honour the election 
promise. 
Hon Alyssa Hayden: I did not suggest that. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is incredibly dishonest and incredibly rude. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I would like the member to retract that; she is putting words in my mouth. I did not 
say the words she has stated, so I would like that retracted; thank you. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I have a further point of order, Madam Deputy President. It is a time-honoured tradition 
in this place that if the member uses unparliamentary language about another member, the other member can ask 
for it to be withdrawn. I have not heard the member say that. If the parliamentary secretary believes that she has 
been misrepresented, she has the opportunity to stand and seek the call at the conclusion of the member’s speech 
and give an explanation of how she was misrepresented. That is the appropriate way this matter should be dealt 
with. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson): There is no point of order. The honourable 
member has the opportunity to put on the record any response she wishes to make to Hon Alanna Clohesy. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden interjected. 
Hon Ken Travers: Are you dissenting from the ruling of the Deputy President? 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: I am just saying that we can just lie now.  
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think the lies lay in the Liberal Party policy document, and in the statement, 
“fully funded, fully costed”. I think the lies are directed at the people of East Metropolitan Region, when they 
were promised a swimming pool and there is nothing in the budget for a swimming pool. There is no $2 million 
for the swimming pool, or the total $7 million for the Ellenbrook recreation hub. That is where the lies lay—at 
the heart of the Liberal Party’s promises to the people of the East Metropolitan Region, particularly those in 
Ellenbrook. 

Hon Ken Travers: Do you think the people of Ellenbrook could swim in a sea of lies? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think that is very poetic, Hon Ken Travers! 

However, the people of Ellenbrook have nowhere to swim because the Liberal Party promised a swimming pool 
and will not deliver it—not now, not in the 2013 budget and not in the out years. It just broke the promise. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is $7 million down the gurgler. 

Of course, the people of Ellenbrook were also promised a lot more, and what have they received? Not much. The 
people of Ellenbrook were promised a new secondary school. They were promised that the north Ellenbrook 
secondary school would be opened by 2015. Where is that now? The north Ellenbrook secondary school will 
now be opened—hopefully—three years later than that. The Barnett government promised that it would build the 
new Ellenbrook secondary school, but in the 2013–14 budget, the money to build that school was pushed into the 
out years, and it will not now be completed until 2018. That puts considerable pressure on Ellenbrook Secondary 
College because it is, as we know, on a very constrained site. There is not much room there, so in the lead-up to 
this promised secondary school being constructed, it will have to operate with about 29 demountable classrooms 
in a confined space. Further pressure will be applied to that school through a projected enrolment increase from 
1 490 next year to 2 137 by 2017. That is extraordinary pressure being applied to that community because of a 
broken promise. That community has been forgotten by the Barnett Liberal government. There will be 29 
demountables jammed into those school grounds, leaving very little space for children to play, communicate, 
play sport and do what children do in their breaks. In fact, the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Mark McGowan, 
has gone so far as to suggest that, under the Barnett government, Ellenbrook has become Perth’s forgotten 
community. I am particularly inclined to agree with him about that. The broken promise to build a secondary 
school by 2015 is a serious blow to Ellenbrook. 

Here is another blow to the people of Ellenbrook: where is the railway line? A railway line was promised in 
2008 and it is not going to be delivered—not now and not in the 2013–14 budget. That is a double-decker broken 
promise, because it was initially promised in 2008, even though the local member, Frank Alban, said that he 
never really promised it; someone else in the Liberal Party promised a railway line to Ellenbrook. Irrespective of 
that, the promise was made, and the people of Ellenbrook and surrounds have been severely let down by that 
extra broken promise. Some have suggested that the people of Ellenbrook and surrounds might have to wait until 
2013 to get a rail line built in that area. Certainly there are no plans — 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: It’s 2013 now. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Sorry; 2031. Thanks for pointing that out—very good of the member! At least she 
is listening. A bit of dyslexia there: acknowledged, thank you! Either way, it will be a long, long wait for the 
people of Ellenbrook to get decent public transport. 

The people of Ellenbrook were also promised the bus rapid transit system and that, of course, is also not going to 
happen—not now, because it was not in the 2013–14 budget, and not in the out years. Not now, and probably not 
ever. 

Hon Ken Travers: The Premier has said “never” now. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Never ever. 

No bus rapid transit and no rail line, despite a rapidly increasing population and a lot of development in that area. 
Just a couple of weeks ago we saw a development proposal being approved for another 5 000 housing lots, and 
that development will just continue. There is no planning for the north east part of the East Metropolitan 
Region—no transport planning, no infrastructure planning—and that is a series of broken promises to the people 
of that region. 

Infrastructure was meant to be part of the cornerstone of the government’s budget, but there has been no 
planning. Initially, the bus rapid transit system was meant to be a short-term fix, but even that is not going to 
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happen, perhaps because the people of West Swan did not vote for the Liberal Party candidate; I am just not 
sure! 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Before the election; that is true. 

Ellenbrook, both the suburb and the area, is one of the fastest growing areas in Perth. According to the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics, in 2001 the population of Ellenbrook and The Vines was 31 173. Bullsbrook, a 
little further on, had a population in 2011 of 5 000. That is how fast this region is growing. It is forecast that by 
2036, the population of Ellenbrook alone will have increased by a further 20 000 and Bullsbrook, currently at 
around 5 000, will likely increase over the same period by 21 000. In the urban growth corridor, the area east of 
Whiteman Park and including Brabham, Caversham and Dayton, the population will increase by a further 37 000 
people by 2036. That is 78 000 more people in 25 years, and that is just a conservative estimate. As I mentioned, 
some new development approvals went through for a further housing development of 5 000 houses. Just 
recently, the largest increase in the number of new homes in the Perth metropolitan area occurred in Ellenbrook, 
with 8 200 new homes, and in Bullsbrook, with 8 000, and in the urban growth corridor that I mentioned earlier, 
with 12 000. Whichever way we look at it, and even with a conservative estimate, this area urgently needs public 
transport. Particularly around Aveley and The Vines, people are buying in the belief that there will be public 
transport and a train line to Ellenbrook. However, those people have been deceived and there is not much that 
they can do about that. The problem, of course, with this lack of planning and these broken promises—
supposedly fully funded and fully costed promises—is that Perth’s traffic congestion continues to worsen 
because of not only the volume of cars on the road, but also there are no public transport options for people to 
travel to and from work.  

I commend to members the Committee for Perth’s recent media release as a really important read. It is called 
“Urban sprawl fuels Perth’s traffic congestion” and it was released in November this year. It is a really good 
read, particularly for members of the East Metropolitan Region, because it highlights a few things — 

Perth’s worsening traffic congestion is being fuelled by people who live in outer suburbs according to 
new research released by the Committee for Perth. The report found not only do people living in the 
Perth’s outer suburbs have higher rates of car ownership than those who live closer to the city but 
they’re forced to drive to work because they don’t have a choice. 

They do not have a choice because the government has broken its promises. The article continues — 

“The research clearly shows that the main reason people drive to work is because they don’t have the 
option of catching public transport. This means that even as the cost of running a car rises and traffic 
congestion gets worse, unless public transport services improve, the people living in Perth’s fringe 
suburbs will continue driving to work.  

Of course, that means that traffic congestion will only get worse. What does that mean for the people living in 
those suburbs? It means a much higher cost of living. The government has broken its promises and people have 
been left with a higher cost of living. The article continues — 

“Households in the outer local government areas of Wanneroo, Swan, Serpentine-Jarrahdale, 
Kalamunda, Mundaring and Armadale have 2 to 2.5 vehicles for every household. Running a medium 
sized car costs anywhere between $456 and $570 a week. The average mortgage repayment is $500 a 
week. 

Note that those local government areas mentioned are in the East Metropolitan Region. The article goes on —  

Hon Peter Katsambanis interjected.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Wanneroo is just on the edge of the region, thank you very much. It borders the 
East Metropolitan Region. All those local governments—Swan, Serpentine–Jarrahdale, Kalamunda, Mundaring 
and Armadale—are in the East Metropolitan Region and Wanneroo abuts the East Metropolitan Region. The 
point is well made that people living in those areas incur significant costs from having to have two to 2.5 cars 
because there is no public transport. They are paying more on private transport even though they were promised 
public transport. In comparison — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members!  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I see; so do we want to stop people living in Ellenbrook?  
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Hon Peter Katsambanis interjected.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Hon Peter Katsambanis will have the opportunity to respond at a later point in the 
debate.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: The point of this report is that those people have no choice. The fact that public 
transport was promised but not delivered is the reason that those people have to travel by using their own 
transport.  

Several members interjected.  

Point of Order 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am sitting in front of Hon Alanna Clohesy and I am struggling to hear her 
because of the constant rude interjections from Hon Peter Katsambanis. I ask you to ask Hon Peter Katsambanis 
to remain silent so that I can hear the speaker.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson): There is no point of order. I remind all members 
that they may seek the call and contribute to the debate. Please allow the member with the call to finish her 
remarks.  

Debate Resumed 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I understand that the points that I am making are uncomfortable and challenging 
for those opposite. However, if I hear an interjection worth taking, I will take it, but there have not yet been any 
worth taking. There are more cars on the road and more traffic congestion because there is no public transport in 
this area, even though it was promised to the people of the East Metropolitan Region. Of course, that means 
more pressure on the roads, and what do we have? We have another broken promise, with funding delayed for 
the Reid Highway–Malaga Drive intersection. That intersection has the dubious honour of being rated number 1 
on the RAC’s list of the worst intersections in the Perth metropolitan area.  

Hon Michael Mischin: We have fixed all the others. That is why it has moved up the list, I suppose.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Tell that to the families of the people whose lives have been lost on that 
intersection. Tell that to the people who have incurred about $12.7 million of costs in the past five years. It will 
cost $75 million to build two bridges to carry Reid Highway traffic over Malaga Drive; that work is due to be 
completed 2014–15. That is what the minister said in only December last year. However, by the time the budget 
came down, it was revealed that work would not commence until 2014 to 2016 and it is only partially funded in 
2016–17. In the meantime, try as we might to make our way to work in these very difficult conditions, the 
Liberal Party does not even wish us good luck.  

Another missed opportunity on the part of the Barnett government is around the significant economic benefit of 
public transport to local investment. For every station, there is $3.5 billion in sales. About $500 million of tax 
revenue is generated for every $1 billion invested in public transport. That information is from the Alliance 
Commission on National Energy Efficiency Policy’s paper “Energy 2030”, which is about working to double US 
energy productivity by 2030. That is another lost opportunity for the government in local economic 
development.  

I now move on to the environment. There is so much to choose from. I am not sure where to start, but I will go to 
another broken promise on the environment. This broken promise was by omission. At the state election, in a 
document titled “$16.25million to improve Perth’s rivers” the Liberal Party stated — 

The Swan River is one of Perth’s greatest natural assets and it deserves to be invested in by 
Government to ensure it remains healthy, accessible and free of pollution for future generations … 

The government said that it would invest $7 million over four years for the Swan River Trust to protect public 
open space, improve connectivity, useability and amenity. Omitted from the promise was that the Swan River 
Trust would be abolished. Also omitted from that statement is the suggestion that the Swan River is not as glitzy 
and as free-flowing as the Liberal Party would have us believe, because it has been crippled by algal blooms. We 
were certainly told in annual report hearings about the level and extent of those algal blooms. We know that the 
river has low oxygen levels and that there have been numerous fish and dolphins deaths in the river. What the 
river needs is more investment and resources to look at the river’s future and preserve it, not less. Yet the people 
of Western Australia were not promised that. They certainly were not told that the Swan River Trust would be 
abolished. The Swan River Trust has been recognised internationally for its work. It was one of the top three 
finalists in 2012 in the Australian Riverprize for river management, the world’s most significant prize, which 
recognises efforts to repair damaged rivers and the health of their catchments and environments. We know that is 
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the work of the Swan River Trust, and the Swan River Trust was recognised for that, but the people of Western 
Australia were not told that the Swan River Trust would be abolished and that the health of the Swan and 
Canning Rivers would be put at risk in the future.  

Another sector important in the East Metropolitan Region is tourism. The people of East Metropolitan Region 
were promised $24 million over four years to market Western Australia to both domestic and international 
travellers. The Swan Valley in particular receives a number of international travellers and relies on visits from 
international travellers, and at the state election an additional $24 million was promised to market Western 
Australia. However, in the budget, the government has provided an additional $9.2 million over three years with 
nothing provided in the fourth year. That promise will not be delivered—not now, not in the future, and nothing 
in the out years.  

Hon Ken Travers: It broke its promise.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I know it is uncomfortable for government members to hear the litany of broken 
promises. Even the Tourism Council Western Australia chief executive officer Evan Hall thought it was too 
much. He is reported as saying — 

“the Government’s broken promise will cost $80 million in lost tourism dollars and 1300 jobs across 
the State”. It was “a devastating blow to the industry”.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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