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THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) took the chair at 12.00 noon, acknowledged country and read prayers. 
PAPERS TABLED 

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 
2019 AWESOME INTERNATIONAL ARTS FESTIVAL FOR BRIGHT YOUNG THINGS 

Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts 
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Culture and the Arts) [12.02 pm]: I would like to inform the 
house about an amazing arts and cultural opportunity that is available to the children and families of Western Australia, 
the 2019 AWESOME Festival. The first AWESOME International Arts Festival for Bright Young Things was 
launched in December 1996 at the Subiaco Arts Centre by Barking Gecko Theatre. The idea behind the first festival 
was to bring the best the world had to offer in theatre and arts experiences to the young people of Western Australia. 
On the back of its success, AWESOME Arts became an incorporated company, and after entering into a partnership 
with the City of Perth, moved its home to the Perth CBD. That move increased the profile of the festival and led 
to a plethora of new partnerships and funding opportunities. Today that support includes the state government, 
through the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries; Healthway; Lotterywest; and many 
private sector sponsors. I am pleased to announce today that Lotterywest will be providing funding to the 
AWESOME Festival of $1 070 000 for 2020, 2021 and 2022, providing children in Western Australia with an 
opportunity to participate in creative learning opportunities. 
It is estimated that the 2018 event was attended by more than 169 000 people. The AWESOME Festival continues to 
attract new audiences, with 51 per cent of Culture Counts survey respondents indicating that they had visited the 
AWESOME Festival for the first time that year. The same survey suggested that 96 per cent of visitors had a positive 
overall experience at the event, and 94 per cent signalled that the AWESOME Festival provided a unique opportunity 
for their children to access high-quality arts experiences. In 2018, AWESOME engaged 88 Western Australian 
artists and 171 volunteers. In addition to the festival, AWESOME offers a year-round program of creative learning 
opportunities through Creative Challenge Regional residencies, delivering programs to 18 regional and remote 
locations in 2019; and the Creative Challenge Perth program for children at North Balga Primary School, 
Bentley Primary School and Nollamara Primary School. 
The festival took place from 5 to 11 October at Perth Cultural Centre, from 12 to 13 October at the University of 
Western Australia, and will culminate in school excursions at Perth Cultural Centre from 15 to 18 October. The 
2019 program encompasses a variety of performances, including Cloud Soup; Picasso and His Dog; Beep, by 
Windmill Theatre; and Alvin Sputnik: Deep Sea Explorer. There are only two days left, Mr Speaker, and I know 
you are an integral part of this festival. I encourage you and other members, if they can get paired, to attend the 
last few days and celebrate our community’s bright young things. 

CORROBOREE WEST 2019 
Statement by Minister for Tourism 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro — Minister for Tourism) [12.05 pm]: I rise to advise the house of the very 
successful Corroboree West 2019 event and functions held in Perth and surrounds last week. Around 300 travel 
agents from key international markets had the opportunity to learn about Western Australia’s extraordinary travel 
experiences through this national training event, which ran from Tuesday, 8 October to Friday, 11 October. Owned 
and managed by Tourism Australia, Corroboree West is a combined training workshop and familiarisation event 
held exclusively for Aussie Specialist Program agents from retail outlets and key wholesalers and tour operators 
from the UK, Europe, the USA, Canada and New Zealand. The program is run in cooperation with state and 
territory tourism organisations to give international travel sellers the knowledge and skills to successfully sell 
Australia as a holiday destination. 
Held at the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre, the Aussie Specialist agents met with around 100 Australian 
tourism operators to learn about a variety of Australian tourism products and experiences to offer their international 
customers. Tourism Western Australia, along with all five Western Australian regional tourism organisations and 
the Western Australian Indigenous Tourism Operators Council, was among the 20 Western Australian tourism 
organisations and operators represented at the event. As the host city, Perth had the advantage of showcasing this 
state’s quality tourism attractions to the Aussie Specialist agents through an extensive day familiarisation program 
before the event began. Tourism WA hosted tours to Rottnest Island, Mandurah, Rockingham, the Swan Valley, 
Fremantle and the Pinnacles, to give the agents firsthand experience of the local fresh produce, coastlines, 
landscapes and flora and fauna that can be experienced in a daytrip from Perth. 
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On Wednesday, 9 October, Aussie Specialist agents and sellers were invited to a destination showcase event at 
City Beach. This event paid homage to the Western Australian beach culture and highlighted Perth’s effortless 
blend of urban cool and raw, natural beauty. Guests enjoyed a famous Indian Ocean sunset, a contemporary 
welcome to country, and a gourmet beach barbecue with the soft white sand between their toes. After the event, 
Tourism WA hosted four extended familiarisation tours, and agents were shown the unique beauty of regional 
areas such as Exmouth, Karijini National Park, Monkey Mia, Geraldton, Albany, Pemberton and Margaret River. 

I hope all Western Australian tourism operators that attended Corroboree West 2019 had a successful week promoting 
their products, and I want to thank the industry operators and partners who were involved in and supported the 
WA showcase and familiarisation program. I also wish to thank the staff at Tourism Western Australia, who 
worked hard to showcase our city and state. Through their experience at Corroboree West 2019, we are confident 
that the Aussie Specialist agents will now be equipped to sell Western Australia as a must-see destination. 

WORK HEALTH AND SAFETY EXCELLENCE AWARDS 

Statement by Minister for Industrial Relations 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Industrial Relations) [12.08 pm]: On Wednesday, 
2 October 2019, I had the great pleasure to attend and present the inaugural Work Health and Safety Excellence 
Awards at Optus Stadium. These awards combine the former Work Safety Awards and the Safety and Health 
Resources Sector Awards. The event recognised outstanding solutions and innovations to specific health and safety 
problems in Western Australian workplaces, and was attended by more than 200 people. Like the McGowan 
government, the attendees demonstrated their commitment to ensuring worker safety and health. 

These awards acknowledge and celebrate individuals and companies that place high importance on keeping 
Western Australians safe at work. I would like to acknowledge all of this year’s 69 entrants, who came from 
a diverse range of industries and each submitted an innovative initiative or original solution to a specific workplace 
safety or health issue. I offer the appreciation of the McGowan government for their commitment to providing 
a safe and healthy workplace for Western Australians.  

There were 33 finalists in the five award categories. In the category of work health and safety invention of the 
year, the winner with 199 employees or fewer was Quattro Project Engineering and the winner with 200 employees 
or more was Clough. In the category of best solution to a work health and safety risk, the winner with 199 employees 
or fewer was Mainline Demolition and the winner with 200 employees or more was TENSA Equipment and 
Multiplex. In the category of best workplace health and wellbeing initiative, the winner with 199 employees or 
fewer was Galactic Cooperative and the winner with 200 employees or more was Consolidated Minerals. The 
Leadership Excellence Award went to Rio Tinto, and the Safety and Health Representative of the Year was 
awarded to Megan Silvey from St John of God Murdoch Hospital. 

My sincere congratulations to all award winners, as well as to certificate of merit recipients and other finalists. 

“2019 WOMEN’S REPORT CARD” 

Statement by Minister for Women’s Interests 

MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Women’s Interests) [12.10 pm]: I rise to inform the house of 
the release of the “2019 Women’s Report Card”. The report card has been prepared by the Bankwest Curtin 
Economics Centre in partnership with the Department of Communities. The report card tracks women’s progress 
according to four priority areas: health and wellbeing; safety and justice; economic independence; and leadership. 
Across these priority areas, over 200 indicators are reported on, which are evidenced by more than 500 statistics. 
For the first time, the “2019 Women’s Report Card” is accompanied by an online data platform that presents 
key information in an interactive format. The publication offers a sobering insight into the scale of the challenges 
that are faced by women—they are still at considerable risk of violence and abuse, and WA’s gender pay gap is 
consistently high. Although 56 per cent of university graduates are women, data shows that the undergraduate 
median starting salary for men is greater than for women in 16 out of 20 fields of education. It is a timely reminder 
that much still needs to be done to achieve gender equality. 

However, there have been improvements in several areas since the last report in 2015. A significant increase in 
the number of women on government-appointed boards has put women’s representation at 50.9 per cent. In the 
public sector, women have been occupying the most senior roles in increasing numbers in the last 10 years, from 
24.8 per cent to 28.8 per cent. This improvement has been concentrated in the last two years; whereas, prior to 2017, 
there had been an overall deterioration of women holding tier 1 roles. Over the last 10 years, the number of women 
in Parliament remained stagnant, but I am proud to say that 41 per cent of government members are women. 

As work progresses on the development of the WA women’s plan, which will be launched in 2020, the report card 
provides key insights that focus on our efforts and areas of priority. The McGowan government is committed to 
advancing gender equality within Western Australia. We have a great deal of work to do to ensure that women’s 
issues are prioritised, and this government is not afraid to face up to these numbers and commit to action. 
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FAMILY COURT AMENDMENT BILL 2019 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General), and read a first time. 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the Attorney General. 

Second Reading 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [12.13 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
On 5 December 2018, the commonwealth Family Law Amendment (Family Violence Cross–examination of Parties) 
Act 2018 passed both houses of federal Parliament, which amended the commonwealth federal Family Law Act 1975 
to provide better protections for victims of family violence during the cross-examination process in family law 
proceedings. The new provisions applied to cross-examinations occurring in the commonwealth jurisdiction, effective 
from 10 September 2019. 
It is the usual custom for Western Australia to amend the WA Family Court Act 1997 to mirror any amendments 
made to the commonwealth Family Law Act 1975. This bill will ensure that the parents of exnuptial children and 
people in de facto relationships are treated in the same way as married couples. This bill, therefore, amends the 
WA Family Court Act 1997 to also provide protection during cross-examination to parties who are parents of 
exnuptial children or are in de facto relationships. In cases in which there is an allegation of family violence 
between the parties to a Family Court proceeding, the parties will be prohibited from directly cross-examining 
each other in any of the following circumstances: where either party has been convicted of, or is charged with, an 
offence involving violence or a threat of violence to the other party; where a family violence order, other than an 
interim order, applies to both parties; where an injunction made under the Family Court Act for the personal protection 
of either party is directed against the other party; or, if the above circumstances do not apply, the court, in its 
discretion, makes an order that the parties cannot cross-examine each other. The court may make such an order on 
its own initiative or upon application from either party or an independent children’s lawyer. The cross-examination 
must be conducted by a legal practitioner if the ban on direct cross-examination applies. In cases in which none of 
these circumstances apply but an allegation of family violence has been made, the court must ensure that appropriate 
protections are taken for the alleged victim of the family violence. For example, the court may consider it appropriate 
to direct that cross-examination be conducted by way of video or audio link and/or allow the alleged victim to 
have a support person with them. The provisions in this bill will apply to both parenting and property hearings. 
The Council of Australian Governments National Summit on Reducing Violence against Women and their 
Children in October 2016 recommended that a ban should be placed on the personal cross-examination of 
victims by the perpetrator in family violence and family law proceedings. It can be re-traumatising and highly 
distressing for victims to be personally cross-examined by a perpetrator or placed in a situation in which they must 
cross-examine the perpetrator. The measures in this bill aim to reduce this trauma and distress. 
A number of other benefits will also stem from this legislation. The cross-examination process is an integral part of 
testing evidence to enable the court to make evidence-based findings. Putting an end to victims being cross-examined 
by perpetrators will improve their ability to give clear and cogent evidence. Furthermore, the cross-examination 
of perpetrators by legal practitioners will ensure their evidence is appropriately tested and, therefore, more reliable. 
This, in turn, will enable judicial officers to make more informed decisions and judgements. Being personally 
cross-examined by a perpetrator can be so daunting that it can lead to some victims prematurely settling their 
matter on terms that are less favourable to them or not in the best interests of their children. Their personal safety 
and care can be put at risk—for example, children may have to spend more time living with a perpetrator of family 
violence. This bill aims to reduce those situations from occurring. The provisions in this bill apply equally to 
perpetrators so their rights to procedural fairness and a fair hearing will not be unduly impinged. Having 
a professional legal practitioner represent them during the cross-examination process should also assist with the 
better presentation of their case. 
Women are usually the victims of family violence. A woman who is subject to family violence is three times more 
likely to receive a minority share of relationship assets than women who are not subject to family violence. This 
bill will help to lessen that discrimination against women by encouraging them to be fully involved in presenting 
their case to the Family Court. Their right to a fair hearing and access to justice will be enhanced. 
This bill, through the mandatory requirement to obtain legal representation in certain circumstances, has resource 
implications. Parties, when possible, should obtain their own legal representation. If a party is unrepresented, they 
will be advised to obtain representation and will also be referred to Legal Aid WA, which is administering the 
commonwealth family violence and cross-examination of parties scheme. In November 2018, the commonwealth 
government announced the establishment of the scheme to provide $7 million in funding over three years to legal 
aid commissions across Australia. Legal Aid WA received funding from the commonwealth for this initiative 
for 2018–19 and half of the funding allocation for 2019–20. This includes funding for parties who commence 
proceedings under the Family Court Act. 
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The Family Court of Western Australia will also be impacted by this new legislation through additional case 
management requirements. These requirements have already been implemented by the court due to the amendments 
to the Family Law Act regarding the ban on cross-examination. 

The commonwealth Attorney-General’s Department will be reviewing the cross-examination ban legislation after 
the second anniversary of its commencement. This will be conducted in consultation with family law courts, 
National Legal Aid and other stakeholders. The Family Court of WA and Legal Aid WA will participate in the 
review and advise how the legislation has impacted their operations and the delivery of justice to family court 
participants. The results of this review will be communicated to the WA government, and appropriate consideration 
will be given to addressing any amendments. 

Family violence has a significant impact on individuals, families and the community. In Australia, one in six women 
and one in 16 men have been subjected, since the age of 15, to physical and/or sexual violence by a current or previous 
cohabiting partner. The fallout and tragedy of family violence is often played out in the justice system. It is therefore 
important that the justice system and, in this case, the Family Court of Western Australia and Legal Aid WA are 
appropriately equipped to effectively and compassionately deal with the victims of family violence. This bill 
will play a part in achieving that aim, and ensure that parties in Western Australia who commence proceedings 
under the Family Court Act are afforded the same protection as parties who commence proceedings under the 
Family Law Act in Western Australia, and the rest of Australia. 

I therefore commend this bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrs A.K. Hayden. 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT (UNCERTAIN DATES) BILL 2019 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General), and transmitted to the Council. 

PETROLEUM PRODUCTS PRICING AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 June. 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [12.24 pm]: I rise to speak on the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment 
Bill 2019. This bill has been brought in in anticipation of the opening of a new American-based retailer in 
Western Australia called Costco. It is a much-anticipated opening for many, many people. It is a very welcome 
opening because, firstly, it will provide new employment opportunities for Western Australians in what has proven 
in other places across Australia and around the world to be a very popular retail offering. It will also add 
competition to what is a narrow market of retailers in Australia and Western Australia, in particular in the grocery 
and food space. This is most welcome because historically we know that competition drives down prices for staple 
goods for families who are doing it tough in Western Australia. Therefore, that will be very welcome by all those 
families across the state who will have one more option available for them to do their family shopping, and 
hopefully drive down prices. We know that when we add more competition into markets, prices fall. No-one needs 
to tell that to the people of the Perth metropolitan area and various regional communities across Western Australia 
where another retailer, Aldi, has opened up in the last few years. They have seen prices fall in not just Aldi, but 
also the surrounding supermarkets that are in competition with Aldi. Competition is good for consumers. It helps 
provide competitive tension in a marketplace, which drives down prices. 

Costco is also welcome because it is making a significant investment in Western Australia. It is providing jobs, 
competition and more choice. We often hear complaints about a narrow range of goods. The products that Costco 
sells are widely sourced. It also has its own range of private-label goods that are of good quality at competitive 
prices. All in all, it will help the competitive tensions that will be promoted within the Western Australian retail 
market. Costco has a wide range of goods. It is not just food, groceries, fresh food and packaged food; it also has 
clothing, electrical goods, hardware goods and manchester, and some of its stores sell jewellery. People can buy 
a bucket, a loaf of bread, a watch or a diamond ring all at this gigantic retail offering. 

I speak from some experience as I have shopped at Costco while overseas, but also when it opened its first store 
in Victoria while I was still living there. I went there and found that its offers were quite good. It is not a place that 
I visited daily or weekly, but on the occasional visit I could find some absolute bargains, which helps everybody. 
It runs differently from other retailers and is not open to all. It runs a membership model. People have to buy 
a membership. I signed up when I was still living in Victoria and I think it cost $60 or $65 a year. But I understand 
that it also offers group memberships through businesses, through superannuation funds and perhaps through other 
arrangements with other businesses, so that some people can access membership at a discounted rate, or perhaps 
even for free. I do not know; I have not delved into it that far. I visited it only as a consumer, and I thought it was 
valuable enough for me to pay the $60-odd for a year, as it was back then, and derive the benefits of savings across 
the whole year.  
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Costco is currently building its store—or warehouse, or large building, or whatever we want to call it—on land 
adjacent to the Perth Airport, not far away from the Direct Factory Outlet store. I have not visited that DFO store 
yet, although I know it is there, having passed it on a number of occasions. The area is becoming quite a hub of 
big-box retailers. As I said, I think it will be welcomed by Western Australian consumers. They will have one more 
choice. They will have a look at the store, and if it meets their requirements, they will sign up and start shopping 
there. Some of them will do their weekly shopping there, some will make occasional purchases, and perhaps some 
will simply go along for one big bargain—a television set, a watch, a diamond ring, or whatever they want to 
buy—and figure that the $60 invested in a membership might be saved with just one purchase. That is what markets 
are about. That is what the freedom to shop is all about. 
One of the products that the store will offer its members is petrol. My recollection of the Costco store that opened 
up in Melbourne when I was living in Victoria was that it was located in an inner-city area, on the edge of the 
Docklands, and I do not recall it selling petrol. Perhaps some other locations offer petrol, or it is an offering that 
has been added since the time I left and never visited again, but clearly petrol is one of the products that Costco 
provides to its members. Again, those members will have a choice. They will have a look around and find out what 
other fuel outlets are selling petrol for on the day that they want to fill up, and make a choice of whether to buy 
their fuel from Costco or from other retailers. In Western Australia, we know that one of the places that consumers 
can go to find out what fuel is being sold for on any particular day is the FuelWatch website. FuelWatch itself also 
communicates prices through media and other outlets. Western Australian consumers have become very used to 
logging on to the FuelWatch website—I do it myself from time to time—to check the prices of fuel around them. 
I dare say that I do not think many consumers will be driving from the electorate of Hillarys or the minister’s electorate 
of Butler to the airport on the off-chance that fuel down there might be a few cents cheaper than they can find it in 
their own area, because the cost of the fuel expended in getting there and coming back might outweigh the savings. 
But perhaps people can time their visit to Costco, the airport, the DFO or whatever to coincide with a cheaper fuel 
cycle at those premises. In those cases it would be good for consumers to receive the usual information through 
the FuelWatch site about the petroleum offer being made at the time by Costco, as well as all the other fuel stations 
around the metro area and regional Western Australia. The current framing of the exemptions incorporated in the 
Petroleum Products Pricing Act 1983 would preclude Costco from being required to provide this information to 
FuelWatch by 2.00 pm daily, as all other petroleum retailers are required to do. The current exemption provides 
that, where there is an existing agreement or arrangement between a customer and the retailer, the retailer does not 
need to report to FuelWatch. That can be interpreted in many ways, but it could be interpreted in a way that has 
the unintended consequence of utilising the membership model to deem an existing arrangement between the 
customer and the retailer, and therefore provide an exemption for Costco from reporting this through FuelWatch. 
I would like to think that Costco is a good corporate citizen. I do not know the company personally, but it operates 
in many parts of the world and in many other parts of Australia. I would like to think that it is a good corporate 
citizen and would report to FuelWatch anyway, and I would also like to think that it would see that as a particular 
marketing advantage. Its whole model is based on buying in bulk and selling cheap, so I would imagine it would want 
to be known for being extremely competitive in providing fuel to consumers in Western Australia. Irrespective, 
the government has seen fit to update the definitions and exemptions included in the Petroleum Products Pricing 
Act 1983 to make sure that Costco is covered and that it is obliged to report its fuel price to FuelWatch in the way 
that all other motor fuel retailers are obliged to do. That will create a level playing field. 
At the briefing that the minister’s staff provided for the opposition, it was indicated that, initially, Costco had been 
contacted by the department about the proposed change, but we did not get a definitive answer as to whether it 
had responded and indicated its broad agreement to the proposed legislative change. Given that it is the only 
stakeholder that is currently affected by the changes to be made by this bill, I would seek, perhaps in the minister’s 
second reading response, information on whether there has been further communication between the department 
and Costco, and what its general sentiment is about being obliged to participate in this scheme. As I said, I would 
suspect that a good corporate citizen would want to be part of this anyway. I await some sort of indication from 
the responsible minister that there has been further communication, and whether Costco has responded to the 
department’s correspondence and indicated that it is quite happy with the legislation. I leave it up to the minister 
to respond to that in his second reading response, unless he wants to do it by way of interjection now. 
The bill deals with updating the old exemptions, which, as I said, refer to an existing agreement or arrangement 
between the customer and the retailer, by adding a new definition of an exempt sale. This is incorporated in clause 4 
of the bill before us as proposed section 22H(2), and it has three limbs to it. It reads — 

A retail sale of motor fuel at a particular place is an exempt sale if — 
(a) a business of hiring out, leasing out or selling motor vehicles is carried on at the place and the motor 

fuel is sold in the course of that business incidentally to a hire, lease or sale of a motor vehicle; or 
(b) the motor fuel is sold in bulk to be delivered or collected by tanker; or 
(c) the motor fuel is sold for fuelling a motor vehicle that is used for a business and not used for any 

other purpose. 
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They are the three new exemptions created by the bill. The first one seems logical or sensible in one respect. If 
a business hires, leases or sells motor vehicles and the fuelling is incidental, it is incidental. However, I think I can 
speak for a lot of members in this place and for many consumers in Western Australia generally when I say that 
hire car companies have been known to charge what I consider to be exorbitant and sometimes extortionate rates 
for refuelling if people dare deliver their hire car back to them empty or with a different petrol level. I understand 
that they are not in the business of selling fuel, so the cost for them to store fuel might be higher, but I have heard 
many reports of the cost being 50¢, 60¢ or 70¢ a litre more. They are exempt under this legislation from complying 
with the FuelWatch requirements. 
The exemption if the fuel is sold in bulk to be delivered or collected by tanker also makes sense. FuelWatch 
primarily deals with the retail sale of motor fuel to consumers to fill up their cars. If a tanker is being filled, obviously 
it is understandable that there may be a different price for the bulk purchase, as it is not really a retail sale. The 
same applies to fuelling a motor vehicle that is used for a business and not for any other purpose. 
I have one concern about the move from the old exemption, which applied to an existing agreement or arrangement 
between a customer and a retailer, to the new three-limbed exemption, and it is with the discounts that are often 
offered by petroleum retailers to corporate customers who use a fuel card, Motorpass card or whatever. We know 
that many fleet companies, both large and small, enter into agreements with fuel retailers. The drivers of those 
fleet cars, be they the staff of a business or those who have a pre-packaged deal through a novated lease and the 
like, hold a fuel card, and when they arrive at an appointed retailer, they will use their fuel card and the cost of 
their fuel will be charged at some predetermined rate between the fleet company or the business and the retailer. 
Sometimes that might be a dollar amount, but in other cases it might be a discount on the advertised price for the 
day. I think it is a well-understood and longstanding arrangement. It may apply to vehicles that are used for 
business purposes, but those vehicles may not necessarily fit the definition of a vehicle that is used for a business 
and not for any other purpose. They may have a mixed use of 80 per cent for business and 20 per cent for private 
use, and it may attract fringe benefits tax and the like. There are all sorts of rather complex arrangements. I seek 
some clarity from the Minister for Commerce about whether this new definition of “exempt sale” will in any way 
interfere with those longstanding arrangements between fuel retailers and various businesses. It could be an 
agreement with BHP for its fleet cars; it could be with a fleet management company; or it could be with the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet whose staff have been issued with a fuel card, and if they buy fuel at 
a particular retailer, the rate that the Department of the Premier and Cabinet is charged is different from the advertised 
rate promoted through FuelWatch. We want to catch Costco in the reporting requirements for FuelWatch for the 
obvious reasons of transparency, encouragement of competition and total clarity for consumers. They are all very 
good reasons to bring in Costco, but, at the same time, we do not want the definition to somehow impact on and 
have unintended consequences for those longstanding arrangements between all sorts of businesses and fuel 
retailers for how they buy their fuel. I would be interested in the minister’s response to that. 
I would be very surprised if there is a direct policy intention to capture those types of arrangements that I have 
spoken about, but I think the definition that will be removed by the bill clearly encapsulated those existing 
agreements or arrangements between customers and retailers; for example, BHP, as the customer, and a fleet car 
company have an existing arrangement for fuel that costs a cent less than the advertised price or it might be a fixed 
price for a week rather than a day. It could be anything; we do not know. That is privity of contract stuff. That has 
been happening for a long time. That is not a membership-based issue as it is with Costco. It is more an agreement 
that has been reached between the two parties, which they are both happy with and has been going on for a long 
time. That is the genesis of the wording of the existing exemption in, I think, section 22I of the Petroleum Products 
Pricing Act 1983. I am almost certain—again, the minister can clarify this—that it is not the policy intention to 
capture those sorts of agreements with this amendment. It is really to capture Costco. It is really to capture the 
membership-based model. I seek that clarification, because I know that a lot of people will rely on this, some of 
whom have novated leases that include fuel in the arrangements, while others have salary sacrifice agreements 
with their employers with these types of fuel requirements. It would be—I am trying to choose the appropriate 
word—a travesty if an unintended consequence of this amendment was that it captured those arrangements and 
caused harm to people. That is why I seek clarity from the minister about that arrangement. 
The principle of the bill is supported by the Liberal Party. It will provide better transparency for consumers, 
encourage competition and guide consumers to get the best deal. It will bring a new entrant into the well-established, 
well-used and well-supported FuelWatch regime in the Western Australian retail market, including the retail motor 
fuel market. That is all well and good. We like that. I just do not think that we need those possible unintended 
consequences of this change that I spoke of for those other longstanding arrangements and agreements.  
The definition of “exempt sale” stands out to me. I cannot see how those private fuel card arrangements, as I will 
call them for shorthand purposes, between businesses and fuel retailers will fit into that new exemption, but I see 
exactly how they fit into the old exemption. That is why I seek some clarity from the minister around that. I am 
not sure whether that simply was not contemplated. I am not even sure whether I am looking at this clause in the 
wrong way. Perhaps there will be a simple answer and my query can be easily satisfied and we can progress to 
make the changes that are contemplated in this bill. 
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As I have said, the principle behind this bill is good. The intention is good. The eventual entry of Costco into 
Western Australia is not only good; it is fantastic. I certainly welcome it. I know the Liberal Party welcomes 
greater retail competition. It will be fantastic for consumers. Consumers will get a new range of goods. They will 
be able to buy in bulk. They will be able to make their own choices. If Costco does not suit their needs and 
requirements, they either will not sign up; or, if they sign up once, they will not sign up again at the end of the 
year. Costco has proved popular in other places. It has added the competitive tension that we need in markets to 
drive down prices. Many consumers in this state are struggling. We know that for many years—in fact, for over 
a decade—there has been low wage growth, increases in the cost of living, and unfortunate increases in the cost 
of government-provided goods and services. Since this government came to power, households have had to pay 
an additional over $850 a year in government fees and charges. I acknowledge that costs were going up before this 
government came to power. Households are doing it tough. If householders can find a better deal somewhere, they 
will embrace it. If Costco can provide cheaper prices for its own goods, and drive other retailers in this country—
in particular, the two large oligopoly retailers of food and groceries—to bring their prices down, that would be 
a good thing. We welcome that. 

It is good that Costco’s fuel prices are advertised on FuelWatch. Costco reports its fuel prices by 2.00 pm each day, 
and that applies from 6.00 am the following day until 6.00 am the day after. That provides clarity and transparency 
and enables consumers to make their choices. We welcome that. 

If the minister could clarify the issue that I raised, that would be helpful in advancing the debate on the bill. As 
I have said, if we can get more retail competition in the area that is dominated by the two very large players in 
food and grocery sales, that will be very good for this state and this nation, and for Western Australian consumers. 
With those words, I indicate again that the Liberal Party supports this bill. We just do not want the unintended 
consequence that I have suggested might occur. I am sure the minister will give us a rational explanation for that. 

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [12.54 pm]: I rise to speak in support of the Petroleum Products Pricing 
Amendment Bill 2019. Any new entrant into the petroleum market in Western Australia would be well advised to 
sign up to the FuelWatch system. The recent straw poll that I have done indicates that FuelWatch is well loved, 
well liked and well used by many Western Australian motorists. The FuelWatch scheme was introduced in 2001 
to promote price transparency and encourage competition between fuel retailers, for the benefit of consumers. Any 
member here this afternoon who heard my contribution last night on the amendments to the Fair Trading Act will 
know that it is important to me that we stick up for small business and for consumers. The FuelWatch scheme was 
introduced following the release in October 2000 of the report of the Select Committee on Pricing of Petroleum 
Products, titled “Getting a Fair Deal for Western Australian Motorists”. I speak for everyone in the chamber when 
I say it is important that we do everything we can to get a fair deal for Western Australian motorists. 

Fuel retailers are required to notify FuelWatch of the retail price of their fuels, which are then fixed for a 24-hour 
period. Consumers can access the FuelWatch website to compare prices, make informed decisions and obtain the 
best deal of the day. Prices for the next day can be accessed any time after 3.30 in the afternoon. FuelWatch also 
issues media statements to give consumers advance warning of steep price rises caused by the fuel price cycle so 
that consumers can save money when filling up their motor vehicles. Anyone who has seen articles in The West 
Australian about imminent spikes in the price of petrol, or has seen the fuel prices shown at the end of the 
Channel Seven or Channel Nine news each evening, will know the fantastic media work done by FuelWatch in 
promoting competition in the petroleum market. Members have talked about the importance of providing 
competition in the marketplace. Any new entrant into the Australian retail fuel market would do well to sign up to 
FuelWatch. Markets also operate well when a light-handed government is providing the necessary regulation to 
protect consumers. 

I now want to take members to the provisions of the act that this bill seeks to amend, namely the Petroleum Products 
Pricing Act 1983. The definitions in that act are contained in section 22H, which is in part IIIA, division 2, headed 
“Retail sale”. This heading was inserted as a result of bill No. 73 of 2000. The only terms that are defined in that 
section are “kind of motor fuel” and “standard retail price”. Clause 4 of the bill proposes to delete section 22H and 
insert a new section 22H. Proposed new section 22H(1) provides two new definitions, namely “business” and 
“exempt sale”. Proposed new sections 22H(2) and (3) provide further detail of what constitutes a retail sale and 
what constitutes an exempt sale. The explanatory memorandum deals with this in sufficient detail for me not to 
have to go through it extensively in my contribution. 

The fact of the matter is that irrespective of the particular circumstances that might be operating today, when we 
have regard to the policy position that government regulation in the market should provide a good outcome for 
consumers, we should always examine these types of legislation to see whether changes in the commercial 
environment warrant an updated legislative response. Irrespective of any individual entities that might enter the 
market, if changes are made to the way in which commerce is conducted or businesses are run, we need to ensure 
that the protections that we have put in place for consumers are still fit for purpose and will deliver what they are 
required to deliver. The proposed changes to the definitions in section 22H will help ensure that the act is 
contemporary and has the necessary flexibility to deal with new entrants in the marketplace, whoever they might be. 
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The remaining proposed changes to the act are to sections 22I and 22J. Those changes are consequential upon 
the significant amendment to section 22H. These provisions are currently a bit verbose or wordy. For example, 
section 22I(2) states — 

If a kind of motor fuel is not available for retail sale at a particular place except in accordance with an 
existing agreement or arrangement between the customer and the retailer, subsection (1) does not apply … 

Should this bill, which I am speaking in favour of, pass Parliament, all that unclear language will be removed and 
replaced with, quite simply, “for exempt sale”. Because of the substantive amendment that I referred to earlier, in 
which the definition of “exempt sale” is now incorporated into the legislation, that will make the whole operation 
of this particular provision much easier. 
The very first thing that this legislation will achieve will be to bring our regulatory regime into a contemporary 
setting. It will then extend what the original legislation was designed to do—to protect consumers. If we look at 
the pain that people experience at the bowser when they spend hundreds of dollars a fortnight filling up their car, 
we see that anything we can do to cultivate a market that will drive down prices to alleviate some of that bowser 
pressure is worthwhile. Where we arrive at today is that the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment Bill is 
a natural extension of legislation that was introduced in 1983—that is, the Prevention of Excessive Prices Act 1983. 
Over time, we have seen a significant evolution in competition and consumer law. In 1983, this Parliament was of 
the view that government regulation of the market to protect consumers was an appropriate endeavour. Unfettered 
capitalism does not work. We need sensible government intervention in the market to ensure that it operates 
appropriately. That is exactly why I am so happy to hear that the Liberal Party is supportive of this legislation. 
When one has regard to the evolution of competition policy and consumer protection in Australia, it is unarguable 
that a lion of the evolution of competition policy is a son of Western Australia—Professor Allan Fels. He was 
a student of Melbourne, Monash and Oxford universities, former chair of the Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission, and the dean of the Australia and New Zealand School of Government. He trained top level public 
servants and has conducted training programs for officials from a number of parties, has played a major role in 
mental health policies as the chair of the National Mental Health Commission, and has been involved in numerous 
public inquiries into taxis, parliamentary entitlements, the pay of top executives, underpaid migrant workers and 
the role of non-government organisations. I am quoting from the Melbourne University Press, which states — 

Allan Fels has never been one to shy away from a fight, especially when the big end of town is exploiting 
small businesses or consumers. 

Something that we on this side of the chamber will not stand for — 
During his twelve years as head of Australia’s competition watchdog, he took on banks, airlines, 
supermarkets and big telcos to make sure Australians were getting a fair deal. Since leaving the 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission in 2003, he’s continued to champion the underdog. 

Again, a principle that we hold dear on this side of the chamber — 
From fighting for the rights of those with a mental health disability, to overseeing the payment of millions 
of dollars in wages to illegally underpaid 7-Eleven workers, Fels has used his wily political skills and 
media savvy to get the job done. Along the way, he’s also helped radically transform Victoria’s taxi 
industry and investigated grossly overpaid corporate executives. 

Helpfully, if any members are interested in reading more about Allen Fels and his passion for taking on unfair 
commercial practices, they can look at his wonderful new book, Tough Customer. What a great picture it is on the 
cover of the book, with him holding two bowser pipes, showing that he is always ready to fight for the battlers at 
the bowser, and this legislation brought forward by the McGowan Labor government does exactly that. Here’s to 
you, Allan Fels. I commend this legislation. 
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [1.04 pm]: It is nice to rise after that theatrical play by the member for Mount Lawley, 
which I will not attempt to repeat. I am not sure what more I can say to add to the always cogent argument, debate 
or contribution made by the members for Mount Lawley and Hillarys in support of the Petroleum Products Pricing 
Amendment Bill 2019. At its core, the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment Bill, which seeks to amend the 
Petroleum Products Pricing Act, will ensure that with the introduction of a new player in the industry, Costco, it 
will be caught in the mandatory requirements for reporting the price of fuel, so that the consumer will have a clear 
understanding of the comparable prices and can shop around. I will talk briefly about the amendment and why it 
is important or why consumers think it is important that we have as much knowledge as possible for comparing 
prices for fuel in the metropolitan area or anywhere, for that matter, in the state. 
Of course, the main clause of this bill, the most significant clause to amend the primary act, is clause 4, which the 
members for Mount Lawley and Hillarys mentioned. That is the definition clause, and will add two definitions, 
“business” and “exempt sale”, to section 22H of the primary act. The definition of “business” in proposed 
section 22H(1) includes — 

(a) a business not carried on for profit; 
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(b) a trade or profession; 
(c) the functions of a public body, other public organisation or public office holder; 

The definition now covers a range of business models, including membership schemes. This is important, because 
one of the major factors for the introduction of the amending bill is the issue of membership schemes. We also 
want to pick up businesses that may not be operating for profit. The other definition, of “exempt sale”, under 
proposed section 22H(1), is linked to proposed subsections (2) and (3), which specify what constitutes an exempt 
sale. A retail sale of motor fuel incidental to hiring or selling a motor vehicle, selling fuel in bulk or for fuelling 
vehicles exclusively used for business purposes are exempt sales. In these circumstances, the seller does not have 
to comply with price notification, price fixing or price display requirements. Clause 4 amends the definition of 
“standard retail price” by removing the current text, which states — 

… to a customer who is not the subject of any agreement or arrangement affecting price. 
Clause 4 replaces that text with “without any discounts or special offers.” This definition will include membership 
schemes, but will avoid capturing discounts offered by retail fuel outlets. Clause 4 also includes a new provision, 
proposed section 22H(3), which states — 

The regulations may prescribe other cases in which a retail sale of motor fuel at a particular place is an 
exempt sale. 

The FuelWatch scheme was originally introduced in 2001 by the Gallop government to promote price transparency 
and encourage competition between fuel retailers for the benefit of consumers. When we have to refuel our vehicle, 
we want to know the prices at various petrol stations. For whatever reason—I have never really worked it out—
Thursday used to be the cheap fuel day and now it is Monday. There is a significant increase from Monday to 
Tuesday. I think even now Sunday is often cheaper than Tuesday. I do not know the reason; it probably has 
something to do with when the supply of fuel reaches petrol stations. I am not 100 per cent sure. I remember when 
I was a young lad—which was a long time ago, member for Dawesville—we did not have FuelWatch. When I was 
first able to drive, we still had the Sunday roster. I am not sure when that was removed. Do members remember 
the Sunday roster? We would have to go around looking for one petrol station — 
Mr W.R. Marmion: They would swap. When someone had done a swap, you had to drive another five kilometres 
to get to one. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes. Back in the day when I was 17 or 18 years old and did not have much money, it was very 
important to go to the fuel station that would give the best value for money. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: You’d fill the tank up with $2.  
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right; $2, yes. I have done that. There was no credit card; it was cash. 
Ms A. Sanderson: Coins. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: They washed the windscreen for you as well. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: They used to get aggressive if we got out of the car to put our own nozzle into the tank. 
Mr W.R. Marmion: Don’t touch the pump. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Do not touch the pump. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, the hand pump. A petrol station in Kelmscott was providing the full service until about 
two years ago. 
Dr D.J. Honey: Nedlands had one about a decade ago. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The one in Kelmscott was there until a couple of years ago, actually. We look after our people 
more down that way than they do in the western suburbs. 
Dr D.J. Honey: No waste in Armadale. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right. 
I did not get my first car until I was about 19 years old. When I was still at high school, a very close friend of 
mine had a Hillman. At lunchtime we used to get in the car and go up to the Roleystone hills and go for a bit of 
a drive on the gravel tracks for about half an hour and then go back for period 5, which would have been economics 
or geography. 
Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: No, we used to get up the hill but on the way down my friend used to turn off the motor so that it 
would coast down. However, of course, he did not realise that that had a detrimental effect on the brakes. Coming 
down Brookton Highway was not often a very wise thing to do. I do not advocate schoolkids drive their cars up 
into the hills at lunchtime. However, that is what we did in those days. 
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It was really important that we found out the price of petrol at the various petrol stations. It was quite a challenge 
because they were not open 24/7, especially on weekends generally, apart from operating according to a roster. 
However, that was liberated and petrol stations opened for longer hours and many are now open 24/7. 

I mentioned the difference in prices on Mondays, the cheapest day for fuel prices, but it used to be Thursday. Also 
fuel prices between petrol stations fluctuate greatly. The station that charges the cheapest fuel—I will not mention 
its name because it might give it a free plug—is in Maddington, right next to the office of Hon Matt Swinbourn. 
Its fuel is incredibly cheap. It amazes me that people queue up sometimes for 200 or 300 metres. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: It causes traffic congestion. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right, member. Is that in your electorate? 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Yes, part of it is. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Why do people queue up for 10 or 15 or even up to 20 minutes just to save a few cents a litre? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Probably because the government has increased fees and charges so much. I don’t know. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Maybe 17 or 18-year-olds who are still at school or on a meagre income will queue up. Of 
course, under Labor’s policy, people would earn penalty rates on weekends, but under the policy of the member 
for Dawesville’s government, they would not be earning penalty rates so they would need to line up for 300 or 
400 metres to get the cheapest fuel. 

Seriously, it is important that this FuelWatch scheme is run properly and when there is a change in the industry, 
that legislation is brought to this house. Hopefully, it will be passed, as I believe it will be with the member for 
Hillarys’ indicating support for it. This is a very wise, prudent and necessary amendment to the Petroleum Products 
Pricing Act 1983, which covers the FuelWatch scheme, which is all about promoting price transparency and 
encouraging competition between fuel retailers. That, of course, is for the benefit of consumers. 

MR D.T. PUNCH (Bunbury) [1.13 pm]: I, too, rise to support the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment 
Bill 2019. I do so with some trepidation following the contributions of the member for Mount Lawley and the 
member for Armadale because I never want to grapple with legal definitions with those two gentlemen! 

This is an interesting opportunity to re-examine how FuelWatch has been operating. This particular amendment 
seeks to address the definition of a range of businesses covered by FuelWatch. It is driven by the introduction of 
Costco Australia, a membership-based organisation. I was reading a little bit in The West Australian about Costco 
as a retailer. As the member for Hillarys said, it provides an opportunity to buy anything from diamond rings and 
coffee to coffins and electronics. I cannot imagine buying a coffin in a supermarket chain, putting it on top of the 
car roof rack and driving out with it. I am not sure of the romance if I told my partner that I had just bought 
a beautiful diamond ring at downtown Costco. It would take away from the romance of the situation. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: It is better than no diamond! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Absolutely. 

It is an interesting development in the retail space and the cross-linking of multiple products that can be bought from 
one location linked to memberships. I am sure if they linked their fuel offering to a discount option, when we go 
to buy the top-value coffin, we will get a very good discount on our fuel pricing when we fill up on the way out. 

It is an interesting challenge. My understanding was that when the issue of Costco being brought under FuelWatch 
was raised with Costco as an independent membership-based organisation, it was quite supportive of that. 
However, I will leave that to the minister to confirm. 

We have heard the contributions of the member for Mount Lawley and the member for Armadale about the history 
of FuelWatch. It takes us back to Adam Smith economics, the notion of providing perfect knowledge of the 
marketplace to consumers so they can use that knowledge to shop around and get the best deal possible. The 
internet provides the opportunity for that. Going online and seeing the whole spectrum of the marketplace, whether 
it is fuel, clothing or the accommodation market, provides the consumer with instantaneous knowledge and 
incredible market power about where they decide to shop. The member for Armadale mentioned that sometimes 
when a supplier offers a particularly low-priced fuel transmitted on FuelWatch, we find almost instantaneously 
a queue of vehicles down the street leading into the service station. There is a balance between whether we want 
to spend the time lining up and taking advantage of cheap fuel or just accept paying 1ȼ or 2ȼ down the road and 
get in and out fairly quickly. Working out the time and cost of running the car the extra distance to get the fuel can 
be a bit of a complex calculation. 

It is interesting, because like many country members and many people in my electorate, I seem to spend an awful 
lot of money on fuel. As soon as there is a price spike, the price seems to increase enormously, and there is not 
a lot of understanding about what drives the market. Certainly, when fuel prices go up, it becomes a very topical 
issue in the bush because people rely on vehicles much more so than they do in the metropolitan area. There is 
some public transport in the Bunbury electorate, but as we move out of the Bunbury electorate, it gets pretty thin 
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on the ground when people need to go shopping, to medical appointments or whatever. Their reliance on the motor 
vehicle is pretty crucial and the costs associated with driving mean that when fuel prices increase, it becomes 
a very important issue for people in the bush, particularly people who are doing it tough. 
I have been quite interested in fuel pricing in regional Western Australia because comparisons are always made 
between the cost of fuel in the metropolitan area and the regions. When I had a quick look at FuelWatch just before 
this contribution, I noticed that at Caltex Woolworths in Manjimup, unleaded petrol costs $1.37.9. However, at 
Caltex Woolworths at Treendale just to the north of Bunbury, it costs $1.46.9, so there is a 9ȼ difference. 
From talking to members of the transport industry, I know that the cost of delivering fuel is generally about 1ȼ to 
2ȼ a litre over that sort of distance. In Manjimup, which is about 120-odd kilometres further from the terminal than 
Bunbury is, we pay a lot less for fuel. We see that reflected over a number of localities. On the one hand, that 
indicates the transparency of FuelWatch, which enables consumers to see that price differential, but on the other 
hand, it leaves them with the fundamental question: why does the differential exist and what does it mean? That 
question comes up repeatedly. It is not so much an issue of a comparison between regional and metropolitan 
prices; rather, it is why there are such variations, as revealed by FuelWatch, in regional areas that cannot easily be 
explained by a concentration of the market—consumer demand—or the transport costs associated with delivery 
of the fuel. Last year I ran a little survey and monitored this over a couple of months. I talked to people in my 
electorate and we produced a petition with just over 2 500 signatures, calling for an examination of this matter by 
the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission to see whether any industry conduct issues were associated 
with it. That petition was tabled in the Senate by Hon Louise Pratt, but, unfortunately, she did so just before the last 
federal election so it got a bit lost in the wash-up of that election—but I am onto it. We will be monitoring fuel pricing 
in our region fairly closely over the next few months. It was interesting because when we ran that petition and the 
issue got a lot of airplay in the media, we noticed that the differential between regional locations immediately around 
Bunbury narrowed considerably so there was no longer 7¢ or 8¢ a litre in favour of Harvey over Bunbury. It narrowed 
and evened up quite considerably. For some reason, public scrutiny of the issue had a big impact on pricing. I do 
not know what that reason was but I am sure that it is worthy of further investigation to get to the bottom of it. 
The other issue with fuel pricing is that it is based on the notion of the standard retail price—that is, the price that 
fuel is offered at, not incorporating any discounts et cetera. Many times as I have gone past a fuel station, I have 
had to take a second look because of the series of published prices. I understand that there is the standard retail 
price, and then the price with the various shopper discounts or membership organisation discounts that are 
available, but it is very easy for a consumer to be confused about the actual price. In a sense, there is an oversupply 
of information that sucks a person in. When they get to the bowser, they realise, “Oh, this is the price”, but by then 
it is too late because they are committed, so they might as well just fill up. It is not good enough to say that 
FuelWatch is enough to protect consumers. We need to look at this whole area because fuel is such a fundamental 
part of household expenditure for many, many families, and for many of them, this makes a difference between 
being in the positive or in the black at the end of a fortnight. 
Another anomaly in my electorate came to light just recently. In the regions we have the Country Age Pension 
Fuel Card, which is a contribution by the state government to pensioners in regional WA to the tune of about 
$550 a year. Pensioners who present that fuel card to pay for their fuel are not able to also use a Shop A Docket 
coupon to claim the 4¢ discount. We have not got to the bottom of why pensioners are not able to do so. It does 
not seem to be a regulatory or eligibility issue; it seems to be a policy issue between the retailer of the fuel and 
whomever they are collaborating with in the discounting arrangement. At the end of the day, the consumer who 
has dutifully shopped with a shopping or retail outlet and built up their loyalty discount or who has joined the 
membership organisation and wants to claim that loyalty discount and use the discount fuel card and make the 
Country Age Pension Fuel Card go as far as possible is not able to do so. On the one hand, the transparency gives 
people the opportunity to have the knowledge to make decisions. If they are in an area that has multiple fuel outlets 
and it is easy to traverse from one to the other before deciding which one they will go to, the system works very 
well. However, that is not the case in regional WA, where the issues associated with geographic barriers make it 
uneconomic to go somewhere else or the funny pricing arrangement seems to suggest that the further away a person 
is from a terminal, the cheaper the fuel can be, and if they are in an area where there is a concentration of market 
demand, the fuel seems to be more expensive. Someone needs to look at that. We need to delve into this issue and 
find out what is driving it because consumers are paying for it. The Country Age Pension Fuel Card is an initiative 
directly designed to help people who are on low incomes, but they are not able to take advantage of the shopper 
discounts et cetera. That is a serious anomaly. On the one hand, the fuel card delivers fantastic benefits and puts 
transparency into the system. It means that fuel retailers are watching each other to see where they fit in the scheme 
of things. However, on the other hand, there are some serious issues that we need to take a solid look at. 
The bill is very good. It will capture and refine FuelWatch, and it will do that in the face of the changing nature of 
the retail sector and the changing nature of alliances that are building up in that sector. It is a good bill from that 
point of view and I support it, but it also raises those questions that we face in regional WA in particular about the 
conduct of industry with fuel pricing. We have to make sure that consumers are not disadvantaged simply by living 
in the bush. I commend the bill to the house. 
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MR D.R. MICHAEL (Balcatta) [1.25 pm]: I rise to support the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment Bill 2019. 
I will talk about the importance of FuelWatch and maintaining its integrity. I was thinking back to when FuelWatch 
was introduced. I had a look at some Hansard from 2001. FuelWatch was an initiative of the Gallop government. 
Fuel was a big issue at the 2000 election when the Court government was in office. I was a candidate for Churchlands. 
The people of Churchlands obviously missed out. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: How’d you go? 

Mr D.R. MICHAEL: I came third because the Liberal Party ran a candidate against Liz Constable. I directed my 
preferences to the former education minister. 

I remember that we had a petition running to introduce a fuel watch scheme. I think a few members in here from 
the class of 2001 will probably remember that. It was a big issue because fuel prices were out of control and fuel 
companies were getting away with charging us more for our fuel. I remember when the legislation came in. 
FuelWatch has obviously been an enormous success. I remember when the former Minister for Commerce—who 
is the current Minister for Mines and Petroleum—put out a media release in early 2018 that stated that an all-time 
record had been hit, with more than a million visits to the FuelWatch website in a month, which was incredible. 
We all know that FuelWatch prices appear on television all nights of the week. Whether it is BP on Main Street in 
Osborne Park or any of the other service stations in Balcatta, when the petrol price is low, there are queues. It is 
not because people have driven past and seen the price; rather, it is because they have worked out the cycle from 
FuelWatch or they get regular emails from FuelWatch. People can type in the suburb they live in or the route they 
take home from work to see where petrol is cheapest. It has been an enormous success. Maintaining the integrity 
of FuelWatch is very important. 

I do not know a lot about Costco. During the debate so far, I have heard a few comments about how it works. I have 
to admit that I went onto its website. I am not 100 per cent sure how its fuel discounting works. It is not implicit on 
its website. My assessment is that it may need a new website if it wants to have a better business in Australia. It has 
been determined that Costco does not fall under the FuelWatch regulations. It is important that it is treated the same 
as every other fuel retailer, whether that be the big two or, importantly, the independent fuel retailers around the state. 

Before the introduction of FuelWatch and while I was at university, I spent three good years working at Caltex Belmont, 
Caltex Morley, which is now an empty site, Caltex Wangara and Caltex Joondalup as a console operator. It was 
pretty rough and ready in those days. When I go to a service station these days, there is a lot of security and a lot 
of staff on duty. Back then I would do the odd midnight shift—I would work very late into the night. There were 
no security barriers and only one person on a shift. This was before FuelWatch so prices could change at any time. 
I remember when fuel prices were going up. I would normally work on a Sunday afternoon, and if the fuel price 
was quite low, the console would spit out a docket saying, “At the earliest opportunity, please put the price up.” 
The forecourt would be full of cars, and the system would not allow staff to change the price while people were 
taking fuel. We could not obviously change the price midstream and we could not have one bowser showing 
a different price from another bowser. The theory was, at a break in serving people, the member of staff would run 
out the back and find the big numbers, then run out to the signs at the front and change the numbers before they 
actually changed the price; otherwise, if the price was going up and the sign had a lower price than the actual 
bowser price, that would be false advertising. If a member of staff did that, hopefully, the higher price would 
dissuade motorists from coming in, and then they could change the bowser price when there was nobody on the 
forecourt. When there was only one member of staff on duty, that was easier said than done. A couple of hours 
later, Caltex would put up another thing on the screen saying, “Have you changed the price yet? We don’t think 
you have. Could you get onto it, please.” The member of staff would have a queue of customers waiting to pay for 
their petrol, there would be lines out the front, and they would say, “There’s nothing we can do.” The opposite 
situation to that was that when prices were going down, again, the member of staff would have to wait for the 
bowsers to be clear so that they could first change the bowser price before changing the price on the board. It was 
not the best system. I think the current system is a much better way, whereby fuel retailers have to alert FuelWatch 
in the afternoon, and then that price is advertised that afternoon and evening for the 6.00 am price the next morning. 

At some point in this place I will probably return to my experiences at Caltex Belmont and Wangara. I was 
originally employed under the Court government’s workplace agreement, and I still have it at home, so if we ever 
discuss industrial relations in this place, I have exhibit A of why we should not go down that path. They were 
pretty bad arrangements. 

I refer to FuelWatch. I think it is an extraordinarily popular concept for people to be able to find out the price of petrol 
at the places they need to go. I congratulate the Minister for Commerce and the Department of Mines, Industry 
Regulation and Safety for bringing this change. Obviously, Costco is somewhat of a disruption to this industry. I think 
that making this change and getting ahead of the game is important because it means that other fuel retailers will not 
be disadvantaged when Costco comes in. I think that the previous government missed an opportunity—if it had 
treated the disruption to the taxi industry in this kind of way, got ahead of the game and fixed those disruptive changes 
to the taxi industry like we are fixing this disruptive change to the fuel industry, all those taxi plate owners would 
have been spared the suffering and hardship that they have had to endure. I commend the bill to the house. 
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MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [1.32 pm]: I, too, rise to speak on the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment 
Bill 2019. Western Australia’s FuelWatch scheme is something of which we should all be proud. In fact, looking 
at this legislation and the history of FuelWatch, it can be seen to be a bit of a Western Australian institution, and 
something of which we should rightly be proud. FuelWatch was introduced in 2001 to promote price transparency 
and encourage competition between fuel retailers for the benefit of consumers. It is important that we make sure 
we have a level playing field, and that new entrants into this market such as Costco are captured under this bill. 
I note that the Australian Capital Territory Liberal Party has pledged to emulate WA’s FuelWatch if it is elected 
to government. I understand the Australian Capital Territory election might be imminent, I am not entirely sure, 
but I did notice that the ACT Liberal Party has referred to introducing a FuelWatch scheme to combat some of 
the issues in the ACT, such as Canberra being the most expensive place in Australia to buy fuel. It talks about 
the importance of FuelWatch and the capacity for that 24-hour period when fuel prices are frozen. An article in 
The Canberra Times on 22 January 2019 refers to a report by the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
that looked into the outcomes of WA’s FuelWatch and found that the scheme was helping to save motorists up to 
$520 a year, although it included a disclaimer that Perth’s petrol pricing is highly controlled by the FuelWatch 
price cycle, and that that saving was based upon a motorist who filled up their car with petrol once a week on 
Mondays, the lowest point of the city’s price cycle, rather than at the high point on Tuesdays. That is when a motorist 
can save the most amount of money. 
Under the FuelWatch scheme, petrol prices are sent to the website at 2.30 pm the day before, and that price comes 
into effect at 6.00 am the next day, whereas it used to be declared. The member for Balcatta gave a great personal 
history of how that occurred. In our office, we had a complaint from a customer who had used a 24-hour fuel 
station. The fuel station had put the prices on the board for that day for the 6.00 am start; however, the customer 
had gone in at ten to six and filled up their car, did not look at the price on the bowser, and ended up paying the 
price for the day before. The customer wanted to know how they could complain about that. They felt that that had 
been unfair advertising, because they had gone in and purchased on the day thinking that the price shown was 
Monday’s price. Unfortunately, there was little they could do, because the pricing was from 6.00 am. 
An interesting aspect of advertising is that, as we all know, on occasions, when we drive past a fuel station looking 
at fuel prices, a price for that day’s fuel is advertised, we drive in, look at the bowser and realise that the price is 
based on the customer getting cheaper fuel by having a Shop A Docket coupon. The fuel companies are effectively 
advertising prices that rely on a Shop A Docket discount. A customer goes in thinking that they are going to pay 
a certain amount—I think this is the issue that the member for Bunbury raised—and they realise that that is not 
the actual price; rather, that would be the discounted price if they had a Shop A Docket coupon. Often, they fill up 
on the basis of that price, because they have committed to filling up by that stage. 
I also noted that the Australian Capital Territory has recently introduced a ban from advertising misleading 
discounted fuel prices, which started on Monday, 26 August 2019, after a parliamentary inquiry around fuel prices 
in the ACT. Petrol stations in the ACT are no longer allowed to advertise discounted prices on their price boards, 
including prices that require a discount voucher or an instore purchase. They can still advertise, for example, 4¢ off 
a litre, but the price displayed must be the full price available to all motorists. It would be interesting to know whether 
that is the case for Western Australia. I do not think it is; I think that the prices that are advertised seem to reflect 
the lower discounted price, but I am happy to stand corrected by the minister that our FuelWatch and the prices 
that are put up on the boards are, indeed, the full price without any Shop A Docket discounts. 
What we as members of Parliament all know is that the price of petrol is a major issue for many of our constituents. 
They will actively seek to find the best price for petrol for their cars, because petrol is a major expense in their 
weekly and daily budgets. We have conducted surveys in the area that I represent. I am constantly reminding people 
that my electorate does not have a rapid transport system that people can rely on. When Metronet comes in, people 
will be able to go to the Malaga station, which will enable them to use the rapid transport system; however, currently, 
car usage in the Mirrabooka electorate is very high.  
The 2016 census shows a high usage of personal vehicles and motor vehicles in that eastern corridor, so the price 
of petrol has a big impact on that area. The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission’s “Report on the 
Australian Petroleum Market” for the June quarter showed that the average petrol price across the five largest cities—
Sydney, Melbourne, Brisbane, Adelaide and Perth—was 145.3¢, an increase of 15¢ a litre from the 2019 March 
quarter, and that while daily prices varied considerably, the annual average petrol price in 2018–19 was the highest 
that consumers had experienced in the last four years in real terms. Although this was predominantly caused by 
the depreciation of the Australian dollar, it is certainly a considerable amount of money for shoppers to lose. It 
becomes very important for those people to then access cheaper fuel prices through FuelWatch and on the discount 
day. The crux of what I wanted to talk about today is the impact that that Monday—that one day of petrol stations 
reducing fuel prices for a competitive advantage—has on the Mirrabooka community that I represent. The Caltex 
service station in Mirrabooka has been an ongoing issue, so much so that I have written a number of letters to 
Caltex. It has never responded or written back to me. I have also raised it with the police, the City of Stirling and 
the minister, and I have had meetings with Main Roads Western Australia. Caltex Mirrabooka is situated on the 
corner of Yirrigan Drive and Farrier Road in Mirrabooka, Western Australia. The queues of cars at that petrol 
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station obstruct the left and right lanes of Farrier Road. Access to the businesses just behind and also on the other 
side of the petrol station are blocked by the traffic queues. People are really concerned about the safety aspect of 
those queues. One of the fast-food restaurants has contacted me. It constantly suffers a significant reduction in its 
trade on Mondays when Caltex offers lower fuel prices. I was also contacted by a local real estate agent in October 
last year. He said that from 7.30 am onwards, all day long, cars are parked effectively waiting to get into the service 
station. He writes — 

There are frustrated drivers and then aggression occurs, a sight that is quite familiar amongst the drivers 
on Monday afternoon. 

For cars to come out of Farrier Road and onto Yirrigan Drive, the left lane is completely at a stand still 
forcing drivers to pull out onto the second lane as cars are approaching. The exit from the Mirrabooka 
shopping centre is also congested. This is an accident waiting to happen. 

We have met onsite with the City of Stirling and we have discussed various issues. I have talked with the police. 
Everyone basically says that there is nothing they can do. I am the last person who wants to say to the people 
whom I represent that they cannot have cheap fuel and that while they are queuing for it, they should receive 
a traffic infringement. I do not think that this crazy process of having one day of cheap fuel is caused by FuelWatch. 
FuelWatch is a great system. It is caused by the way in which the fuel or petrol companies are working — 

Dr A.D. Buti: The oligarchies. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Thank you, member for Armadale. It is caused by the oligarchies that are working to somehow 
restrict supply on a certain day and create certain behaviours. They want to make money on subsequent days. They 
want to create some sort of illusion that customers can make a significant cost gain on a certain day. If they can 
afford to set low fuel prices on a Monday, why can they not make the price consistent across the board? The ACCC 
should look into this matter. It cannot set fuel prices but it can certainly look into fuel prices. It is an issue of 
considerable safety in the community that I represent. 

I want to read a response on this matter from the City of Stirling. I really feel for the City of Stirling; it is caught 
between a rock and a hard place. Its email states — 

I can advise you that the City is well aware of this issue and it has been raised with the City on a number 
of occasions. Similar issues have also been reported for other petrol stations located on major distributor 
roads within the City, including Walcott Street/Fitzgerald Street … and Karrinyup Road/North Beach Road 
… to name a few. 

The City has previously discussed this issue with both Main Roads WA and the WA Police to determine 
if there are any regulations under the Road Traffic Code or any precedent of action being undertaken 
against motorists and/or petrol station owners for this type of queuing. While it is obviously undesirable 
for queuing to extend in to the adjacent roadway, there is unfortunately little that can be done by the City 
(or MRWA or the Police) to prevent this from occurring. The City has actually been requested in the past 
to take action against petrol station owners for selling fuel at a price that is ‘too cheap’ — 

Which obviously it cannot do — 

While the reasons for this request are acknowledged, the petrol station owners are simply trying to 
increase their business … 

The city has investigated other options, but the frustration continues for motorists and the community. 

On 2 October 2017, a constituent wrote a letter expressing her frustration with motorists using the roads surrounding 
the Caltex Woolworths petrol station on the corner of Yirrigan Drive and Farrier Road. She said that it occurs on 
a weekly basis and wrote about how she had contacted the police but that nothing could be done and it continued 
to be a nuisance. 

One of the solutions that the City of Stirling came up with was to use pavement markings to delineate the right turn 
pocket to the median, which would try to encourage drivers to keep the kerbside clear for through traffic. Whilst 
it would not prevent queueing, it would at least keep the kerbside clear for longer with some capacity for through 
traffic. Main Roads basically said that the city cannot paint the roads or use pavement markers solely to delineate 
traffic. It did not support the idea. I met with Main Roads about this matter. It was still not of the view that the city 
should respond in this simple way to solve what is a traffic hazard in the local community. This is an internal road. 
Main Roads does not deal with internal roads, but it can tell the city what it cannot do on an internal road. I find 
that somewhat mystifying. My point is that Main Roads then advised the city to construct raised traffic median 
islands. However, that would reduce the amount of queuing space and cause a greater hazard. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: We have fuel companies carrying out this fuel-pricing practice that causes a traffic 
hazard, we have a response from the City of Stirling about putting some markings on the road, and we have 
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a response from a state government department that will not allow that to happen. Frankly, I do not think that is 
helpful. I also know that the City of Stirling met with Caltex, and, as I said, I wrote to Caltex on 9 January 2019 
and to Churchill Knight property managers and told them that I was really concerned about the safety aspect. 
I urged them to contact the City of Stirling to speak to the manager of engineering design. I am told that Caltex 
and the business owners met with the City of Stirling. Basically, they were against anything that restricted access 
to their businesses. They maintained that they have enough bays for the flow-through and they were not helpful. 
Therefore, we continue on with this difficult traffic hazard that, frankly, seems to be more about predatory pricing 
from our petrol companies to have discounted fuel on only one day of the week. That is an interesting aspect.  

Some new apps such as the MotorMouth app are available. This app gives people the range of petrol prices in their 
area. If anyone wants to download the app, it is very handy. At the moment it shows that the cheap fuel in the 
northern suburbs—I am not looking at the southern suburbs—is consistently at the Caltex service stations. Although 
Caltex sells cheap fuel on Mondays, it is also selling cheap fuel today at $1.33 a litre, when the average price is 
around $1.57. The average price is significantly less at the moment. There is another app called PetrolSpy Australia, 
which does not look like it has come to Western Australia yet, and which also gives people this information. Maybe 
with the combination of FuelWatch and these new apps, which allow people to know the prices instead of waiting 
for them to come up on the television, there might be a greater response. My office tells me that petrol in my area 
is currently running at a lower price of $1.33 a litre versus $1.57 a litre, which is the average price marker. 

The issue with Costco and this piece of legislation is that Costco relies on people being members. Therefore, 
anyone who turns up to Costco, which I understand is being built near the airport—the member for Belmont’s 
area—even for a look, to try before they buy, cannot enter unless they pay $60. They need to sink some cost in 
there, a bit like a gym where we all pay and have great expectations that we are going to save a whole lot of money 
and therefore we have the idea that we have to access it more often to save that money. There is some research 
that states that the big-box retailer membership way of doing things does not benefit all consumers. Those who 
have the advantage of it being convenient and accessible will have that, but for people who live further out, as 
I understand, the price discount is not offset by the membership. One of the interesting things about the petrol 
prices is that, as I understand, people will have to be members to access that reduced price. The news articles that 
I have read on Costco petrol pricing suggest that the prices are considerably less and it puts a considerable discount 
on the fuel as a way to bring people to the bigger facility. It is important that we understand what its pricing will 
be, and delivering that through FuelWatch will be very worthwhile because Costco using its petrol prices as an 
attractor, will and should, hopefully, reflect across the greater fuel prices. 

I am interested to know from the minister whether petrol stations under the current FuelWatch legislation—
I understand that they have to set their prices and keep them for that 24-hour period—can have discount prices on 
their advertising such that it has a misleading and bait-like aspect to the prices. I would appreciate hearing from 
the minister whether the FuelWatch legislation ensures that predatory pricing or price baiting is not a capacity 
under the Western Australia laws; and, if it is, whether there is an opportunity in the future to consider what occurred 
in the ACT to ban misleading discounted pricing. That was done so that people in Canberra were not lured into 
service stations by discounted, loyalty or Shop A Docket prices. My son uses Shop A Dockets. We save them for 
him, but there are limitations on those dockets. Sometimes he can be in a situation in which he has an expectation 
of paying a certain price and is not able to access that price, so I think that Shop A Docket pricing aspect needs 
greater assessment. 

My greatest concern that I wanted to raise in this opportunity was the issue that needs to be resolved for the 
community of Mirrabooka, which is the queuing that happens on Mondays outside the Mirrabooka Caltex. It is 
a serious safety concern. I met with Main Roads and the police and I cannot believe that there is nothing that we 
can do to stop people from queuing on a road. It is like they are parking up on a road to go in. The difficulty we 
have is we end up saying to the residents and the community, “No, no, you can’t access cheap fuel.” I do not want 
to seem like a scrooge who does not let people gain cheap fuel, because that would undermine it completely. It 
seems to me that we need to revisit and have continuing conversations with fuel companies about this very deceptive 
process of cheap-fuel Mondays, which causes people difficulty if they cannot access fuel on that day and causes 
difficulty for the surrounding communities in terms of parking and in other areas. I note the contribution of the 
member for Balcatta about the bonhomie in the old days, when people would come and fill our cars. I will end by 
saying that in the days when we went to service stations and had attendants fill our cars, we also had low-skilled 
employment jobs in that area. I note that Anglicare released a report today about the shortage of low-skilled 
employment. We appreciate that many people get employment of a low-skilled nature in service stations. I want to 
commend the Nollamara petrol station in the electorate of the member for Morley, which must be the only one left 
where someone comes out and fills our car for us. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Do they fill tyres, too? 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: They can help. It is always a pleasure to go there. Although we recognise that it is a thing 
of the past, we also need to recognise that those entry-level jobs for young people are very necessary. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
STATE FINANCES — STATE FINAL DEMAND 

878. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Treasurer: 
I refer to the recently released Annual Report on State Finances. Can the Treasurer confirm to the people of 
Western Australia that the official Treasury document confirms that, for 2018–19, Western Australia’s state 
final demand shrunk by 1.1 per cent, and that this is clear evidence that the Treasurer is mismanaging the 
Western Australian domestic economy? 

Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
One thing I can confirm is that at no point during the second term of the former state government did state final 
demand rise. It was not in a quarter, nor a year. At no point did state final demand grow while the member for 
Bateman was a minister, or while the person sitting next to him was Deputy Premier—not once. The previous 
government drove state final demand so low that we had our only recession on record, in 2016–17. It is the only 
recession on Western Australia’s record, and I want to remind everybody what the former government did. In the 
2013–14 year, the former government forecast state final demand contraction of 0.25 per cent. That is what it 
forecast, but what did it deliver? It delivered a state final demand contraction of negative 1.3 per cent—four or 
five times higher than it forecast. In 2014–15, the government forecast a flat zero per cent SFD growth, but what 
did it deliver? It delivered a 2.2 per cent contraction. In 2015–16, it forecast a 1.25 per cent SFD contraction and 
delivered a 4.7 per cent contraction. Then, in the year in which it plunged WA into the only recession on record, 
the government forecast a 3.75 per cent contraction in state final demand, but delivered 7.1 per cent. At no point 
did the Liberal–National government, in its second term, deliver state final demand growth. That is why, in the 
second term of the former Liberal–National government, not one net job was created in Western Australia. That 
is why we saw the unemployment rate go from about 2.5 per cent when the former government came into power, 
to 6.5 per cent when it left office. That is what happens when a government destroys the economy. 

The most amazing thing is that state final demand was contracting at that rate at the same time the former government 
was spending like drunken sailors, plunging the state into the largest operating deficit and largest debt accumulation 
we have ever seen, yet we still had the domestic economy contracting at that rate. We finally got state final demand 
growth in 2017–18, when the McGowan government came to power, of about 1.1 per cent, and as we forecast in 
that year, there was a contraction in the 2018–19 year as business investment concluded its decline, but what we 
are doing, unlike the former government in the face of that, is creating jobs. We have seen 56 000 jobs created 
since the McGowan Labor government came to power, and I remind everybody again that not one net job was 
created in the second term of the former government. I am looking forward to the debate this afternoon, on the 
same motion that has been moved five or six times in private members’ debate, so that I can again reflect with 
great flourish on the economic and fiscal record of the former Liberal–National government. 

STATE FINANCES — STATE FINAL DEMAND 

879. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Treasurer: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the Treasurer acknowledge that gross state product is only positive because 
of exports, and state final demand has contracted on a protracted basis, because of the downturns in housing 
and retail, and this has been because of the wrong balance between his fiscal management and the economic 
management of the state? 

Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
That was a bit of gobbledygook, but I think what the shadow Treasurer is saying is that the WA economy is only 
growing because of exports. Is that what the member is saying? 

Mr D.C. Nalder: GSP. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I will send the member some publications about the history of the WA economy. We are an 
export economy. That is what we have been doing at least since Japan emerged out of the Second World War. The 
most amazing thing about the fact that GSP contracted in 2016–17 was that it was on the back of increasing 
exports. Not only were exports increasing in 2016–17, the damage inflicted on the domestic economy by the 
Liberal–National government still drove the broader economy into recession. That is the reality. Of course we are 
an export economy—I mean, honestly! I would like to think that our basic year 10, 11 or 12 economics student 
would understand that. That is the reality. I am proud of the fact that we are an export economy. That is why we 
promote export industries here in Western Australia, and we will continue to do so. If the shadow Treasurer wants 
a history of the WA economy, there are a couple of very good articles on the Treasury website. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, thank you for starting question time today. 

Ms S.E. WINTON: You are welcome, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: I found my glasses at last. 
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COLLINS-CLASS SUBMARINE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
880. Ms S.E. WINTON to the Premier: 
Before I begin, I would like to welcome the Canning Vale Probus Club, who are here visiting the member for 
Southern River. I hope they have enjoyed their stay at Parliament House. 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to securing more defence industry jobs for 
Western Australians, and its ongoing investment in not only maintaining but also expanding the state’s highly 
skilled workforce. 
(1) Can the Premier update the house on this government’s efforts to secure the 3 000 local jobs that would 

come with bringing all Collins-class submarine maintenance work to Western Australia? 
(2) Can the Premier advise the house how this government’s decision to reduce TAFE fees will ensure that 

young Western Australians have the skills necessary to undertake that work? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
(1)–(2) I would like to assure the member for Wanneroo that we are determined that all Collins-class submarines 

maintenance will come to Western Australia. The benefits of this would be enormous for our state—
3 000 additional jobs and more than $8 billion invested into the Western Australian economy. We also 
know that moving full-cycle docking to Western Australia is also in the national interest of Australia. 
The Minister for Defence Issues and I met with federal Minister Reynolds recently and put to her 
a comprehensive business case, in addition to a range of other reports, showing that Western Australia is 
the right place for Collins-class full-cycle docking. We know that South Australia will have trouble coping 
with the Collins-class full-cycle docking in addition to the builds of the new submarines and frigates in that 
state. It is a risk to the Collins-class submarines and to defence if it remains in South Australia, 
considering the other contracts that that state already has. 
Western Australia has a highly skilled workforce, based in the southern suburbs. There are many 
ex-submariners, former defence people and many other people with the appropriate skills. Our defence 
industry and shipbuilding industry is world class and export oriented, not just reliant upon government 
work. We have the right people with the right skills, and the oil and gas industry, which has related skills. 
The government has already invested $2.4 million in a new state-of-the-art TAFE shipbuilding training 
facility at Naval Base, in the Henderson area. This will ensure that we have people with the right skills. 
On Monday we announced our reduction in TAFE fees—an effective $3.5 million policy to ensure that 
we get more people back into training for the jobs of the future, and defence will provide some of those. 
I will give members a couple of examples. The cost of a certificate III for engineering, mechanical trades 
and fabrication trades has been slashed by $1 400. The cost of a certificate III for electro-technology 
engineering has been slashed by more than $1 500. These are the sorts of skills people need to work on 
Collins-class full-cycle docking. 
We saw the alternative in the last term of the last government, when the now Leader of the Opposition 
put up the cost of training by 510 per cent for many courses across Western Australia. As a consequence, 
there was a 25 per cent reduction in the number of people engaging in training in Western Australia. 
One of the things a state government can do is train its citizens for the jobs that are available. That is an 
important role of the state government. Under the last government, the now Leader of the Opposition, as 
the then Minister for Training and Workforce Development, put up the fees, and kicked students out the 
door. This government is doing the reverse. We are getting people into training. We are dropping the fees 
for many courses across Western Australia, and we have frozen the fees for other courses. We are seeking 
the Collins-class full-cycle docking, and we are training Western Australians to get those jobs in the 
future. This government believes in work and believes in training Western Australians. 

INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS — REGIONAL SPONSORED MIGRATION SCHEME 
881. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s question on 7 June 2019 to the commonwealth Minister for Immigration, Citizenship and 
Multicultural Affairs, and I quote — 

Over the last 2 years, there has been a decline in the number of international students in our state … 
Will the Premier now admit that his changes to the regional sponsored migration scheme have damaged our 
international student market over the last two years?  
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I did not attend question time in the federal Parliament and ask a federal minister a question, so I am unaware of 
what the member is referring to. But when it comes to education, I want to say a few things. The first is training. We 
are dropping the fees. We are righting a wrong of the last government. We are getting more Western Australians 
into training. We are getting more Western Australians trained in courses that will provide good employment 
opportunities in the future. That is what this government is doing. 
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The second point is that today, I addressed a major conference that is being held right here in Perth this week, the 
Australian International Education Conference, with 1 500 delegates from across the country. Members might 
know that last year, we launched the WA International Education Strategy, “live, learn and launch”. Rod Jones, the 
person who established Navitas, is now heading up StudyPerth. We have invested an additional $4.5 million in the 
state budget to work in conjunction with universities to attract students. We have led delegations overseas. In fact, 
in my first year as Premier, I took a delegation to China. We are working cooperatively with international markets 
in China. We know that there are policy setting issues across both Western Australia and other states that need 
resolution, and we are working cooperatively with the federal government, in particular Senator Mathias Cormann, 
who is a very effective senator, to resolve of some of those issues. 

INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS — REGIONAL SPONSORED MIGRATION SCHEME 

882. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. I am referring to the letter that the Premier wrote to the federal minister on 7 June. 
Several members interjected. 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: I apologise if I said the wrong word. I thought I had said “letter”; obviously, I said “question”. 
With regard to the letter that the minister wrote on 7 June, — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: — which was tabled in the other place, as requested, as part of a question addressed to the 
minister representing the Premier, will the Premier now admit that his changes to the regional sponsored migration 
scheme have damaged our international student market over the last two years; and what will the Premier do to 
reinstate Perth as a regional centre? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
As I said, I am working with a very effective and senior minister in the federal government, Senator Mathias Cormann, 
to resolve a range of issues. The area is very complex. 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Riverton! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is a range of things the federal government does and a range of things the state 
government does. Obviously, the interaction in respect of those policies is a complex area. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member, you have asked your question. Listen to the answer. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is a range of risks and a range of — 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Riverton, you have said the same thing three times, and no-one is taking any notice 
of you. I call you for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, that has been the case for two and a half years now. 
We know it is a complex area, and there are complex interactions between federal and state policy. We are working 
cooperatively with the federal government to resolve the issue. 

TOURISM — INVESTMENT 

883. Ms J. FARRER to the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to creating jobs and supporting the local economy 
through its record investment in marketing Western Australia as a key tourism destination. 
(1) Can the minister update the house on the government’s efforts in attracting more visitors to 

Western Australia? 
(2) Can the minister advise the house how this government’s investment is helping stimulate the 

Western Australian economy? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for her question. I will make the observation that we are stimulating the tourism 

economy of the Kimberley all right. Recently, we revolutionised cruise shipping facilities in the 
Kimberley by finally removing obstacles in the harbour, making it a 24/7 port for large cruise ships. The 
Minister for Regional Development recently announced funding for floating docks that will cover off for 
the smaller cruise ships. We now have affordable flights to Broome, and 25 000 people recently took up 
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that offer. The Minister for Transport is in the midst of ensuring the sealing of Cape Leveque Road and 
opening up all the Aboriginal tourism opportunities on the peninsula. There are incredible advances in 
tourism in the Kimberley, and we seeing that right across the state. 

Since we launched our two-year action plan last year, things have only been on the up. The last three quarters 
in a row of data—bearing in mind the data is three months late—show that in the 12 months to June, there 
were, yet again, consecutive quarters of record numbers of out-of-state tourism. Yet again, in the 12 months 
to June this year, there were 2.76 million out-of-state visitors. The total number of overnight visitors was 
11.6 million. Daytrippers spent $10.5 billion in WA, up 16.4 per cent on the previous year. 

A member interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am glad the Nationals WA are interested in tourism. They actually ask questions. The Liberals 
have not asked for a long time. The good news is $4.9 billion of that spend was in the regions; 47 per cent of 
the spend by our out-of-state visitors was in the regions. They are incredible outcomes as a consequence of our 
action plan. 

Western Australia is leading the nation in the number of international holiday visitors. But we are not just leading. 
The spend growth in Western Australia is three times the national average. We have seen a 21.4 per cent 
increase in the 12 months to June. The number of visitors has gone up by 12.8 per cent. Those are incredible 
record numbers. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! I thought you might be able to get through one question. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: There were over 500 000 international holiday-makers to Western Australia, more than at any 
time in history. The number of interstate visitors in all categories is up. The number of interstate holiday-makers—
those who come just for a holiday—is also up. Remember that when the previous government was in power, the 
people who came to Western Australia from outside the state came mostly for business. They were not coming 
here for a holiday. They were coming here to work in the boom or to visit friends and relatives in the boom. We 
now have a real leisure market, with 452 000 people coming from interstate for holiday alone, and they spent 
$715 million. That is an extraordinary return on our two-year action plan. 

But we are not finished, member. Right now, we are doubling the international marketing spend, with a $12 million 
additional spend on 10 key markets around the world. We are telling them about the Kimberley. We are also telling 
them about all the other regions, but the member for Kimberley’s seat in particular is one of the jewels in the crown 
of Western Australian tourism. I can guarantee the member that over the next 12 months, these incredible numbers 
will only increase. 

WATER — HOUSEHOLD CONSUMPTION 

884. Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Minister for Water: 
I refer to the spike in household water consumption on the integrated water supply scheme, as reported by the 
ABC on 10 October 2019. 

(1) Does the minister stand by his decision to override advice from the Water Corporation on key messaging 
for its latest campaign, “Climate Change is Real”? 

(2) How much has this campaign cost the taxpayer, given that the Water Corporation’s water use target has 
been blown by 2.6 billion litres, the exact opposite of the outcome it aimed to achieve? 

Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
(1)–(2) I am very pleased to get a question on water. 

Mr R.S. Love: You often get them. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Yes. 

It is tremendous to get such a question. As the Leader of the Nationals WA would know from her time as water 
minister, per capita water use in this state has been steadily going down. It has been a really good trend. The 
Water Corporation has done a very good job over an extended period of time. 

Ms M.J. Davies: They have gone up under your government. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Yes, and the Leader of the Nationals WA has picked one year. 

Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, you have asked a question; listen to the answer. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: The Leader of the Nationals WA was Minister for Water for a reasonably short time. If she is 
going to try to take credit for the long-term decline in per capita water use in Western Australia, she will overstate 
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her own capabilities. That trend began under the previous Labor government, which was the first mover on this issue. 
There has been one year when there was a small increase, as there was one when the Leader of the Nationals WA 
was Minister for Water, if my memory serves me correctly. She is completely missing the point. There has been 
a consistent long-term decline over a significant period, and to pick one figure shows that she really does not know 
what she is talking about. When she was Minister for Water and when her colleague was Minister for Water — 

Ms M.J. Davies: Why don’t you just answer the question? 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I am going to answer the question. You dictated to the Water Corporation — 

Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, you have an opportunity to have a supplementary. Minister, will 
you talk through the Chair, please. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: You dictated to the Water Corporation and to the Department of Water, for example, that they 
were not allowed to mention climate change. Public servants were banned — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members of the National Party! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: They were banned — 

Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: They were banned from mentioning climate change. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: National Party, as a whole, when a question is asked, as soon as the minister gets on his feet, 
you are giving your version. We are after the minister’s version. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Public servants were banned from mentioning — 

Mr V.A. Catania: Back it up! 

The SPEAKER: I will back you up and I call you to order for the first time, member for North West Central. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Public servants were banned from mentioning climate change. Water Corporation staff — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr D.J. KELLY: — were banned from talking about climate change. 

Mr R.S. Love interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Moore, I call you to order for the first time. If you keep interjecting, I will let the 
minister sit down, and you can talk amongst yourselves, which you seem to enjoy. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: If anybody dictated to the Water Corporation or overrode its communication messages, it was 
absolutely the previous government. Under this government there has been no — 

Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: They are very sensitive about this issue, Mr Speaker. 

Mr V.A. Catania: You are misleading the house. 

The SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, I call you to order for the second time. Be careful what you say. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: There has been no directive from my office about what the messages should be from the  
Water Corporation in its current campaign. I support what the Water Corporation is doing. As I said, there has 
been a long-term decline in per capita water use across the state, not just in the metropolitan area. That will continue. 
The reason that the National Party is so conflicted on this issue is that the government is spending $39 million 
building a pipeline from Albany to Denmark to secure the water supply for the member for Warren–Blackwood’s 
electorate, and he is out there complaining about it. The National Party at the national level is spending hundreds 
of millions of dollars on water infrastructure, virtually all in the eastern states. Virtually none of it has been spent 
in Western Australia. Rather than standing up asking questions about Water Corporation ads, why does Leader of 
the National Party not do something constructive about water policy and get on to her National Party colleagues 
and federal Minister Littleproud, who is absolutely missing in action in Western Australia? That is what she should 
be doing if she wants to be constructive about water policy in Western Australia. 
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WATER — HOUSEHOLD CONSUMPTION 
885. Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Minister for Water: 
I have a supplementary question. Will the minister allow the Water Corporation to run its original advertising 
campaign in the lead-up to summer to ensure that water users and households receive a clear message to reduce 
their household water consumption over summer? 
Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
As the Leader of the National Party should know, the Water Corporation has different phases of its campaign. 
Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party! 
Mr D.J. KELLY: It has different phases of its campaigns. One of the new elements of the Water Corporation’s 
current campaigns is a discussion about groundwater. As the Leader of the National Party should know, over 
40 per cent of our water supply is reliant on groundwater. The Water Corporation’s own consumer customer 
surveys have shown that not a lot of people appreciate that. We still see around the place those signs that state 
“bore water use in play”, because there was a belief that if people used bore water, it did not matter as it was not 
as important as scheme water. One of the things people will notice in the Water Corporation’s current campaigns 
is more information about groundwater. For the first time, the Water Corporation and the Department of Water 
and Environmental Regulation are running the same campaign. When the Leader of the National Party was the 
minister, the then Department of Water ran its campaigns, and the Water Corporation ran its campaigns; the two 
never talked to each other. 
Ms M.J. Davies: That is a lie; absolutely untrue. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: The member absolutely knows that that is the case. For the first time, the Water Corporation 
and the Department of Water are now running uniform messages across both agencies. 
Ms M.J. Davies interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the third time. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: The Leader of the National Party should just wait and see what messages the Water Corporation 
will be running leading up to summer. She will find that the furry animals will make a reappearance, talking to 
people about the need to moderate their water use. Watch your television; we will see them coming back. 

CYCLING INFRASTRUCTURE — MITCHELL FREEWAY CYCLEPATH 
886. Mr D.R. MICHAEL to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s record investment in cycling infrastructure, like the $19 million upgrade 
to the principal shared path along the Mitchell Freeway. 
(1) Can the minister outline to the house how the construction of this project has not only fixed a massive 

gap in Perth’s cycling network but also supported local businesses and local jobs? 
(2) Can the minister advise the house how this project builds on this government’s record of delivering 

important cycling infrastructure? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for Balcatta for the question. It was a great day, a few weeks ago, as we saw the 

locally built bridge being lifted over Scarborough Beach Road in what will be a key part of the cycling 
network in the northern suburbs. The government has committed over $146 million over the next four years 
for over 150 kilometres of new cyclepaths, and it is a serious commitment to cycling across WA and the 
suburbs. As I said, the bridge, like the Matagarup Bridge, was locally made, and of course we expect an 
increase in the number of cyclists using those paths, as we now have a fast direct path to the city. I know 
it is an issue that many northern suburbs members have raised with me as being a key concern for them. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I will get my dragster out. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will see the member for Mandurah cycling in the northern suburbs! 
We have also upgraded the Mount Street pedestrian bridge and cyclepath—another commitment—and one of the 
key projects that has been completed is the principal shared path from Grant Street to Victoria Street in the western 
suburbs. With all these exciting cycling initiatives, we would expect everyone to be supporting them, would we 
not? I was surprised to hear the Leader of the Opposition on radio a couple of weeks ago, in one of those train 
wreck interviews, when she was asked about cycling infrastructure and in particular that new path. The Leader of 
the Opposition said, “I’ll have to look at that and see whether we can put some pressure on the government to 
measure the patronage of that path and see whether it was a good investment.” I tell members who thinks it is 
a good investment; it is the member for Cottesloe, who was out there promoting that path. He was out there 
claiming credit for that path. He has gone to more official openings of that path than the minister responsible for 
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getting it done! The member for Cottesloe is a big supporter of that path. Do members know what? It is one of 
those projects that people stop me and say, “So glad you did that principal shared path, minister.” The Leader of 
the Opposition of course opposes it. She does not believe that we should have a direct route along the rail line. 
The other point the member for Cottesloe made is, “I am also looking forward to the bike path’s construction 
through to North Fremantle, I must say.” So am I. Vote Labor, member for Cottesloe, because obviously we are 
the only ones delivering for your electorate! 

CHILD SEX OFFENDER — PETER WALLACE HILL 
887. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Attorney General: 
I refer to reports today that convicted paedophile Peter Wallace Hill has just been released back into the Busselton 
community after serving just 14 months’ imprisonment for three counts of sexually penetrating a child and two counts 
of indecently dealing with a child. Given the understandable anger and distress in the Busselton community, will 
the Attorney General outline to the house if and when he will be appealing Mr Hill’s release? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
I am not aware of the particular circumstances of the sentencing judge when he sentenced Mr Hill. I will take that 
on notice and get back to the member in detail on that. 

CHILD SEX OFFENDER — PETER WALLACE HILL 
888. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Attorney General: 
I have a supplementary question. Does the Attorney General accept that regional police are under-resourced to 
monitor individuals like Mr Hill so that they can keep regional communities safe, given the substantial increase in 
the number of sex offenders being released into the community under his government? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
No, I do not. The premise that the member put forward is absolutely incorrect, as will be exposed in the matter of 
public importance. 

HOUSING — KEYSTART — INCOME LIMITS 
889. Mr M.J. FOLKARD to the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to this government’s commitment to supporting the WA housing industry and creating local construction 
jobs through its decision to increase the income limits for Keystart. 
(1) Can the minister update the house how this targeted housing stimulus is helping more Western Australians 

get into affordable housing? 
(2) Can the minister advise the house how these changes can provide a boost to the state’s construction 

industry? 
Mr P.C. TINLEY replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 
(1)–(2) It is with great pleasure that we announced in July this year that we would be increasing the income limits 

that make people eligible for a low-deposit loan through Keystart—a two per cent deposit. We took the 
rate for couples up to $130 000, and $155 000 for families. It is a significant increase. We also capped 
that through until 31 December this year to create the pressure that we felt was required to stimulate some 
of the much-needed demand in the housing construction industry. 
I thank the member for Perth for launching the media on the weekend in relation to the Opening Doors 
TV advertising campaign. That Keystart TV campaign was launched in order to support that boost to the 
income limits and the changes in the nature, and making sure the demand take-out for the construction 
industry is continually increasing, or at least held buoyant. 
I am pleased to report that 305 applications in the period since 1 July have been lodged by prospective 
buyers who were previously ineligible—they would not have qualified under the previous income limits. 
They are genuine applications as a result of this strategy. Of the 216 applicants pre-approved or approved 
for finance, 71 per cent elected to build or purchase a newly built property. That directly equates to jobs 
in the construction industry and shows that the McGowan government listens to industry. It shows that 
the McGowan government is very, very aware of the requirements of the housing industry to make sure 
that we do not end up with a locked market in which the skills have drifted away from the industry at the 
time when demand comes on, as it inevitably does through the normal cycle. 
I would also like to report that Keystart’s major broker groups advise that Keystart’s share of their 
business has increased over the past few months, and leads have also increased by as much as 25 per cent. 
It is not just the construction industry; the whole continuum of the housing industry is benefiting from 
very much needed assistance to the construction industry. 
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I want to take the opportunity to redress a misconception that was proffered by the member for Bateman 
in this house yesterday in suggesting that somehow the loan book of Keystart is in some sort of stressed 
situation and that we have to gouge our clients in some way in order to dig out of it. Nothing could be 
further from the truth. I just want to make sure it is really clear that we have lowered the lending rate of 
Keystart by 0.55 per cent per annum. 

Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: That is on the weighted average cost of borrowing. More than 90 per cent of Keystart 
customers are one payment or more in advance of their loans—90 per cent are ahead on their home loans. We 
work very closely with those clients to ensure that we are supporting their needs, particularly if they are in certain 
distressed examples. 

Mr D.T. Redman: What is new? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: What is new is 216 new loans. What did the member do in the period he had it? He did not 
add one job to the economy! 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood! 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I would also like to say, unlike what the member for Bateman has been saying, that that actually 
represents a minimum monthly repayment reduction of $118, or $1 400 over the year; not the $5 000 increase that 
he thought we were gouging out of them. At a quarter per cent, that would make a $2 million loan, member! 

I want to join with federal Liberal Treasurer Josh Frydenberg in his condemnation of the banks for not passing on 
the rates. I want to know where the member for Bateman is on this. Is he just doing what he always did before he 
came to this place and being an apologist for the banks? Is he still fighting in that corner? Is the member for Bateman 
an apologist for banks? Is he against young Western Australians getting their first opportunity to get a roof over 
their head? Where does the member sit? 

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME 

890. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Attorney General: 
I refer to concerns voiced by victims of child sex abuse that their compensation applications through the National Redress 
Scheme are taking too long to process, six years after the royal commission began and 18 months after our statute 
of limitations legislation passed.  

(1) Can the Attorney General promise Western Australian survivors they will get their compensation 
applications processed and paid in a timely fashion rather than being forced to wait while they and their 
families navigate this difficult time in their lives? 

(2) Will the Attorney General turn his focus towards working with relevant authorities in expediting the 
compensation process? 

(3) Is the Attorney General making survivors wait until the commercialisation of the Landgate deal has 
settled before they can access much-deserved compensation? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
(1)–(3) I heard the federal Liberal minister apologising to the public this morning on radio. A survivor of sexual 

abuse had rung in to say that it had been 14 months since she had put in her application to the federal 
government’s National Redress Scheme and she had not seen anything. Mrs Ruston, I think it is, said — 

Ms S.F. McGurk: Senator Ruston. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: She was saying how appalled she was that her system is not working properly. This is  
a National Redress Scheme that Western Australia signed up to. Upon invitation by the commonwealth, 
Western Australia was able to nominate assessors, which we did, to assess these claims. I heard the federal Liberal 
minister today say that she never envisaged how complicated the process of assessing would be. The federal 
minister said on radio, “I’ll have to take this on notice. I don’t know what’s going on, but if you give me a couple 
of days, I promise you I will get back to you.” She asked this survivor of child sexual abuse to leave her number 
with the producer and she would get back to her in two days. We would like to see all Western Australians 
compensated in a timely manner. That is why, of course, the Western Australian Labor government, in an early 
iteration, introduced two redress schemes—the country hostels redress scheme and another child abuse redress 
scheme. All those people got their money in a timely manner. It was up to $90 000 until, alas, that election of 
2008 when Premier Barnett came in and slashed the compensation in half, right down to $45 000, and then 
slackened off on the time for payment. We want the Western Australian Liberal Party and the Western Australian 
National Party to get onto the federal government to demand fair and just compensation in a timely manner for all 
Western Australians. 
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ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL — MENTAL HEALTH EMERGENCY CENTRE 

891. Mr S.A. MILLMAN to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s significant investment in mental health care services, such as the new 
Mental Health Emergency Centre that was opened today at Royal Perth Hospital. Can the minister outline to the 
house how this new emergency centre will support those who experience an acute mental health episode, take 
pressure off existing emergency departments and deliver on this government’s commitment to putting patients first? 

Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
It is a sad reality that an increasing cohort of patients present in our emergency departments with mental health issues 
and that obviously produces complications for those providing care in the emergency departments. I was very pleased 
to join not only the member for Mount Lawley, but also Hon Alanna Clohesy, to open the new Mental Health 
Emergency Centre at Royal Perth Hospital. It is a new $1.15 million emergency centre at Royal Perth Hospital 
that honours a key election commitment by the McGowan government to implement a mental health observation 
area at Royal Perth Hospital. The centre is located next to the hospital’s emergency department and is designed for 
people to stay for up to 72 hours. It includes eight treatment spaces, which is made up of six beds and two chairs, 
and is staffed by specialised and highly trained mental health professionals. This is an outstanding result in resourcing 
our hospitals to make sure that they have the resources they need to care for patients who present with mental 
health issues. This is a low-stimulus, short-stay environment so that patients who present with mental health issues 
do not have to stay in the loud, bright environment of an emergency department main area. They can go to this area 
where they are secure and where other patients are not necessarily impacted by those who present with a mental 
health issue. This is a great addition to our emergency department services. I was absolutely delighted to open this 
centre, which is right next to the urgent care clinic toxicology unit at Royal Perth Hospital ED, which treats patients 
who present with alcohol and other drug issues. It has been an outstanding success and has taken the pressure off the 
main ED. It provides a specialised treatment facility for those particular patients. Of course, this comes on top of the 
other commitments for Royal Perth Hospital, including the $22.7 million upgrade to the intensive care unit and the 
$9 million helipad upgrade, which will further enhance Royal Perth Hospital’s critical services and patient care. 
The McGowan government continues to invest heavily in mental health services, particularly mental health services 
in our emergency departments. We recently announced a $1 million investment in the forward plan for a new 
mental health emergency centre at Midland hospital, which we are looking forward to open sometime in 2021. If 
we are to meet the needs of Western Australian patients, particularly mental health patients, and if we are to 
provide the resources for doctors and nurses working on the front line in providing care to these patients, we need 
a government that is prepared to invest in health, a government that will put in the resources and a government 
that is prepared to put patients first, and that is what we have with the McGowan Labor government. 

SYNERGY — 2018–19 ANNUAL REPORT 

892. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Energy: 
Can the minister confirm that under his leadership, Synergy’s $650 million loss is the worst performance by 
a government business in the history of Western Australia, even worse than Rothwells during the WA Inc years? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON replied: 
I would have thought that a person who ran a significant business in Western Australia would understand the 
difference between a writedown and a loss. I also would have thought that a shadow minister, who was told by the 
minister during estimates that he was asking Synergy to look at writedowns, would have followed up on that 
between May and September, but apparently neither of those things are true of the member for Bateman. Let me 
make it clear: Synergy’s $5.4 million loss is reported, as I have pointed out to the member, in Synergy’s annual 
report. As the member knows, the writedown is the reduction in the expected value of its assets. I was interested 
on the weekend to read an article that stated that in 2015, Synergy was valued at $1.3 billion. I remind the member 
for Bateman that that valuation of $1.3 billion represented 50 per cent of the $2.57 billion cash that his government 
put into Synergy. Remember this: the former government put $2 570 million cash into Synergy, and after it put in 
that $2.5 billion, Synergy was worth $1.3 billion. If the member wants to talk about a loss, that is what we find. If 
that is the way he wants to look at it, $1.3 billion was lost by the former government. As I made it clear when 
I spoke in Parliament and tabled the annual report, the Synergy’s writedown comes in two elements. The first is 
the revaluation of its fixed and other assets to truly reflect its future value. The second is the contract effect for 
a gas contract signed by the former government. I make the same point again: the contract that the former 
government signed was appropriate at the time. At that time everybody in Western Australia thought that gas prices 
were going to increase. I made no criticism of the government’s decision to enter that contract at the time and 
I make no criticism of it today. However, the professional advice following on from an extensive process of 
consultation by the Synergy board is that Synergy needed to take a $154 million charge against that contract. The 
loss was $5.4 billion. Any other suggestion shows that the member for Bateman must have been hanging on by 
his fingertips in running those two important institutions in this state if he does not understand the difference 
between a writedown and a loss. 
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SYNERGY — 2018–19 ANNUAL REPORT 

893. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Energy: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the minister confirm that when he came to government, Synergy’s accumulated 
losses were $187 million, and that has now blown out to over $1 billion; and is this yet another example of the 
government’s financial and economic mismanagement? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON replied: 
It must be a parallel universe. The reason a small loss was recorded on Synergy’s balance sheet is because 
the former government pumped $2 577 million into it. The former government put in over $2.5 billion and 
that is why the accounting treatment was not that it needed to show a loss. The former government pumped 
all that cash in. The great tragedy of that is that it did not do anything to reform the business; indeed, 
$2.5 billion would have transformed Synergy and made it a powerful opportunity for future growth in this 
state but, instead, it made no reforms—none at all. The former government had two Ministers for Energy. 
The first was Hon Peter Collier, who is a decent man but he was just not interested in being the Minister for 
Energy. The second was the sad member for Riverton, who knew what to do but could not do it because the 
Premier of the day, Hon Colin Barnett, would not let him do it. The former government wasted eight and 
a half years. It lost $320 million on refurbishing a power station that was not needed and did not work, and 
$2 577 million of taxpayers’ money was the only reason that Synergy’s balance sheet was protected. That is 
the past and we now need to face the future.  

I said to the member during the budget estimates in May, I said in this chamber the last time Parliament met, and 
I will say again now: Synergy’s capital position will have to be addressed by the government, and that is something 
that the Treasurer, the Premier and all the cabinet understand. But the idea that we are just going to pump cash in 
from taxpayers and expect no reform is not the way of the future. That is the way of the past. It led to those huge 
taxpayer subsidies and it is not going to be repeated. 

The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time.  

DANGEROUS SEX OFFENDERS 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed time of 
a letter from the member for Hillarys seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [2.50 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan Labor government for placing the community at risk by 
repeatedly letting dangerous sex offenders out onto the street.  

There is absolutely no doubt that the Western Australian community is at risk because this government has 
failed in one of the most basic tasks of any government: to keep the community safe from dangerous sex 
offenders. That failure is multiplied by the fact that when this government was in opposition and campaigning 
to be in power, it made a series of grandiose promises to the public of Western Australia that it would make 
tough laws that would keep the community safe from these sorts of predators. Unfortunately, when this 
government has come to power, when it has had the opportunity to deliver on its promises and to deliver on the 
expectation of the public of Western Australia to be kept safe from dangerous sexual predators, this government 
has failed, and it has failed dismally. 

We know exactly what has happened in the past two years. Some of the high profile cases are very well-known. 
We had the case of Latimer, a continual dangerous sexual offender, who was let out onto our streets despite the 
Attorney General claiming that tough new laws would keep him behind bars. When Latimer breached the conditions 
of his release, he was allowed to roam the streets for nine days before the police picked him up, and then he was 
bailed. Then he breached his conditions again, spent a few days in jail, and then was bailed again, despite the 
Attorney General’s promise of tough new laws. The Attorney General promised that there would be a presumption 
against bail so that if people like Latimer breached their conditions of release, they would go back into jail. That 
has been proven to be a complete and utter falsehood. In the one high-profile case in which the Attorney General’s 
own laws ought to have worked, they have not worked.  

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: They have failed the public of Western Australia. Latimer has gone through the revolving 
door of justice twice and has been let back onto the streets twice. No wonder the public are feeling unsafe! We 
have had situations with other high profile sex offenders. 

The SPEAKER: Members! If you want to have a discussion, go outside, please. Thank you. 
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Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Thank you. We have had other high-profile dangerous sexual offenders, such as 
Paul Douglas Allen, who has attacked seven children between four and 10 years of age. Nobody wants him to 
attack an eighth child, yet this Attorney General prides himself on Paul Douglas Allen being released back onto 
our streets. The Attorney General says, “I have solved that problem”, and in his grandiose, grandstanding way 
says, “He will be chemically castrated”, which really means he will be injected with anti-libidinal medication. 
Anti-libidinal medication is nothing new, but we know from experience around the world that it does not stop 
these people from offending. It may stop the nature of their offending, it may stop the type of physical offending 
they might have otherwise done, but it does absolutely nothing to stop the urges and it does nothing to stop the power 
grab that these offenders have over people. It might mitigate some of the most serious harm to victims, but it does 
not stop more victims from being created. Again, he has failed. 

Today, we raised in this place the case of Peter Wallace Hill, who was convicted of three charges of indecent 
sexual assault and two charges of indecent dealing. This man, along with his partner in crime, David Lindner, 
destroyed the lives of a family and destroyed the trust of an entire community in the south west. This man,  
Peter Wallace Hill, was given an extraordinarily light sentence of four years for those five criminal charges, and 
he has been let back onto our streets less than 14 months after his sentence. The decision to release him was made 
on 10 September, last month; however, 36 days later, the Attorney General does not know anything about it. It is 
in the media today. The Attorney General still does not know anything about it! This man has been released back 
onto the streets, back into the Busselton and the south west community. We do not know what conditions have 
been placed on his release; we do not know whether there are any conditions at all. We do know that he was given 
an extraordinarily light sentence to start with, he has been let out at the first possible opportunity, and he is back 
on the streets of Busselton. The Attorney General has no idea! 

We also know, from sad experience, that every time we go outside the Perth metropolitan area, the monitoring of 
these sorts of offenders gets weaker and weaker and weaker. The sexual offenders management squad is relatively 
well-resourced here in the metropolitan area, but outside the metropolitan area its coverage on the ground is almost 
non-existent. We are relying on the goodwill of our overstretched and overworked police officers and corrections 
officers in the regions to monitor these people, sometimes over long distances. No wonder the community is not 
feeling safe, particularly the communities around Busselton and the south west, knowing that this Peter Wallace Hill 
is being released back into their community, and the possibility that one day the ultimate horrific predator, a man 
who has destroyed lives in two countries—David Lindner—may be released back into that community as well. It 
is just not good enough. 

We know that the regions are suffering. We recently saw the case of David Gundari, a horrific sex offender. He 
sexually abused two tourists in 2007. He was sentenced to a long term of imprisonment, but was released in 
November last year after serving 12 years. He raped two tourists in horrific circumstances. He beat them basically 
to a pulp and raped them. One of them, a poor Japanese woman, was unconscious after the beating she received. 
She was beaten until she was unconscious and then she was raped. This man, who has done the most horrific things 
in our society, was released back into the community and then went missing. He did not abide by the conditions of 
his release orders. There were a series of conditions, including a curfew, urine tests for banned illicit substances and 
alcohol, a ban on him visiting licensed venues, and that he attend programs and counselling. He skipped all that. 
Were our police able to pick him up and protect the community? No—he managed to leave the state! David Gundari 
from Kununurra left the state and was picked up by Katherine police in the Northern Territory. He was picked up 
in relation to weapon offences and an outstanding warrant dating back to 2005. This guy is a hardcore, hardened 
criminal. Our supervision of this man was so lax that he managed to not only breach the conditions of his 
supervision order, but also leave the state. We created a problem not only here—because Lord knows what he has 
done here under the lax supervision that he has received—but also a problem in the Northern Territory. It is just not 
good enough! I could keep going on and on and on with the examples of these people who are being released into 
the community.  

We know that in the two years since this government came to power, between March 2017 and March 2019, 
more than 90 additional sex offenders are being monitored in the community. That is 90 more people who could 
cause harm to our community and who should be behind bars but who, under the policies of this government, 
are being released onto the streets and into our suburbs, towns, regions and remote communities to cause more 
harm. It is just not good enough! This government claimed that it was going to be tough. It claimed that it would 
introduce laws that would keep these people in prison for longer. Unfortunately, more of them have been 
released out onto the streets with less supervision. This government had better wake up to itself. We do not 
want any more victims—not tourists, not children and not adults. We want this government to live up to its 
rhetoric, to stop the grandstanding and to actually do something concrete and real to protect our community. 
Right now this government is failing.  

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [3.00 pm]: I, too, rise to contribute to this 
matter of public importance that the opposition has brought to the Parliament today. Yesterday, the Attorney General 
said that the figures we were quoting were incorrect. Today the Minister for Corrective Services intimated the 
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same by shaking his head when we mentioned some of the figures. We got our figures from a document put out 
by the government of Western Australia and the Department of Justice and Department of Corrective Services. It 
is headed “Quarterly Statistics: Adult Community 2019: Quarter 2”. Page 8 of that document lists the number of 
adult offenders managed in the community under the category of most serious offence. These offenders have 
committed sexual assault and related offences and are being managed in the community. On 31 March 2017, 
191 offenders were being managed in the community who had been in jail for sexual assault and other related 
offences. On 31 March 2019, 283 were offenders being managed in the community having served time for serious 
sexual offences. That is an additional 92 offenders, which is a 48 per cent increase over two years. That is where 
we got the information from. As we know, there are two categories of offenders who have committed sexual 
offences: dangerous sexual offenders and reportable offenders.  

I will add to what the member for Hillarys said about Mr David Gundari by quoting what has been said about him 
in the news. The ABC online news on 8 October states — 

He was released last year after serving the entirety of his sentence, — 

He did not get parole, members. He had to stay in prison until the very last day. It continues — 

despite the Prisoners Review Board finding he had unmet treatment needs and still posed a medium to 
high risk of reoffending. 

Mr Gundari was subject to a post-sentence supervision order. The article states — 

When assessing Mr Gundari, the board found he lacked insight and would often normalise violent behaviour. 

…  

The board also noted he had a “poor response to prior community supervision” and did not have protective 
strategies in place to reduce his risk of reoffending. 

In The West Australian of 9 October, what I found particularly disturbing was a psychologist’s report on Mr Gundari 
that indicated that he had a delusional belief that his victims had consented to the rapes, bearing in mind that 
one of those victims had been beaten unconscious before she was raped. How any individual with the belief that 
a woman whom he had beaten unconscious and subsequently raped, had consented to that act, could be released 
into and left to roam our community is beyond belief. The fact that he has skipped whatever monitoring was put 
in place for him and fled to the Northern Territory is further damning on this government.  

I will talk about Paul Douglas Allen, whom the member for Hillarys also talked about. I want to go back over some 
of his history. Sometimes in this place other people’s words are more compelling. In September 2014, dangerous 
sex offender Paul Douglas Allen was ordered to stay in jail until his breaches were dealt with. He had breached 
his supervision order. In 2014, when the Liberals and the Nationals were in charge, this man was found to be in 
possession of more than one million images of child pornography. He had been ordered to stay behind bars until 
he faced court on charges of breaching the conditions of his release order, as is appropriate. If a reportable 
dangerous sex offender is subject to a release order and then breaches that order by accessing child pornography, 
one would hope that he would stay behind bars as a precautionary principle to protect the community while he 
waits for his trial. He was declared a dangerous sex offender in 2006. He repeatedly breached the strict conditions 
of his release, and he was taken back into custody in September last year after officers from the sex offender 
management squad found more than a million images of child exploitation material on his home computers. In 
August he was sentenced to more than two years in jail. The judge was reported as having said that the images 
were of a high degree of degradation and disturbing in nature. These were images of children that were of a high 
degree of degradation and disturbing in nature. This is why we have brought this matter of public importance to 
the chamber today.  

I will give members some background on Mr Allen. The court judgement states — 

Between 1998 and 2001 Mr Allen committed 12 offences of a sexual nature against young children. The 
children concerned were between the ages of 4 and 10 years and the respondent at that time was aged 
between 18 and 21 years … 

… 

In 2009 Mr Allen committed 14 breaches of the supervision order — 

That was after having served some time for those earlier offences against children. It states — 

The breaches included instances where police had made unannounced visits to Mr Allen’s home and found 
him to be in possession of videos, DVD’s and newspaper and magazine cuttings that contained images of 
children. Although the images were not indecent — 

This makes me feel sick to say it — 

Mr Allen admitted using them for the purposes of sexual arousal.  
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This man should not be out in the community. In June 2010, the supervision order was amended. In 2011 and 2012 
he was convicted of breaches of the order. The list goes on. In 2013, he was charged with failing to comply with 
a reporting obligation. Once again, his offences were of possession of child exploitation material or child 
pornography. It is really quite horrendous to read what has been said of this individual.  

Mr Allen was assessed by Dr Wynn Owen who had to prepare a report for the court to determine whether he 
should be released into the community. The member for Hillarys mentioned that some of these offenders are on 
anti-libidinal medication. Mr Allen was on anti-libidinal medication, but Dr Owen’s report states — 

He reported that he no longer wished to consider hormonal anti-libidinal treatment as he was concerned 
about the side effects. 

I bet he was concerned about the side effects! Paragraph 32 of this judgement states — 

A significant issue for Dr Wynn Owen was Mr Allen’s continued image collecting behaviour … This 
increases the likelihood of offending in the future.  

… 

Dr Wynn Owen said that paedophilic thinking and behaviour is very much a part of Mr Allen’s personality.  

… 

Dr Wynn Owen’s conclusions were that notwithstanding extensive treatment intervention and very 
specific supervision conditions Mr Allen has been unable to modify his behaviour. While in detention he 
has continued to secrete images of children in his cell, notwithstanding full knowledge that not only is 
this not allowed but also will be treated seriously bearing in mind his status as a dangerous sex offender.  

… 

He has fluctuated between denial and acceptance of his collecting behaviour.  

This is a dangerous sex offender who believes that by collecting pornographic images of children, he is 
somehow managing his sexual deviancy. That is the nature of this individual and why every parent in our 
community should be terrified for their kids while this man is roaming around out there. It is appalling. I will read 
the findings — 

It is clear on the evidence that Mr Allen remains a serious danger to the community. This was not disputed 
at the hearing. It is equally clear that the risk of reoffending cannot be adequately managed in the community 
on a supervision order at this stage. 

There has been some limited progress in counselling in the last 12 months, but this has reached an impasse 
due to Mr Allen’s entrenched image collecting behaviour. 

Those images are of child pornography. 

He was also reviewed by Dr Dylan Galloghly, who similarly found that Mr Allen was a person who is not safe to 
be released into the community. In conclusion, the Supreme Court ruling states — 

I am satisfied that Mr Allen remains a serious danger to the community. I am also satisfied that his risk 
of reoffending cannot, at present, be adequately managed if he is released on a supervision order. 

There is no suitable accommodation in the community. There is simply nowhere that this individual can safely 
live. We bring these issues to the Parliament because this government has released more reportable offenders who 
have been in jail as a result of sexual offending. There has been a 48 per cent increase between March 2017 and 
March 2019, and that is the government’s own reporting. Dangerous sex offenders are released and are apparently 
managed in the community. They breach their conditions and then they just get released again. The Attorney General 
said his legislation was going to fix these problems, but clearly it has not. It is incumbent on the government to do 
its job. Keep these people behind bars. Keep them behind bars, and keep our children and women safe. 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [3.11 pm]: The Leader of the Opposition and the member for Hillarys 
have outlined some very serious concerns. Let me try to wrap this up very simply for members. This is about 
how the government manages these people in the community. This is about how the government manages the 
Department of Corrective Services. The bottom line here is that when communities are asked, “Do you trust 
the McGowan Labor government to keep the community safe; do you trust the McGowan Labor government to 
effectively and safely manage dangerous sex offenders?”, increasingly, communities are saying no. They are 
saying no because they keep reading the examples that the member for Hillarys and the Leader of the 
Opposition outlined today. They keep saying no because these stories are continuing and it is simply not good 
enough. Does any member on the other side actually think they are doing a good job of managing dangerous sexual 
offenders? Anybody? 

Mr J.R. Quigley: Yes! Me! 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Apart from the Attorney General. There is only one: the Attorney General. The 
Attorney General has no support from his own side on this issue—no support whatsoever. As was highlighted by the 
Leader of the Opposition, from March 2017 to March 2019, there was a 48 per cent spike in the number of sex offenders 
being managed in the community. The Attorney General pipes up now. I noticed in a recent article in WAtoday that 
the Attorney General said, “You can’t keep them in jail forever.” He also said that he shares the community’s 
concerns. The Attorney General would remember a character called MGD, who completed a 10-year sentence for 
21 child sex offences. Judge Derrick, who released this person after he had completed his sentence concluded — 

I am satisfied that the respondent, despite his assertions to the contrary, has had, and continues to have, 
an entrenched deviant sexual interest in pre-pubescent female children. 

When the Attorney General was quizzed by the media, he said — 
I’m confident that he will be safely managed. Let me qualify this, because people will say there he is, using 
slippery politician’s language, if the department manage him in the manner that the court has ordered 
I am confident. 

That is an interesting point. The Attorney General has accepted that the Minister for Corrective Services is not doing 
his job, because there are umpteen examples of these people not being managed properly. They are breaching their 
supervision orders. Even when they breach them, they cannot be caught and are left on the loose for nine days. 
The Attorney General knows that, and that is why he even said himself that he uses “slippery politician’s language”. 
He knew that his government would be unable to manage these sex offenders on the conditions under which they 
had been released into the community. He accepted the incompetence of his own government. That is what he did 
in that media report. 
One of the clear indicators of how the Attorney General is failing to manage these people properly is in what is 
called the individual management plans for these prisoners. I asked this question on notice earlier this year: as at 
1 August, how many prisoners who have a sentence greater than six months are currently not on an individual 
management plan? The answer that came back was 1 079 prisoners. They are supposed to receive an individual 
management plan within 28 days of sentencing. The other question I asked was: as at 1 August, who is the one 
who has waited the longest for an individual management plan? The answer was that one prisoner went for 19 and 
a half months without an individual management plan. How does the community feel about that? The Leader of the 
Opposition and the member for Hillarys highlighted the example of David Gundari. The issue of David Gundari, 
apart from the appalling crimes that he committed, comes back to this notion of individual management plans. 
Another article in WAtoday reads — 

… David Gundari has served his entire 12-year sentence for the two rapes, documents concerning his 
recent release reveal treatment programs he required were not available to him in prison and that his risk 
of reoffending in a sexual manner remains medium to high. 

Can the Attorney General tell me whether that is a good way to manage a prisoner? This prisoner’s individual 
management plan for when he was in jail for 12 years was not even complied with. He was then released to the 
community, with the Department of Corrective Services saying that he was unsafe. That is the reality that confronts 
the people of Western Australia. That is why this matter of public interest is being brought to the attention of the 
Parliament today. It is not that we think of these things just to give the Attorney General a hard time. The fact is 
that he is not doing his job and he is not making sure that his cabinet is keeping his Minister for Corrective Services 
accountable for his mismanagement of these serious sex offenders. That is the reality, and it is simply not good enough. 
There are many more examples. Earlier this year we saw the Edward Latimer case, which was an absolute debacle. 
Latimer decided to breach his supervision order. He went off into Northbridge and then he could not be found. It 
took the government two days to tell the police about it. The police took a further seven days to find him, so for 
nine days this guy, who has serious sex offences against his name and who had breached his supervision order, 
was out there and could not be found. That was under the Attorney General’s watch. It is simply unacceptable. 
When the Minister for Corrective Services was asked why it took so long, he said, “Oh, well, we’ll look into that.” 
In an article in The West Australian on 19 September this year, the answer he gave was quite remarkable. 

Corrections Minister Fran Logan told Parliament yesterday he had spoken to Corrective Services 
commissioner Tony Hassall and had asked him to speak to the Police Commissioner about how quickly 
police should be notified about a breach. 

The minister does not need a committee to work out how quickly the police need to be notified of a breach of 
conditions by a serious sexual offender. The answer, minister, is immediately! It is not hard. The minister gets on 
the phone and says, “We’ve got a serious sexual offender who has just breached his conditions of supervision, 
police commissioner. Go and find him now!” It took him two days to notify the police and then the minister 
said, “Oh, I’d better talk to the commissioner to get him to conduct some inquiry into why it took so long.” The 
incompetence beggars belief, Attorney General. The Attorney General’s colleague is not here, unfortunately. 
I would love him to be here to listen to this. I hope he reads the Hansard. I know he has to be away. The Premier 
is not here to hear this either. They are just some simple examples. 
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Another article I came across, which is dated 24 February this year, says “Sex pest orders ignored”. It states — 

NINE of the State’s worst sex monsters living in the community under strict conditions were convicted 
or accused of breaching their court-imposed release orders last year. 

And over the past two years, 22 dangerous sex offenders are alleged to have violated GPS tracking 
conditions attached to their release, with 14 of those resulting in a conviction. 

In conclusion, the bottom line is that we can see why the Attorney General needed to use those slippery politician 
words. He has no faith in his government’s capacity to manage these dangerous sex offenders in the community, 
because we are consistently seeing breaches of their conditions, and the community is at risk. There are many more 
examples, and time is not available for me to go through them all today. The Attorney General needs to step up, 
and get his cabinet to fix this problem. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [3.20 pm]: I joined with the member for Dawesville in 
absolutely laughing at the member for Churchlands during his speech. The opposition today has laid out — 

Point of Order 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I refer to the imputation made by the Attorney General. I was not laughing at the member 
for Churchlands — 

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is an imputation of improper motives. Do members not understand what the standing 
orders say? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, I call you to order for the first time for disputing my call, and the second 
time for just keeping on about it. You should know better. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Got him twice with the first ball! This is a very serious issue that has been raised. 

Ms L. Mettam: Where is the Premier? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I know where you are. I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: A very serious matter has been raised in the Legislative Assembly this afternoon, and 
I remind members that the Legislative Assembly is not the Churchlands coffee club. The matter raised by way of 
a matter of public interest is that this house condemn the Labor government for placing the community at risk by 
repeatedly releasing dangerous sex offenders onto the street. The argument has been made that this is some terrible 
thing that the Labor government has done, and it should be punished at the polls. The Liberal party has now put 
its flag in the mound. It is going to run a dishonest law and order scare campaign, come hell or high water, come truth 
or lies. I have not seen this before in the nearly 20 years I have had the honour of serving in this place, but this has so 
disturbed the Director of Public Prosecutions that she was moved to write a briefing note to me, which I will table 
in due course, critical of the Leader of the Opposition. I have never seen this before. The briefing note reads — 

BACKGROUND 

The purpose of this Briefing Note is to provide information about the release of dangerous sexual offenders 
… to community supervision since March 2017 in response to comments made by the Hon Liza Harvey 
MLA, Leader of the Opposition, at a doorstop on 6 October 2019. 

STATEMENTS MADE BY THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION 

Number of DSOs Released to Community Supervision 

During her doorstop, the Hon Ms Harvey MLA stated that “double the number of sex offenders have been 
released since the Labor Government came into office”. That statement is inaccurate. 

So says the Director of Public Prosecutions to the Leader of the Opposition. The briefing note continues — 

As at 9 March 2017 — 

That is when the Leader of the Opposition finished in government — 

there were 25 DSOs released to community supervision orders … A further 22 DSOs were in custody on 
continuing detention orders … 

As at 7 October 2019, there are 27 DSOs on community SOs. There are also 22 DSOs in custody on CDOs. 

However, four of the 27 DSOs subject to SOs are presently in custody (for contravention, on interim 
detention orders or remand). 
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The Director of Public Prosecutions was concerned at this misinformation being fed to the public of Western Australia 
in prosecution of a dishonest scare campaign against the public of Western Australia. That is what members 
opposite are doing. They are practising their scare campaign against the public, not against Labor. They are trying 
to scare the living bejesus out of every mum and dad in the street. The Director of Public Prosecutions has to come 
forward and call them out for it. The briefing note states, further on — 

DPP Not Opposing Applications for Release to Supervision Orders 
The Hon Ms Harvey MLA asserts that since the change of Government, my office has not appealed as 
many applications for release to community supervision, resulting in “ … double the number (of DSOs) 
in the community”. 

The Director of Public Prosecutions then says — 
That assertion is misleading and incorrect. 
My office is only aware of nine appeals since the DSO Act commenced, most of which concerned 
statutory construction rather than a challenge to the court’s assessment as to whether the person was an 
unacceptable risk. 

I will table this briefing note for the media and for the chamber. 
[See paper 2929.] 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The next subheading is — 

DSOs Are Not Being Appropriately Supervised in the Community 
This is the allegation brought forward by the member for Churchlands from the Churchlands coffee club to the 
Legislative Assembly. The DPP continues — 

Throughout the doorstop, the Hon Ms Harvey MLA denounced the current accommodation arrangements 
for DSOs and their ability to travel by public transport within the community. While she was unwilling to 
provide specific details as to how the Opposition envisaged addressing her concerns, the Hon Ms Harvey 
MLA stated — 

“the best place for these individuals to be, in my view, is behind bars … ultimately, that’s where 
they need to be because the reality is these people have a propensity to re-offend”. 

Tabling of Paper 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I note that the Attorney General provided a document to be tabled, but it was not actually 
the one he was reading from. I ask whether he would consider tabling the document he is reading from. 
The SPEAKER: He tabled the last one that he read from. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: He tabled a copy, I believe, Mr Speaker. I am just curious as to — 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: This one has highlights on it. I have highlighted the dishonesty of the Leader of the Opposition. 
The SPEAKER: Excuse me! Lead counsel, sit down. Member for Dawesville, continue. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker. Obviously, the Attorney General was quoting from an 
official document, and I ask that he table the document that he was quoting from. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: As a further point of order, I ask that he withdraw the word “dishonest”, when he was referring 
to the Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: I was not — 
The SPEAKER: I never heard that. Was that in the actual — 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It was when he was replying to me. 
The SPEAKER: You will withdraw, if you have said anything dishonest. I did not hear it, but if you did, will you 
withdraw it? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Sure, I withdraw it. 

Tabling of Paper 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: As to this document, I think the attendant has a copy. Can I have my copy back, and I will table 
what the member has asked to be tabled? It just has the three false assertions highlighted. 
The SPEAKER: You cannot un-table a document. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will table another one. 
The SPEAKER: Table it now. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will table it as soon as I finish reading the highlighted bit. It states — 

Throughout the doorstop, the Hon Ms Harvey MLA denounced the current accommodation arrangements 
for DSOs and their ability to travel by public transport within the community. While she was unwilling to 
provide specific details as to how the Opposition envisaged addressing her concerns, the Hon Ms Harvey 
MLA stated — 

“the best place for these individuals to be, in my view, is behind bars … ultimately, that’s where 
they need to be because the reality is these people have a propensity to re-offend”. 

I wonder whether the attendant can take this copy, touch the table with it and give it to the member for Dawesville. 

The SPEAKER: Paper tabled. You cannot say who it goes to. You just table it and let us work that out. 

[See paper 2930.] 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The next very disturbing thing is that it caused the Director of Public Prosecutions herself 
to be so concerned that she wrote to me to point out the wild inaccuracies in the press statement or interview given 
by the Leader of the Opposition. As I said at the start, the Liberal Party has now planted its flag in the mound of 
dishonesty. I have not called anyone else dishonest. There is a mound of goodness, and there is a mound of 
badness. The mound of badness is called dishonesty, and that is where the Liberal Party has planted its flag and it 
will stay. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: We will test that. 

The member for Churchlands said that the Labor Party has been dishonest because we have said that we will tighten 
up the dangerous sex offender laws and that has made no difference at all. I do not mind that the member for 
Dawesville has not kept up to date with Supreme Court judgements, because that is not his portfolio. However, the 
member for Hillarys could have helped him. One of the things that we said we would do is reverse the onus of proof. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am not taking interjections from the vegie patch this afternoon. Would you protect me from 
the cabbages, Mr Speaker? 

The SPEAKER: Members! They did not interject when you spoke. I want to hear this. I am enjoying it, I think. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: We said that we would make it harder and tougher for dangerous sex offenders to be released. 
I said, as part of our election promises, that we would reverse the onus of proof, and that will make it much harder 
for dangerous sex offenders to be released, because they will need to convince the court. The member for 
Churchlands voted for that. The member for Churchlands should not be disappointed. The judges have not let him 
down. He voted to change this. I know that his vote was not a loud vote—it was just a little quack behind me as 
I went forward. I will read from the judgement of Justice Hall. He is a highly esteemed judge, as all members 
know. He will be the trial judge alone on the Macro Taskforce case. He is one of the leading criminal judges in 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Which case was it? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Corbett. 

Justice Hall said, as part of his conclusion — 

As to whether the respondent will substantially comply with the standard conditions of the order, the onus 
is on him to establish this on the balance of probabilities. 

That is what I brought into this Parliament. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is what we said we would do. His Honour also said, further down on page 16 — 

On the presently available information I am not satisfied that the respondent would substantially comply 
with the standard conditions if released. 

His Honour correctly directed himself to where the onus now lies, since the McGowan Labor government 
toughened up this system. The court has listened to what we had to say, and interpreted that — 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys! 



7804 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 October 2019] 

 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I know the member is getting desperate with his squealing. He has a lot to squeal about. 
There is nothing more that he has to squeal about than the misery and tragedy that he visited upon Mrs Aylward 
and Mr Tucker, both Australian citizens who were murdered after the then Department of Immigration decided to 
deport—I will get his name correct—Mr Mustafa Kunduraci, because he was defrauding the immigration system. 
At the hearing before the Migration Review Tribunal, which on this particular occasion comprised one member 
only, the member for Hillarys, the Department of Immigration turned up and pleaded with him that this bloke was 
dangerous and had defrauded — 

Point of Order 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Speaker, the motion moved today by the opposition is about dangerous sex offenders who 
have been released onto the streets under this government’s policies. That has nothing to do with the jurisdiction in 
Victoria, or whatever the Attorney General is pursuing. I draw you to relevancy and ask the Attorney General to 
maintain a response that is relevant to the motion. 
The SPEAKER: That is a point of order. You will get back to the motion that we have agreed to debate, 
Attorney General. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am going to the credibility of the member for Hillarys. 
The SPEAKER: No, you are not, member. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: They have all gone to my credibility, Mr Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: I know, but — 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Hillarys cannot release a murderer and stand here before the Parliament 
with any credibility. It is impossible. 
The SPEAKER: Something that is impossible is for you to canvass my ruling. I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: This is a motion about dangerous sex offenders. It does not say anything about dangerous 
sex offenders in any jurisdiction. This is a motion about dangerous sex offenders. The member for Hillarys himself 
has released one, and the person went on to commit murder. 

Point of Order 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Speaker, the Attorney General was clearly misleading the house. I ask him to withdraw. 
I again refer to your previous ruling about maintaining a contribution that is relevant to this motion, which 
clearly refers to the McGowan Labor government releasing sex offenders onto the streets. Implicit in that is in the 
jurisdiction of Western Australia. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Further to that point of order, the member for Dawesville has suggested that the 
Attorney General has misled the house. He has not provided any substance to that claim. It is merely a claim that 
the Attorney General has misled the house. I do not think his point of order stands. 
The SPEAKER: No. His point of order was not about misleading the house. It was about relevance. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will move on from the point. It is taking too long. 
The SPEAKER: You should have done that in the first place. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Thanks for your helpful advice, Mr Speaker, and I will obey it. 
The Leader of the Opposition of course did not lead off the debate. That is because she has been hopelessly 
compromised by the press interview that she gave, when she said that all these people deserve to be locked up and 
kept in jail; we do not want them out on the streets. The government in which she was a senior minister came up 
with the supported accommodation program. The Leader of the Opposition was a party to setting up the system 
that she is now publicly decrying. Talk about a confused woman! She was party to setting up the system, and she 
now says that is not a good system. This is what Western Australians would be inflicted with if this person ever 
became the Premier of Western Australia. 
The member for Churchlands said that I am using slippery language. I am saying to the public that I will not use 
slippery language. I will call it for what it is. Dangerous sex offenders should be held in jail and should not be let 
out. But, but, but, we have a written Constitution in Australia that is overseen by the High Court of Australia. The 
High Court will not permit indefinite incarceration beyond sentence. The High Court will not permit it—full stop. 
The Leader of the Opposition knows that. However, she has come in here, as part of the Liberal Party’s campaign to 
mislead and deceive. That is not what she was saying on 28 June 2016, when she said, almost statesperson-like — 

I have a responsibility as a minister in executive government to abide by the Constitution. 
… 
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the fact remains that we have to abide by the Constitution, and, constitutionally, we cannot detain people 
indefinitely … 

I agree with her. I agree with the statement that she made in 2016, but I do not believe in this slippery politician 
nonsense she comes up with today that she will keep them in there forever. But then, in case there was any doubt, 
she said — 

Let us be clear: — 

I do not think she was talking about the members for Hillarys or Churchlands because they were not here — 

on this side of the house, — 

That is the Liberal side of the house in the old days — 

we support the independence of the judiciary and the Director of Public Prosecutions, and their separation 
from government. 

That is what the Leader of the Opposition said. She supports the Director of Public Prosecutions in her independence 
and will no doubt support her today in the director’s criticisms of the member for Scarborough, the Leader of the 
Opposition, when she points out these three grave inaccuracies given in her press interview, which were given for 
the deliberate purpose of misleading the public of Western Australia. 

On 20 October 2015, the member for Scarborough said — 

Members in this house need to understand that the commonwealth Constitution does not allow us to lock 
up sex offenders forever and throw away the key. 

She goes on. This is for the member for Churchlands — 

We do not like having to manage dangerous sex offenders in the community, but that is what we are required 
to do if we are going to make sure that we abide by the expectations of the community with respect to the 
rights of individuals under our Constitution. 

She was referring to the prisoners’ rights under the Constitution. This whole debate was firstly brought up by 
a wildly misleading press interview, which, as I have said before, precipitated this very damning briefing note 
from the Director of Public Prosecutions for Western Australia exposing the misleading nature of the utterances 
of she-who-would-be-Premier of Western Australia—God help us all if it ever happens. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In opposition, we proposed some very serious amendments to the Dangerous Sexual 
Offenders Act. We tried that in opposition. We moved an amendment that would reverse the onus of proof. Here 
is what the Leader of the Opposition had to say during that debate. The previous government voted down that 
amendment when we tried to reverse the onus of proof. The Leader of the Opposition was part of the government 
that voted it down and she was the lead speaker. She said that the Labor opposition’s proposed amendment would 
not add anything to the operation of the act, it would create confusion and take the focus off community safety. 
This is the very piece of legislation that we passed and to which Justice Hall referred when giving his judgement 
in State v Corbett when he said — 

As to whether the respondent will substantially comply with the standard conditions of the order, the onus 
is on him to establish on the balance of probabilities. 

Justice Hall said he had failed to do so. 

As for this nonsense, saying that we are coming in here big on talk and we cannot walk, we have stormed home. 
We have changed the legislation. Members of the opposition sat in government for eight years and refused to do 
anything about the legislation. This is legislation that was introduced by Labor in 2006, and all the dangerous sex 
offenders would be walking around our streets totally unsupervised, were it not for the fact that Labor brought in 
this legislation in the first place. 

We also said that when a person breaches an order or a direction given by a community service officer, they will 
be arrested, not summonsed. No more of this summonsing and getting something in the mail. That is what we said 
at the time, and we delivered, Leader of the Opposition. What was the Liberal government’s then attitude to 
toughening it up? What was its attitude to saying that when a person breaches they will be arrested? It was as weak 
as water; it was as weak as a lettuce leaf soaking in water for a day. Listen to this: the Attorney General at the 
time, Hon Michael Mischin, described it as a blunt instrument that would not advance the objects of the act. The 
Liberal Party’s position is to not arrest dangerous sex offenders when they breach their conditions. It is too harsh 
on them, it is too blunt and it does not advance the objects of the act, which is to keep the community safe. The 
Liberal Party is saying, “Don’t go around and arrest these dangerous sex offenders when they breach their order; 
that is too harsh on them. You’re losing sight.” What are we losing sight of? I am suggesting that the Liberal Party 
has lost sight of community safety. Members of the Liberal Party were even disparaging of the victims who gathered 
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in Forrest Place to protest against the way that they were mismanaging dangerous sex offenders. People were going 
out. We know there was a man out there—I will come to his name soon—with the condition that he does not take 
drugs. He was full of drugs, but that did not matter. He just got a notice in the mail that said, “Please come to court 
Thursday week and answer this.” Not under Labor! He would be arrested, put in handcuffs and put in a cell until 
dealt with. What did the Liberal Party say about the protest? Cop this: I know that the Leader of the Opposition 
does not want to hear this and the member for Churchlands will avert his eyes and ears and the member for 
Hillarys will sit there with his head hanging in shame, but when the victims all got together to protest about the 
mismanagement of dangerous sex offenders by the then Barnett government, the then Attorney General called 
them a rent-a-crowd from the Soviet Union. What a disgraceful thing he said. It was just disgraceful that he called 
victims of sexual assault, even the lovely Margaret Dodd who was in that crowd and whose daughter Hayley was 
murdered, a “rent-a-crowd”. How disgraceful. You Liberals are disparaging of humanity and human suffering. 
How disparaging you are of those victims who had the courage to step forward and say “Enough; I want a change 
in the law.” Members opposite just call them a rent-a-crowd from the Soviet Union and write them off. They do 
not put their arm around them and say, “Come here; let’s talk. Let’s see what we can do to fix your problem.” 
They just disparage them and attack the messenger, and call the very serious amendments that we have brought to 
this Parliament “too harsh”: “Labor, you’re being too harsh on these people. You’re invoking a blunt instrument.” 
For some of these people I would like my instrument to be razor sharp, but it is not within the legislation! 

This reminds me; I thank my staff for this. I refer to the dangerous sex offender Christopher Bentley who appeared 
in the Northbridge Magistrates Court on Saturday, 1 June, for contravening his DSO supervision order when he 
returned a positive urine analysis for amphetamine and methamphetamine. Bentley was remanded in custody to 
the Perth Magistrates Court on 18 June 2019. He has since been convicted. There was no summons. There was no 
“wait until you see it in the post”. He was arrested and remanded in custody until his case was dealt with. This is 
what the former Attorney General called a blunt instrument. It is absolutely unbelievable that he would call the arrest 
of Bentley, who tested positive to methamphetamine and amphetamine, “too harsh”. We know what the former 
Liberal government and its weak Attorney General would have done. They would have sent him a summons in the 
mail, member for Churchlands—keep your head down!—to show up in 21 or 28 days’ time. He would not have 
been dealt with harshly like Mr Bentley was; he would have been protected by the slack laws of the Liberal Party, 
led by the then useless Attorney General Mischin. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER: Member, you will call him by his correct title. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: “Hon Michael (Slack) Mischin”. 

The SPEAKER: Attorney General! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Hon Michael Mischin did not do anything! Shake your head, you hypocrite! He did not 
do anything at all. The Leader of the Opposition is chiding the government, but when she was in government, 
she said — 

… I have a responsibility as a minister in executive government to abide by the Constitution. 

… but the fact remains that we have to abide by the Constitution and, constitutionally, we cannot detain 
people indefinitely … 

That is right at odds with what she said. 

Let us be clear: this side of the house supports the independence of the judiciary and the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, and their separation from government. That is not the argument that the Leader of the Opposition 
rose to make this afternoon—far from it. She completely contradicted and put the lie to what she had said in 2014. 
Enough is enough. The letter is tabled, the debate has been had, and we know where the Liberal Party is going to 
stand. It is going to stand by the mound of dishonesty. It is going to plant the Liberal flag in there. Do not think it 
does not worry us. To dissemble fake news takes effort. Fake news has brought America to an awful bind. Fake 
news has brought the United Kingdom to its knees. Remember when they were going to get £450 million a week 
for the National Health Service, according to Mr Johnson during the campaign? Fake news has really confused 
America to such a point that it does not know what it is doing—into Syria, out of Syria; it is hopeless. Now, picking 
up from the Boris Johnson–Donald Trump playbook, the Leader of the Opposition went out last Sunday to deliver 
her fake news. We know from the letters and the figures that everything she said about the number of dangerous sex 
offenders who have been detained in custody is false. It was not double the number, heavens above. In March 2017, 
there were 22 DSOs. On 7 October, there were 27, but of those 27, four were already back in custody so there was 
none of this increase that the Leader of the Opposition has moaned about this afternoon. As the public should 
know, it is fake news. 
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Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (13) 

Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Dr M.D. Nahan Ms L. Mettam (Teller) 
Dr D.J. Honey Mr R.S. Love Mr D.C. Nalder  
Mr P.A. Katsambanis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman  
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Mr J.E. McGrath Mr P.J. Rundle  

 

Noes (34) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr S.J. Price Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr M. McGowan Mr D.T. Punch Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Ms S.F. McGurk Mr J.R. Quigley Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr K.J.J. Michel Mrs M.H. Roberts Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr S.A. Millman Ms C.M. Rowe Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Mr T.J. Healy Mr M.P. Murray Ms A. Sanderson  
Mr M. Hughes Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski  

            
Pairs 

Mr I.C. Blayney Mr F.M. Logan 
Mr A. Krsticevic Ms J. Farrer 
Mrs A.K. Hayden Ms M.M. Quirk 
Ms M.J. Davies Ms E.L. Hamilton 
 

Question thus negatived.   

STATE ECONOMY — GOVERNMENT POLICIES 

Motion 

MR D.C. NALDER (Bateman) [4.00 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the McGowan Labor government for its failed fiscal policy settings, which are 
causing ongoing damage to the Western Australian economy, including strongly negative state final 
demand last financial year. 

It was fascinating to hear the Treasurer during question time. I was riveted to my seat as I listened to him regale 
us about the past. He was at pains to bring up a heap of data about the past. I will go over that a little bit. The key 
point of this motion and the feedback that we are getting is that the community is fed up with the past. They voted 
to change the government at the last election and they want to be better off as a result of that change, but that is 
not happening. Western Australian households are not seeing that. I will step through that today. Households are 
extremely concerned. The housing industry is extremely concerned because it is not seeing a better environment 
under this government. Having looked at what is occurring in the retail sector, we say that this government does 
not understand its policy settings and the consequences of those policy settings. I will step through them. 

The Treasurer can talk all he likes about the past, but the reality is that the community of Western Australia wants 
to talk about what is happening today and what the government will do about it so that it can have confidence in 
the future. That is not occurring, because the Treasurer is focused on what happened several years ago. The 
electorate made up its mind at the last election to install this government and it wants to know that it can 
acknowledge the issues confronting Western Australians and that it has a plan to take the state forward. That is not 
what people are hearing from the government. It is so focused on the past that it is not dealing with the present and it 
is not assuring people how it will move forward and provide security in jobs, housing and other areas of our economy. 

I will dwell on the past for a couple of minutes to clarify a couple of things for the Treasurer. I want to focus on 
the present and the future, but I will refer to the past because of the points made by the Treasurer. It is very 
important to understand what occurred in the economy at that point. If I were critical of the former government—
I have been in this house in the past—I would say that we did not respond quickly and decisively enough and that 
is why we were punished at the last election. However, we were faced with completely different circumstances 
from those faced by this government. Everybody in Western Australia knows that the goods and services tax 
system was broken. We also faced the rapid change from construction to production in the mining sector, 
particularly on the major projects of Chevron and so forth that were coming into production, and that changed the 
dynamics of the Western Australian workforce. Coupled with that was the sudden and dramatic decline in the iron 
ore price. Let us recap. In 2015–16, the iron ore price fell below $US40 and, at the same time, our share of the GST 
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was 30¢ in the dollar. If members apply those two measures to the state government’s finances today, is it better 
off? “Oh no, it is no better off!” That is what the former government was confronted with. I acknowledge that the 
former government did not act decisively and quickly enough in the circumstances that it faced and, as a result, 
we lost the election. This government likes to trumpet its fiscal record. Let me reiterate that this government is on 
track to receive around $5 billion more in iron ore and GST receipts this financial year than we did in 2015–16, 
and that is before the asset sales it promised it would not undertake are taken into account. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: That is just one year. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: That is one year—$5 billion more. We can see from the budget that iron ore and GST receipts 
are forecast to be $4.35 billion more. What we have seen in the first three months of this financial year is that the 
iron ore price is above $US73.50 and today we are tracking at around a $500 million windfall gain above the 
budgeted forecast—and that is just in iron ore receipts. The government is on track at this point to receive $5 billion 
more than it received in the 12-month period of 2015–16. That is what is driving the financial outcome of this 
state. It is fascinating that the Treasurer trumpeted the government’s great expense management of the state—
“It’s not just about revenue; it is expense management.” The journalists said, “You’ve got to give him credit, don’t 
you?” I said, “Hang on, hang on!” Budgeted expense growth was 0.9 per cent; the actual delivery was 2.1 per cent. 
A few months earlier, the Treasurer said that it would be higher than that. It ended up coming in lower, but the 
Treasurer still blew the budget. The budgeted figure was 0.9 per cent. It will be fascinating next year to see 
a budgeted 0.1 per cent expense growth in the forward estimates. I look forward to seeing how the Treasurer will 
manage that. The government trumpets how well it is doing financially. The reality is that the Premier and 
Treasurer have been extremely fortunate and it would be fantastic if they acknowledged that. They have been 
fortunate from a financial perspective, but a lot of Western Australians are suffering, which is why we are talking 
today about the balance between the fiscal and economic performance of the state. We have raised this issue today 
because we want the government to focus on what is going on in the economy and what it needs to do to support 
the domestic economy. It is fair to say that historically, when funds have flowed from the mining sector—we had 
such a great year in the agriculture sector, particularly in the wheatbelt, with a record year of revenue flow of 
something like $7 billion—generally the whole economy has done well. There must be other elements at play in 
the broader structural economic position of Western Australia that this government has not come to terms with 
and does not know how to deal with. If it has, it has failed to communicate that to the people of Western Australia 
and it has failed to give them a sense of surety. Let us look at this.  

At a macro level, Australia is confronted with serious economic challenges. I refer to one of those challenges as 
household debt. It is a 40-year build-up that started with the deregulation of the financial system back in the early 
1980s. We made finance more accessible to everybody. I believe that is a great thing; I am not against the policy 
of what occurred, but we need to understand what is actually happening in our economy so that we can prepare 
how to move forward. We made finance more accessible, and that increased demand. Property prices or asset 
values started to increase and we got into this cycle that property would go up forever, and we made housing, 
households, commercial and industrial properties a benchmark for wealth creation in Australia. Then, from the 
early 1990s, we saw the reduction of interest rates over a period. We have now had nearly three decades of reducing 
interest rates. Reducing interest rates increased the capacity for people to borrow more, so as property prices were 
going up, people were borrowing more, and that kept the demand up and continued to push asset prices up. 
However, now we have an environment of low inflation and low wage growth. When the property market started 
to flatten out, wage growth was not there and inflation was low, and all of a sudden, we were not seeing that growth 
in property values. But people cannot afford to borrow more. They have peaked out on personal debt. There have 
been a lot of reports over recent years about this. We have a low wage growth environment in which people have 
a certain amount of discretionary income that they can use and spend, and that is no longer there. The markets are 
now starting to come back off and we have some interesting scenarios occurring. This is a challenge that is being 
faced by every state government and the federal government in Australia; it is not unique to Western Australia. 
What is unique to Western Australia is how protracted our downturn has been and the impact of that protraction 
on Western Australian households. 

This government came into a fiscal environment after the previous state government had had the collapse in iron 
ore prices and the GST sitting at 30¢ in the dollar, and was going through a domestic economic change from 
construction to production. This government came in with a tight set of financials—no question! No-one disputes 
that there were large deficits in the profit and loss statement. However, this government did not take into account 
the broader economic issues that the community was confronting. It won with such a large margin that it came in 
and increased household charges dramatically in the first two years. That chewed up people’s discretionary income 
so that they no longer had the money to spend elsewhere. This is coupled with decreasing asset values and people’s 
own sense of personal wealth, which, for the majority of Western Australians, was tied up in their home. We have 
seen this government use its margin and say, “Let’s go hard early”, because they were thinking politically: “If we 
go hard early, we can take the pressure off in the last two years and hope that households forget.” That is what its 
strategy was—no question! It increased household charges by 19 per cent in the first two years; then, in the third 
year, it will say, “Look, this is the lowest increase in 10 years.” However, it does not take into account that it went 
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well above what was in the forward estimates and already put the pain on households in the first place. This 
government likes to go back eight years and say, “Look, you increased it eight years ago.” What it seems to forget 
is that it is compounding on top of previous increases. Even if there is a marginal increase this year, it is 
compounding on top of the increases in the two years before. If people are already in financial strife, they will 
continue to struggle and not be able to meet everyday living requirements. 

This is the economic scenario that this state government confronts us with, yet the Treasurer wants to be out 
there receiving plaudits and pats on the back: “Look at what we’ve done! We’re fantastic.” But I guarantee 
members that the mums and dads and households in Western Australia, particularly in the outer suburbs where 
we are seeing record levels of defaults and mortgage stress and negative equity in homes, cannot say that they 
are financially better off under this state government than they were under the previous government. They 
cannot! They will actually say that they are worse off today than they were before. That is the challenge that 
this state government faces. 

Let us look at what the government is doing. Firstly, it hit households straightaway with increased charges. 
Secondly—this was motivated purely by politics—it changed the regional migration status of Perth, and claimed 
that this was about local jobs for local kids: “We’re sick of overseas people taking our local kids’ jobs!” The 
Treasurer should have a look at the Australian Bureau of Statistics data, because he will find that the net overseas 
migration in the year before the policy change was pretty much identical to the net overseas migration rate in the 
year after. It had already come off back in 2013–14 when the economy turned in Western Australia. 

The government went through this policy and said, “This is really good”, but it failed to understand the 
consequences of that policy. I encourage any member who wants to have a look at this to talk to the universities 
in Western Australia, because that policy has had a direct impact on the fourth largest industry in Australia—
that is, international education. International education delivered over $37 billion to the Australian economy in the 
12 months to July this year. In the last two years, our share of the international education market has dropped from 
7.5 per cent to 5.5 per cent. In the overall contribution to the national economy, that two per cent reduction in 
market share has taken $750 million out of our economy. That is $750 million per annum out of our economy for 
a drop of just two per cent. We know that our population share of Australia is 10.3 per cent. If we had 10.3 per cent 
of the international students in Australia, we are talking about an additional $1.7 billion or $1.8 billion a year into 
our economy. The government’s policy consideration has cost us jobs in Western Australia, specifically in the 
international education market. 

There has been no change in the number of people migrating here from overseas because of this policy. The same 
number of people migrated here in the year before the policy as in the year after. However, a two per cent reduction 
in the number of international students is the equivalent of 12 000 international students who have been lost to 
Western Australia. I encourage the government to look at its own material about international education, because 
the government has stated that every three international students create a job in Western Australia. It is the 
government’s own information that says that we have lost 4 000 jobs because of this policy decision, yet the policy 
did not stop any of the net overseas migration into Western Australia—zero! The government has created a policy 
under a political bias to try to create a perception that it was about local jobs and local kids, but it has cost our kids 
their jobs. These people were coming in, renting properties, buying properties and spending in Western Australia. 
If we look at the government’s own material and the plan for WA, we see some research from the University of 
Western Australia that states that for every international student, there are five or six international visitors, and 
those international visitors spend on average five to six times the average spend of an international visitor. That 
has been lost to our domestic economy.  

If the government wants to understand where the $750 million comes from, it should have a close look at that. It 
is in its own documentation. Members opposite claim that they are economic masters. This policy decision has 
had a massive adverse impact on our retail, hospitality and housing industries. The government takes no 
responsibility for it and has done nothing about it, other than the Premier inadvertently acknowledging the mistake 
by admitting that he wrote to the Prime Minister asking for the regional migration status of Perth to be reversed, 
but just for international students. He failed to look at what was happening with net overseas migration. He should 
be reversing the whole policy altogether. I do not know an economy in the world that succeeds by closing its doors 
to the world. We had a perfectly good system. The government changed it and there have been adverse 
consequences for this state. They have been extremely large and the government is trying to hide from them. That 
is what this government has done. It has failed to acknowledge the issue and has failed to do something about it.  

Let us consider another area. Through debate in this house, we warned the Treasurer what the implications were. 
He ignored us and told us that we were favouring overseas buyers of property in Western Australia against 
Western Australians. When the foreign investor surcharge was introduced, we said in this chamber that we were 
not against the principle of what the government was trying to achieve, but were against the timing. We said, 
“Not now—the housing industry is on its knees.” We said that the government should not bring this in now because 
it would soften demand further and it would adversely impact the housing industry. The Treasurer stood up in that 
seat over there and accused us of putting the interests of foreign investors in front of those of Western Australians. 
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We said that we were not against it in principle, but that it should not be done now. The government should talk 
to the developers in Western Australia, the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia and the Property Council of 
Australia, because I have been talking to them over the past couple of months and they are still calling for this to 
be abolished. 

I am on record as saying that I am not against this. This can be a helpful lever if we have a situation like Sydney 
or Melbourne had, to dial something up and down. I believe there should be a moratorium in this space to help 
stimulate demand in Western Australia and underpin this. It does not matter how hard the Reserve Bank works at 
reducing interest rates, if we have falling asset values and people have too much negative equity, they do not care 
whether the interest rates drop. They are not going to spend the money, because they already owe more on their 
mortgage than the value of their property. The government is helping to create that situation with the policies it 
puts in place without understanding the economic ramifications for Western Australia. Government members 
might want to go back eight years and accuse the previous administration. I have acknowledged in this place that 
we did not act quickly enough or decisively enough on the domestic economy, and we were punished at an election. 
Now we have had over two and a half years of further punishment with a protracted downturn in our domestic 
economy; there has been no settling. We saw in the past couple of weeks that Digital Finance Analytics believes 
that the property market, if left unchecked, will be negative for the next two to five years. I hope not. I like to think 
that we can bottom out; however, it really is dependent on what the government decides to do. It wants to trumpet 
that it is all about the financials, yet it has not done enough for our domestic economy. It has not done enough for 
our economy in Western Australia. It is relying on the exports of gas and iron ore and the success of our agricultural 
sector to put the revenue into the coffers of Western Australia, but it has not done anything about reforming and 
using the windfall gains it has received to do something for the economy in Western Australia to ensure that people 
can have some confidence in the way forward.  

That is what we are talking about. The Treasurer can regale us all he likes about the past, but I guarantee him that 
every mum and dad, and kids who are looking for jobs, want to know that the Treasurer understands the current 
situation in Western Australia and has a plan for the way forward. That is what we are calling for. They do not 
care about the Treasurer looking back six or seven years. They want to know. Although I talked about housing 
prices, let us look at this. According to the 2019 CoreLogic information, as at the end of September, housing prices 
in Perth were down by 8.9 per cent in the past 12 months. It was only in October–November last year that the 
Premier spruiked that it was the best time for people to buy. I said at the time that the Premier needed to be very 
careful about providing financial advice. I said that in this place and I was criticised for talking down the economy. 
I said that he needed to be very careful about providing financial advice. What did we see on the weekend? No, 
the Premier did not want to do it; he sent the member for Perth out to deliver the same lines. I was chatting to the 
ABC staff off camera that day and they said, “Well, he’s got to be right sometime, doesn’t he?” I said, “Yes, that 
makes sense. If you keep saying it long enough, eventually you’ll be right.” What about the people who took the 
advice of the Premier 12 months ago and made an important financial decision to invest in property because the 
Premier said that then was the right time, that we had bottomed out and that we were on the way: “Get in now 
because you’re going to do well”? Imagine how people would feel if they took out a mortgage through Keystart—
if they had been struggling financially and did not have the ability to save up a deposit, so they go their mortgage 
through Keystart. The Premier said that things were great. They believed the Premier so they invested in property. 
They signed up and put down a two per cent deposit and now their property value has gone down by nine per cent. 
They are negative seven per cent. They owe seven per cent more on their mortgage than the value of their property 
in the first 12 months. These are first home buyers.  

What is worse is the answer to the question I asked yesterday. The Treasurer gave an excuse about the $1.3 billion 
that was sold off and its using the average of the variable rates of the four major banks. I know all of that stuff. 
My question to the Minister for Housing was why then, given that interest rates were falling, did the average mortgage 
rate for Keystart holders go up? The other question I asked was: given the current state of the economy in 
Western Australia, given that we have so many households struggling, why on earth did the government continue 
with the policy of passing through the average of the big four banks on the rate cuts? We heard the Minister for 
Housing acknowledge in question time today that they passed on the last three official interest rate cuts, which was 
a 0.75 per cent reduction in interest rates in the last three official cuts from the Reserve Bank. The state government 
has passed through 0.55 per cent to Keystart mortgage holders—$4 billion to $5 billion in mortgages; 19 000 accounts 
in Keystart—yet in 2018–19 there was one official rate cut. I have not seen the banks putting up their official rates, 
but the average interest charged to Keystart increased. I do not understand why. I asked the Minister for Housing 
this question genuinely and he did not answer it: why did the interest rates for Keystart go up by 0.2 per cent in 
the 2018–19 financial year? It is a fair question. I did not get an answer. 

It is interesting when we look at the policy. I say this now: Keystart is a good policy. It can help a lot of people 
and it works particularly well when there are appreciating asset values because they can build up equity in their 
properties and then refinance. I understand why the state government wants to hold the interest rate higher than 
that offered by other financial institutions. I understand that, because it wants people to refinance. However, we 
have a scenario that we have not been confronted with before and the government has been sitting on its hands on 
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this issue. Property prices continue to fall and these guys are now in negative equity and they are stuck paying the 
higher interest rate, and they cannot refinance even if they want to. The Minister for Housing advised us in the 
other chamber that the average mortgage is $358 000. These people are currently paying around 4.74 per cent, 
I think it is, on their Keystart mortgages. People can access rates of less than three per cent from some financial 
institutions—the low threes—if they look more broadly across institutions. If we multiply an average mortgage of 
$358 000 by 1.5 per cent or more, we can see that these people are paying $5 000 a year more in interest costs to 
the state government than what they would pay to other financial institutions. That is the issue the government 
has, and it is the issue it is not addressing. The Treasurer can talk all he likes about 20 per cent of the book being 
syndicated off, but it is not a major portion of the book; it is 20 per cent of the book. That is not going to justify 
a 0.2 per cent increase across a $5 billion book. The Treasurer’s challenge is to explain to those 19 000 people 
why on earth they are paying $5 000 more. 

I turn now to the Treasurer’s other challenge. I am out of the banking system now, and I know the government likes 
to poke fun at me for having worked in the banking system for a long time, but I did; I was with the ANZ bank for 
18 years. I worked with a lot of Western Australians at the ANZ bank here in Perth and across Western Australia, 
and I am proud of the work they did for their customers and what they did to support people with their financial 
challenges. Looking back 10 years, when someone was trying to get a mortgage, there was a standard variable 
rate, and all banks were discounting to the standard variable rate. Ten years ago, the discounts they could get were 
around 70 basis points. We are now seeing people getting discounts of up to 160 basis points, under the standard 
variable rate. We ask, “How can the banks do that?” The standard variable rate has actually stayed relatively high; 
the banks have not been passing through the full rate cuts, so they hold the standard variable rate higher and can 
then afford to give bigger discounts. Did the government and the opposition, in a bipartisan approach to Keystart, 
see that occurring in the Keystart mortgage book, where the interest rate that is charged is the average of the 
major four banks? If the major four banks are going to hold up the standard variable rate and provide a bigger 
discount, the gap that Keystart mortgage holders will pay, relative to what they could get if they could finance 
elsewhere, is increasing. 

We are calling on the government to address that. We are calling on the government to review that policy because 
the people who can least afford it are paying a bigger and bigger gap over time for the privilege of having 
a mortgage through the state government of Western Australia. Despite the answers I got yesterday, I believe that 
now I have informed the government more fully about what is going on, the government will want to look at that, 
investigate it and do something for these people. If the state government is going to pass on only 0.55 per cent out 
of a 0.75 per cent rate cut and sit there saying, “Yes, we agree with the federal government that the banks should 
pass them through”, while just sitting on its hands, not doing anything about the Keystart mortgage book, it is 
hypocritical. We expect more from the government. 

There are 19 000 households in Western Australia paying, on average, $5 000 a year more in interest costs to the 
state government, and I am sure they would like to see some of that money back in their own pockets so that they 
can either pay down their debt more quickly because they will have increasing negative equity, or spend some of 
it on some basic household items for their day-to-day living requirements. I am sure that is what they would like 
to see. 

I reiterate that the government can talk all it likes about how well it has managed the financials, but we say there 
is a balance between managing the fiscal and economic responsibilities of the state government, and there has been 
a clear lack of understanding of the economics in the actions that this government is undertaking to underpin the 
future wealth prospects of Western Australia. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Can I interject on that? 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Certainly, member for Nedlands. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: If you actually multiply the $5 000 by the 19 000 customers, does that work out to about 
$100 million? 

Mr D.C. NALDER: That is right; roughly $100 million more, rounded up, is being paid to the government than 
what these mortgage holders would pay to other financial institutions, but they cannot get access to those other 
financial institutions because they do not have any equity, so they are trapped in the Keystart program, and this 
government has not considered that or done anything about it. 

Let us add to that. I have talked about this for some time now. We are seeing record levels of mortgage stress in 
Western Australia. There are roughly 140 000 households under mortgage stress in WA, according to Digital Finance 
Analytics. That is the highest rate in Australia. I have also talked about utility disconnections. The Treasurer talked 
about people rorting the hardship utility grant scheme, so he removed it for a time, but then last year we saw record 
levels of utility disconnections. That is funny, because we know it was around 20 000 for 2017–18. Last night, 
I saw the numbers for Synergy; they have not improved, so we are talking about the same number of utility 
disconnections occurring in the last 12 months as well. I do not have the Horizon Power data yet, but I look forward 
to getting it. I reiterate that there are people out there who are in pain, and we need to see greater activity. 
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The Treasurer wants to talk about the jobs the government is creating. We heard him during question time today 
saying, “Look at the number of jobs we have created!” What he failed to say is that 75 per cent of the jobs that have 
been created since the Labor Party came to government are part-time. We are talking about more than 200 000 people 
in Western Australia who are either unemployed or underemployed, yet the government is sitting on its hands. It 
sits there saying, “Look at these jobs we’ve created.” Yes, 75 per cent of them are part-time. Do people really feel 
they are better off as a result of that? The government has also failed to acknowledge that 59 per cent of all jobs 
that have been created in Western Australia over the past two years are in the public sector. The public sector in 
Western Australia makes up roughly 14 to 15 per cent of all jobs in the state, but 59 per cent of all jobs that have 
been created in the past two years are in the public sector. That is not a sign of a healthy economy. 

The Treasurer likes to use numbers and throw them out there, willy-nilly. During question time he said, “Well, look 
what happened under your government”, when I talked about the gross state product. He said, “Exports were going 
up and GSP went down.” It does when the iron ore price drops below $40 a tonne. It does not matter if production 
goes up; if the price plummets, there is going to be an impact on the GSP. We have a situation in which unemployment 
and underemployment is of concern. Just last month, 50 per cent of all full-time jobs that were lost in Australia, 
were lost here in Western Australia. I did not hear the Treasurer making a noise about that. If the Treasurer wants 
to trumpet how well the government is doing, he has to look at the complete picture. At the moment, the 
government is swimming in rivers of gold, iron ore and gas, and the royalties that it is receiving. As I said, it is 
$5 billion more. 

Let us have a look at what the government is doing. The government wants to talk about financial responsibility, 
when the reality is—I pointed this out during the budget estimates hearings—that the government has not been 
fully transparent in the budget because it did not put all its commitments in there. It has not been transparent around 
the funding arrangements for its Metronet projects, because it puts them into the budget as big bundles and it is 
very hard to determine what has been funded by the commonwealth government and what has been funded by the 
state government. There is no operating expenditure in there for Metronet and no mention in the budget of the 
expansion of the Joondalup and Osborne Park hospitals. There is a big issue confronting the Treasurer in the next 
12 months. Before the last election he appeared on television and said that if construction on the outer harbour had 
not started before the next election, he would resign. He might now say that that was tongue in cheek, but I think 
people took him seriously when he said that before the election. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Construction is one thing, member for Armadale, but a budget is another. Something might 
slip, but are they really serious about this? Where is the budget for the outer harbour? Where is it? There is one more 
budget before the election. It is one thing for the Treasurer to say that construction will start, and if it does not start, 
he will resign—we will hold him to that—but we expect him to have at least put in a budget for the outer harbour. 
There is nothing in the forward estimates for it at this point, and at this stage it looks as though the government 
will not even build it next term if it wins the election. It is confusing when the Treasurer says, “Look at how well we 
have done financially”, when the reality is that he has made all these promises to the people of Western Australia 
about infrastructure projects and has not accounted for them in the budget. The government’s fiscal position does 
not reflect what it promised the people of Western Australia. 

The sense of economic wellbeing that the government promised the people of Western Australia is not reflected 
in the community of Western Australia. Why are we challenging the Treasurer and telling him that the balance 
and focus is wrong in Western Australia? It is for these reasons. He went in and hit households too hard when they 
could least afford it, at a time when they were not getting salary increases, were already under stress and were 
fearful of losing their jobs. They changed government at the last election because we did not give them enough 
hope that we would fix up things, but they have felt no hope since the Labor Party came into government, only 
more pain. 

The Treasurer can regale all he likes about the years under former governments, but I assure him that the people 
of Western Australia want to understand where we are at today and to hear him acknowledge the challenges that 
they are facing. They want to hear his plan so that they can have confidence. They do not want to wait for next May. 
They do not want to hear him say, “Oh well, if we’re doing okay in the next budget, we’ll have a war chest because 
we sold Landgate for $1.4 billion, and although we told everybody it would be there for the National Redress 
Scheme”—there is only $150 million in the budget for the National Redress Scheme, by the way—“it could cost 
$640 million or $650 million; that still leaves us a spare $750 million for the war chest. We have collected an 
extra $500 million so far this year above budget for iron ore royalties. That is now a $1.25 billion war chest on 
only two line items.” I think the people of Western Australia now want to hear the Treasurer acknowledge that 
they are facing challenges and what he will do to fix that, but that is not happening. They are deeply concerned, as 
is the opposition. 

MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [4.43 pm]: I, too, rise to contribute to the 
motion that the opposition has brought to the house. I thank the member for Bateman for his very broad and 
detailed summary of what has been going on in Western Australia and why Western Australian householders are 
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feeling so depressed. I refer members to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia Consumer 
Confidence Survey for the September quarter 2019, the headline of which is “Global headwinds and domestic 
economic uncertainty weigh on consumer confidence”. There are some small green shoots, as people like to call 
them, but the data contained in that survey is really quite concerning. It states — 

• Four out of five consumers (82%) expect the WA economy to worsen or remain unchanged over the 
next quarter, including 26 per cent that expect it to worsen—up 10 per cent since last quarter. 

… 

• Three out of ten (31%) consumers expect the economy to worsen over the next 12 months, up 12 per cent 
since last quarter. 

Job prospects and personal finances 
The Personal Finances Index improved 1.9 index points to 105.5 over the quarter, indicating that WA 
consumers are more optimistic about their personal finances than they were last quarter. However, 
a higher proportion of consumers stated that their financial situation had worsened (31%) rather than 
improved (24%) over the past 12 months. 

Lower income households are feeling the pinch. We know that because we have gone out and listened to the 
community. I have been to quite a few electorates—Joondalup, Butler, Kingsley, Jandakot and also out in the 
regions. What people in those communities have been telling me is reflected in the data that the CCI has published 
in this snapshot of consumer confidence. It states — 

Lower income households (with annual household income below $50,000) continue to experience some 
financial stress, — 

This is what is frightening — 

with almost one in two (48%) of these consumers reporting that their financial position has worsened—
up 2 per cent since last quarter. 

… one out of four (25%) West Australians believe their job prospects have worsened over the last year 
compared to 16 per cent who reported improvements. 

That backs up exactly what members on this side of the house have been saying since the government came into 
office and broke its commitment to not increase fees and charges and introduce new taxes. It continues — 

Cost of living continues to be the biggest dampener on consumer confidence, with three out of  
five consumers (60%) considering living costs such as transport, groceries and utilities as having 
a negative influence on confidence—up 2 per cent since last quarter. 

What could we expect when the government has jacked up household fees and charges by $850 per household in 
just two years, at the same time that the value of people’s household assets are falling to catastrophic levels and 
when we know people are experiencing unprecedented levels of mortgage stress? 

I now turn to Western Australia’s financial health — 

About one out of five consumers (19%) were unable to pay their bills on time this quarter … 

Six out of 10 consumers are unlikely to make major household purchases in the next quarter. We are heading into 
Christmas and 16 per cent of Western Australian consumers are saying that they cannot afford to make any big 
purchases in the next quarter. It continues — 

On the whole, elevated concerns about the future performance of the domestic economy have become 
apparent this quarter, with almost one in two (45%) consumers rating domestic economic news as 
detracting from confidence—up 15 per cent since last quarter. 

There is more frightening data under the heading “Confidence and dollar spend”, which states — 

Almost two-thirds (63%) of consumers reported that they were unlikely to make a major household purchase 
of more than $2,000 in value over the next three months. This includes 81 per cent of lower-income 
households (with annual income under $50,000)—up 6 per cent since last quarter. 

Only 22 per cent of consumers expect to make a major household purchase over the next quarter. Things are looking 
pretty grim. We have highlighted these issues. We know that the government likes to look back on the last years 
of the Barnett Liberal government and blame that government for all economic woes, but this government needs 
to take responsibility for the decisions it has made since coming to power two and a half years ago. Those decisions 
have had an impact. 

When we look at the latest Annual Report on State Finances on how the McGowan Labor government has handled 
the state’s economy, we see that in 2017–18 the state’s domestic economy grew by 0.7 per cent. In 2018–19, the 
state’s domestic economy fell into recession, shrinking by 1.1 per cent. To put that in context, it is a loss of about 
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$20 billion to $30 billion in economic activity. Household consumption was forecast to grow by 2.25 per cent in 
the 2018–19 budget, but it grew by just 0.7 per cent. I know that the Treasurer likes to quote figures from a time 
when the mining construction boom was coming to an end when we were in government, but the decisions of 
this government are having an impact and causing household consumption to stagnate at 0.7 per cent. When the 
government increases household fees and charges by $850 over two years, struggling Western Australians 
households cannot spend money on the things that they want to spend money on. People bail me up in shopping 
centres these days and say to me, “You’re doing a really good job; keep the pressure on. I don’t know how I’m 
going to do Christmas this year.” A woman who came into my electorate office said that for the very first time she 
had had to go on an arrangement to pay. She is 55 years old and is successfully employed as she has a small 
business. She has four kids, two of whom are off her hands now. She said to me that for the first time in her life 
she had had to go on an arrangement to pay her power bill and she did not know whether she would be buying 
Christmas presents this year. Can members imagine feeling like that at 55 years old, just when she thought she 
was putting all the struggle behind her, with a couple of her kids off her hands and one at university and one at 
school? She would have expected that when she got to that point, Struggle Street would be over, but the reality is 
that it is not over. Her problem, like the problem for so many other people in the Western Australian community, 
is that she might not have negative equity in her home, but she cannot sell her home because she will not realise 
the value that she paid for it. It is a massive issue. The member for Bateman went into house prices in detail. House 
prices were forecast to increase by 1.4 per cent in the last budget, but they decreased by 2.5 per cent. We know 
that the cumulative effect of that is a fall in house prices by, as the member for Bateman said, about nine per cent. 
The other issue is with population growth. The decisions of this government early on in its term, which the member 
for Bateman went into, to take Western Australia out of the regional sponsored migration scheme and to introduce 
a seven per cent foreign investor tax have had a significant impact on our economy. International students result 
in three to five visits a year by family members. That is an integral part of our tourism visitation. Even though 
there have been some improvements in the tourism figures, if the figures for the visitation to Optus Stadium are 
pulled out, the data looks very sick indeed. The other issue with the seven per cent foreign investor tax is that we 
talk about it in the context of international students moving to the state and their parents wanting to buy a house 
for them so that two or three kids can use the same property. A seven per cent foreign investor tax on a $500 000 
purchase adds thousands of dollars to the cost of purchasing that house. Members will be aware of the mass 
migration to Western Australia over the past 10 or so years. A lot of that was due to the mining boom. People who 
are not Australian citizens but who hold residential visas can also get caught in this foreign investor tax problem. 
People on permanent residency visas have said to me that they cannot sell their house and downsize because if 
they purchase another property, they will be subject to the seven per cent foreign investor tax as they are not 
Australian citizens. That is why our housing market is stuck. There is no demand for houses because we have shut 
the door on international investors. We have shut the door on international students. We have shut the door on 
foreigners living in Western Australia being able to purchase property. If there is no demand for property, not 
surprisingly, the price will just keep falling, and that is what we are experiencing. That is why 150 000 homes in 
Western Australia are now in mortgage stress and 125 000 householders are in negative equity. One in six home 
owners in Western Australia cannot sell their house because there are no buyers out there, but if they did sell it, 
they would owe money to the bank, so what do they do in that situation? They have to do nothing, hang on by 
their fingernails and hope like hell that the bank does not sell the property from underneath them, because then 
they will end up homeless. We know that homelessness is a significant issue in Western Australia as a result of 
scenarios just like that. 
The housing construction industry is also in crisis. Building approvals for the month of August were the lowest on 
record. That is the lowest number since records were established. I think we started to measure building approvals 
in 1983 and we have just had the lowest number of building approvals since records were taken. Building approvals 
fell by 15 per cent in annual average terms and dropped by 7.5 per cent over the three months to August 2019. 
Retail trade is something that I am familiar with; my family business is in retail. Seasonally adjusted retail trade 
in Western Australia decreased by 0.1 per cent to $2.894 million between July and August. Western Australia was 
the only state to experience a decline in retail trade for the month of August. Other states are starting to experience 
some recovery, but it has just been bumping along the bottom in Western Australia. Retailers everywhere are 
feeling the pinch. Normally at this time of year, retail ramps up, and when retail ramps up, people start thinking 
about Christmas and buying presents. Young people and women who want to return to the workforce get jobs in 
retail outlets over the summer period. The big department stores employ people to put stock on the shelves to sell 
to consumers, but if consumers are not spending money, there is no need for those additional employees. This 
spiralling problem is really depressing. As I said, retail trade grew by 1.2 per cent over the past 12 months. In 
Victoria, retail trade grew by 4.5 per cent and in Queensland, it grew by 4.3 per cent. The national average growth 
was 2.9 per cent. 
The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia business confidence survey indicates that, looking 
ahead, one out of three businesses, or 34 per cent, expects to increase its workforce over the next three months, 
but almost half anticipate no change in employment. Forty-nine per cent of employers do not expect to employ 
anybody or make changes to their employment base, but three out of four small businesses expect their workforce 
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to contract or remain unchanged. Seventy-five per cent of small businesses are saying that they are going to 
have to lay off people. That is very concerning. One in three retail businesses plans to lay off staff over the next 
three months, which is the same as the figure from the last quarter. 
I reiterate my comments to members. Anybody who works in retail knows that businesses get their sales in October, 
November and December and they make their money and they bank it so that they can get through the leaner months 
in the rest of the year when there is not as much impetus for people to spend a dollar. We are looking at going into 
the busiest quarter when spending ramps up in the lead-up to Christmas. There are the Boxing Day sales and 
the Black Friday sales, which is another retail event that people are starting to get behind. We are coming into the 
largest turnover month. Sometimes December can have a turnover three times bigger than any other month of the year. 
We are heading into that period and one-third of our retailers are saying that they do not need staff because they are 
not expecting sales. They know the discretionary spend in our economy has completely dried up and consumers either 
do not have the money to spend or if they have it, they are not prepared to spend it, just in case. We call on the 
government to manage the economy. It should implement some stimulus to the domestic economy to get some more 
confidence back, and perhaps get something moving in the housing market so that some of these distressed people 
hanging on by their fingernails hoping that their homes are not going to be repossessed can with some confidence feel 
as though they can find a job that will give them a bit more money or do something to improve their circumstances. At 
the moment we are hearing nothing of that from the government. As the opposition gets out and about in the 
community, people are turning to us and saying, “Put pressure on; get the government to do something.” They are 
frustrated with their circumstances at the moment; they are worried about the future. They are worried that their kids 
cannot get a job. They thought their kids would be able to get a job in one of the big department stores over Christmas, 
but they are not employing. They hoped that their kids would be able to get a job at the end of their training program 
or their degree, but there are no jobs. Their kids are moving to Melbourne, Queensland or London. Our youth are 
moving anywhere but WA, because there is no confidence or optimism about future employment prospects, and that 
really concerns me. I have a 17-year-old and a 19-year-old. I want them to get a job here in Western Australia. I want 
them to buy a house in Western Australia. I want them to have a future here in WA, but at the moment, like many 
families out there, we feel that optimism has gone and that there is no response from the government. There is no 
defibrillator for the heart of the domestic economy. The government is not interested in looking at a defibrillator for 
the heart of the domestic economy, and we are going to keep bumping along the bottom until the government decides 
to do something. We implore the Treasurer to look at what he is going to do with the billions of dollars of extra revenue 
that he has had pouring into the state’s coffers as a result of the royalty bonanza by virtue of the disaster in Brazil. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The unexpected income to the government’s coffers could be used to provide a stimulus. 
The government could fund the homelessness package and create jobs in administering to homeless people in 
Western Australia who need so much support at the moment. Imagine how much employment could be provided 
if the government told the not-for-profit sector that it would fund the homelessness strategy that it put together and 
presented in the early days of the government. It could fund that so the not-for-profits could get on with creating 
employment and delivering services to homeless people in our state. That is a really great way to spend money. 
The government would not get any argument from us for diverting some of that bonus revenue it was not expecting 
into funding homelessness services in Western Australia and creating employment for young people or whoever 
might choose to work in that very difficult sector administering and looking after the people who are most destitute 
in our society. The government could fund that; it could do something. We will leave it up to the Treasurer to 
respond. In our time in opposition, we have seen a government absolutely obsessed with managing the budget and 
completely disinterested in managing the economy, and that is why we are in the crisis that we are in and why the 
opposition has taken the step of moving this motion in Parliament today. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [5.04 pm]: What concerns me most in representing the people of the 
electorate of Churchlands, and no doubt what concerns everybody on this side of the chamber when they listen to 
their constituents, is that we think the Treasurer has lost the fire in his belly. I remember watching the Treasurer 
when we were in government. He used to get up in this place and be full of enthusiasm. He would give retorts 
that were engaging and he would try to fire up his own side, the opposition of the day. He would even fire some 
of us up. He was quite witty. He demonstrated a degree of talent with his debating skills. Now, when we come to 
this place, we have to wonder whether he has a pulse. The member for Armadale would be worried, because he 
remembers what the Treasurer used to be like—how enthusiastic, keen and motivated he was. No doubt the 
Treasurer will get to his feet at some point today and will try to use those great University of Western Australia 
debating skills from his days on the debating team to try to say just how bad we are on this side at understanding 
the economy. He will have a go at all of that. He will try to throw in a few metaphors and try to fire up his 
backbenchers, who have abandoned him again today. None of them are here. I do not know why that backbench 
is so busy; it is never in here. That is not like the member for Armadale, who is always here. He is a great stalwart 
for tradition. He backs his team and makes sure that he is here during these important debates on the economy. 
I tell members: we want to see a better performance out of the Treasurer. 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The rabble right down in the back stocks there, the rabble up the back there, has been 
organised by the government Whip! 
The reason we think that the Treasurer is so glum is that when he took the reins of Treasury in April 2017, 
unemployment in Western Australia was 5.8 per cent. In August 2019, it was 5.8 per cent. It has not changed. 
I know the Treasurer will say, “Member for Churchlands, participation rates are different.” He will crow some sort 
of UWA debating spin on it to try to make it sound as though he has created jobs, but the bottom line is that we have 
83 805 people out of work in Western Australia. They are the latest Australian Bureau of Statistics figures I have 
been provided with—83 805 people. We have 212 300 people who are underemployed in Western Australia. These 
are generalist figures of course. We have 14.3 per cent youth unemployment; that is a big figure. That cuts to the 
chase of what the Leader of the Opposition was saying about her children when she finished her remarks. A youth 
unemployment rate of 14.3 per cent means that there are now young people in Perth finishing school and university 
wondering what prospects they have for a job in this state of Western Australia under the McGowan and Wyatt 
Labor government. They are genuinely concerned. I think it is a real worry. As the member for Bateman, the 
shadow Treasurer, pointed out, it is a real worry that our youth think it is more beneficial to get on an aeroplane 
and fly off to Melbourne. I think it is a real worry. I have heard a lot of people say that Western Australia and Perth 
are the envy of the world as places to live, but they cannot be the envy of the world if people cannot afford to live 
here. That is what this government has failed to address. It has failed to fundamentally understand that there has been 
a shift in economic conditions compared with what it prosecuted in opposition against the government of the day. 
Let us remember that when the last government was in, it resided over one of the biggest construction booms in 
the mining sector in Western Australia’s history. We know that. All the eggs of the Western Australia economy, 
with the small population we have, were giving up work in a lot of industries to work in the resources sector 
because it paid so well. That was the reality. The reality is that it created a structural shift that took jobs away from 
other industries. Two things happened to that sector: construction concluded on a lot of major projects and there 
was a massive commodity downturn. It meant that trying to redirect people back into other professions, other areas, 
other sectors of the economy, was not easy. It was not easy because housing prices then started to collapse. When 
housing prices started to collapse, there was a collapse in consumer confidence. When there is a collapse in 
consumer confidence, it feeds into the aggregate expenditure in the economy of Western Australia, and that, as the 
Leader of the Opposition said, is why people exited Perth and went to Melbourne. That is a worry. The people of 
Western Australia are not concerned with the spin and rhetoric of governments or the prosecutions of oppositions 
that might get on the ABC news or the commercial news each night. What really matters to them is what Bill Clinton 
famously said, “It’s the economy, stupid.” If the government does not focus on the economy, all its other efforts 
will come second. The Treasurer knows perfectly well; he would have had caucus debates and all sorts of conflicts 
in the Labor caucus private room where its members debate things. However, since Labor has been in power a lot 
of its focus has been on social issues. It has not been on the number one social issue confronting families in WA, 
particularly around Perth and our regional centres; that is: Will I have a job next month? Will my partner have 
a job next month? Do my kids have the prospect of a job when they finish school or university? That is number 
one and that was proven in the Darling Range by-election, as the member for Armadale well knows, in his area of 
Armadale that neighbours the section of the Darling Range electorate down Byford way where the member for 
Darling Range obviously campaigned very hard. The member for Armadale knows that youth unemployment 
down there is very high. He knows that cost-of-living pressures being placed on his constituency are very high and 
that the impact on what is called mortgage stress is also very high. We know that the suburbs with the highest 
levels of mortgage stress are the outlying suburbs of metropolitan Perth and the regions. The statistics are all there 
but we are not seeing from this government an effort to turn around the domestic economy of Western Australia, 
particularly the economy of the capital City of Perth. It is not doing enough there. In fact, if we did a straight 
survey and asked 10 people in the Hay Street mall to name one thing this government is doing to turn around the 
economy of Perth and Western Australia more broadly, I think they would be hard pressed to tell us. They might 
be able to say what the government is going to do because it is putting a lot on Metronet, which the Nationals have 
aptly phrased “Metrodebt” on its bumper stickers. However, none of it has started yet because the projects in 
progress started under the last government. The government has not got out there and adjusted its efforts to create 
anything to meet the changing economic circumstance that Western Australia faces. That is what the people need. 
They need leadership. 
As I have said before when I started, I am looking forward to the Treasurer’s response when he gets up here and 
gets stuck into me, the shadow Treasurer, the Leader of the Opposition and anyone else in his sights. He will do 
that; he is one of the best on that side at doing that, but it will not address the real issue. What is he doing to fiscally 
manage the economy of Western Australia? As he, himself has acknowledged, he does not have a huge number of 
levers. The big monetary policy lever is run by the Reserve Bank. It is doing its best. It is all pretty obvious to 
most economists in Australia and around the place that the only levers left are fiscal levers. Yet the Treasurer has 
moved his fiscal levers against households by increasing fees and charges at a time when he needs to be relieving 
pressure on their fees and charges. That would put more money in their pockets so they can spend more or, at the 
very least, pay off more of their mortgage to relieve themselves of the subsequent mortgage stress they are 
undergoing in a time, as the shadow Treasurer pointed out, when house values are falling and people are ending 
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up in negative equity as a result. Not only are people under mortgage stress because of their personal economic 
circumstances but also they are ending up in negative equity, which is a doubly compounding problem. Of course, 
if it goes too far, their house can be taken from them, and they could end up looking for another home. Only 
yesterday, we debated the impact that can have on the housing situation for the homeless and the many categories 
of homeless people. 

Just as there are the underemployed in Western Australia, there is no doubt that a statistic that is not fully known, 
particularly among seniors, is the number of people who cannot afford to live by themselves so they live with their 
children. Where is that statistic being captured? Admittedly, the census data that comes out every five years might 
be able to capture that. What is it right now? I do not think the Treasurer fully understands that. I do not think he 
fully grasps the economic situation confronting Western Australians and impacting on households. We can look 
at many things, such as the CommSec reports, which the Treasurer looks at all the time. From the July report, he 
knows full well that in just about all categories, Western Australia came second last to the Northern Territory. That 
is where our economy is currently positioned. The Northern Territory is not a big economy. The fact that our 
outlook for the future is behind South Australia and Tasmania is pretty poor. 

I came across a statistic from the Small Business Development Corporation indicating that from 2017 to 2018 there 
has been a drop in the number of businesses that employ 20-plus employees by about five per cent. Businesses 
that have one to nineteen employees are hanging on by their fingernails. I think there has been a drop of one per 
cent there. That will be the next group to go. They are the jobs that we want young people to get when they first 
come out of school or university or trade school so they can have something on their CV to demonstrate that they 
can be relied upon, so they can seek a better job after that. On 5 June this year WAtoday reporter Nathan Hondros 
talked about “stripenomics” when he referred to the cafe strips in and around Perth where shops are closing left 
right and centre. All the waiters and kitchen staff who work there are out of work. The vibrancy of the City of 
Perth and surrounding areas will also start to collapse. People ask: what is the point of going out? They all stay at 
home in their own little home entertaining areas and invite their friends around and have their barbecues and beers 
there. That does not help small business. 

When the economy loses confidence, people stop their activities. It then contracts and has a compounding effect 
on what is going on. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia business confidence survey 
in June showed 25 per cent of businesses were employing fewer staff; 18 per cent were expected to reduce their 
workforce and 30 per cent of retailers were expected to lay off staff. These are serious statistics. 

Then there is red tape. When we were in government, we made a fair bit of effort to reduce it. When the Deputy Leader 
of the Opposition was Minister for Finance and I, when I took it on from him, and had small business, we did a fair 
bit. Could we have done more? Of course, we could have done more. We were trying to but where has it gone over 
the last three years? What red-tape reduction measures has the government implemented to help businesses get 
started? What has the government done about that? Of course, we know that the increased costs of living—electricity, 
19.6 per cent; water, 14.5 per cent; public transport, 15.25 per cent; and motor vehicle registrations up 7.9 per cent—
are really hurting families. 

I have to say, the government came in with two key messages—Metronet and getting the budget back to surplus. 
It has its operating surplus, but at what cost? I am not arguing: the Treasurer should not get up and say that the 
member for Churchlands is prosecuting the case that we should go into more debt. That is not what I am saying. 
I am saying that the government should work out its priorities for reducing debt while supporting consumption 
and investment in Western Australia. Work it out. Be creative, because as the shadow Treasurer pointed out, the 
Treasurer knows full well that both sides of politics argued long and hard for the GST floor from about 2012 onwards. 
No voice was left unheard on that debate. The bottom line is that Western Australia was being dudded by the 
commonwealth and it has been corrected. 

The Treasurer happened to be in government with that correction. Good on him. He also happened to be in 
government when our iron ore royalty revenue stream has increased substantially in the last year and a half. I know 
the Treasurer was conservative with what he booked into his budget and he will get a windfall as a result. It is 
what he does with it to pay down debt and what priorities he makes going forward to create projects that will 
genuinely create jobs. He came in with spin and rhetoric off the back of the “local projects, local votes”—they call 
it—program at the start of the government’s term. That program was to indicate, “Yes, we are about jobs, here is 
how we will do it in the local electorates, and all members opposite went in for that”. Then we heard nothing. 
Admittedly, we all thought the way the government played that was pretty foul. We thought the government’s 
pork-barrelling efforts were not appropriate. However, it told the punters in their electorates that the government 
was going to create jobs5 and that was a signal that it would do it.  

Well, it has not—there was 5.8 per cent unemployment then and there was 5.8 per cent unemployment in August 
this year. The government does not have a vision for Perth that builds on the vision that the Barnett government 
had and implemented. It has not built on that vision. All it is talking about is Metronet. It is not talking about Perth 
and Fremantle or regional centres like Armadale, Bunbury and Geraldton. It is not saying how it will invigorate 
those places or how it will attract people from Melbourne, Sydney and Brisbane to come and live in Perth, 
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Geraldton, Bunbury or Albany, get a job and grow those areas. It is not saying how it will attract them to become part 
of Western Australia and to be proud to be here in the best part of the world. We know that it is the best part of the 
world, but the government is not doing enough to actually grow the economy and encourage people to stay here.  
The reason I highlight all these cost-of-living issues and issues with what the government is doing is that the state’s 
domestic economy is absolutely key, because it is the domestic economy in which the mums, dads, retirees and 
singles all live and work. The Treasurer studied at the London School of Economics so he would fully understand 
that aggregate expenditure equals C plus I plus G plus X minus M. He would be well across that. However, the 
issue is that the surplus the government is deriving for the state is being derived too heavily off the back of our net 
exports. When we break down the analysis of aggregate expenditure and look at the consumption and investment 
side and the government spending side, the bottom line is that it is not propping up the domestic economy. It is 
fundamental economics. The Treasurer knows that. But because the government is interested in the 2021 election, 
it is going out and telling people what they want to hear—that it is all going well. The government keeps saying 
that, hoping that people will think, “Oh, well; better the devil you know than the devil you don’t. We’d better stay 
with this lot and give them a second term and see how they push on through. Let’s hope that Metronet might work. 
We’ll wait and see.” That is a concern, because households need help. As we know, if they do not get help, they 
will end up in arrears on their loans. There are plenty of examples of that. The Reserve Bank of Australia stated — 

Given the difficult economic environment, housing prices in WA have fallen by 20 per cent since their 
peak in 2014. Investors in housing have also faced falling rental income and for some time the highest 
vacancy rates in nearly 30 years. 

It goes on to talk about borrowers with debt-servicing ratios.  
[Member’s time extended.]  
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It states — 

Borrowers with higher DSRs have less spare cash left after making repayments and so a small loss of 
income or unexpected increase in expenses … can constrain their ability to make loan repayments. 

Members on this side of the house talk about cost-of-living increases, such as the amount by which the government 
put up electricity charges and the impact on households. What it did in its first and second years in office really 
hurt. The result was what happened in Darling Range—a 9.3 per cent swing. That is the reality, because people 
were hurting. We spoke earlier about underemployment statistics. When people lose high-paying jobs and end up 
in jobs that are beneath what they are capable of doing, they get less income. When families slip from being 
a double-income family to a single-income family, it has a huge impact on the family budget; it means that the 
debt-servicing ratio for that household increases substantially. If it pushes them over the 30 per cent mark, they 
are in a real risk area. The RBA considers that to be high risk.  
The state government has failed in its last three budgets to turn this situation around and grow jobs. Its inability to do 
that is impacting on the ability of households to pay their mortgages. It is also impacting on the number of people 
who are coming to Perth. The shadow Treasurer mentioned the issue in and around the seven per cent foreign investor 
surcharge tax that the government implemented. Perth used to hold a comparative tax advantage over cities like 
Melbourne and Sydney when it came to foreign students and their families deciding which university they should 
send their kids to. They were saying, “I can buy an apartment or property in Perth and just pay four per cent stamp 
duty.” Compared with Melbourne and Sydney, where stamp duty was around 12 or 13 per cent because they had 
a surcharge tax in place, we had an advantage. Those people said, “We will save ourselves 50 grand or 60 grand by 
buying a property in Perth and sending our kids to uni there.” That had a flow-on effect to some of those English as 
a second language colleges in Perth. People had jobs at those colleges; it could be a second job for a household, as 
somebody could work after hours to help international students better grasp the English language, which would help 
them through their studies. All that went. The government not only added the seven per cent surcharge tax, but also 
got rid of the regional migration status for the City of Perth. That meant that there was now no actual advantage for 
people to come to Perth, not only in terms of getting visas or migration status down the track in terms of points going 
towards that, but also financially. What it meant was that they just flew straight over Perth and went to Melbourne or 
Sydney. The government said at the time that they needed to pay their fair share. That would have been all well and 
good if we had an overheated property market in which domestic buyers of residential property were being squeezed 
out. If that were the case, it would have made sense to cool the number of international investors buying property 
here to try to provide more for our own young people who were trying to get ahead. But that was not the case. Our 
property market is going backwards. We have lost 20 per cent in the value of properties in Perth since 2014. The 
government applied the wrong policy and then doubled-down by whacking on a tax as well. They are the types of 
things that really hurt the economy and start to impact.  
Another article I came across is by Elizabeth Redman, titled “Where home borrowers are keeping up with 
mortgage repayments—and falling behind”. Can members guess where they are falling behind? They are falling 
behind the most in Western Australia. In fact, this article says — 

Perth’s north-west, south-east, north-east and south-west regions — 
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Let us just call that Perth; that is all of it — 

were all among the top 20 areas around the country where borrowers were falling behind, even as the 
prolonged resources downturn starts to show signs of a pick-up. 

Outback WA had the highest proportion of loans in arrears, at 5.18 per cent, or one in every 20 home loans. 

That is the reality confronting Western Australia right now. As I say, we want to see the fire in the Treasurer’s belly. 
We want to see him standing up for Western Australia and being creative. He should be saying how the government 
will turn this situation around. We want to see him standing up to the Premier of WA and saying, “Stop with our 
two-horse race—Metronet and budget surpluses. We need to do more. We need to actually have some fiscal 
projects to grow jobs, to encourage people to stay in Perth, to attract foreign investment and to attract international 
students. We actually need to do something to generate some enthusiasm for Perth and Western Australia, because 
if we don’t do that, we will continue our decline.” There are many other things. An article on WAtoday on 
13 August stated — 

Commonwealth Bank said 72 per cent of its customers in negative equity were from WA or Queensland, 
WAtoday understands more than half of those were from WA.  

It also states — 

“The other thing too is if you’re not getting pay rises you’re not feeling as confident about whether you 
go and get a bigger property, which does also feed back into that property cycle.” 

Absolutely it does! The value of people’s property, which leads into their confidence, is dropping. An article 
headed “Property’s sad returns” from The West Australian of 9 July this year by Kim MacDonald states — 

WA has the highest proportion of properties selling at a loss anywhere in the country, with homes losing 
up to $115,000 on their previous purchase price.  

It goes on to say — 

The shattering reductions wiped a total of $145 million from the value of local properties sold in the first 
quarter. And analysts do not see an immediate end in sight. 

Sectors of the Western Australian economy are trying to offer the government some suggestions, but they seem 
to be falling on deaf ears. The Real Estate Institute of Western Australia has come up with a six-point plan. I am 
not advocating on behalf of the opposition that we agree with REIWA’s six-point plan but it has come up with 
a six-point plan for the Treasurer to consider. The plan’s headings are: increased stamp duty exempt threshold 
for first home buyers; reintroduce a $7 000 first home owner grant for established properties; introduce 
a $10 000 concession on stamp duty for seniors; remove the stamp duty penalty for off-the-plan purchases; revoke 
the foreign owner duty surcharge; and conduct a state tax review. REIWA explains each of those points in its 
media release. As I said, we are not advocating to support or denying what REIWA is saying; we are encouraging 
the Treasurer to respond to this plan. The Treasurer should tell REIWA what he plans to do and what he is prepared 
to accept and not prepared to accept, and why, and back that up with some leadership on how he is going to 
prioritise some aspects of its plan and ignore others to grow the Western Australian economy. At the moment, all 
we are seeing are three-to-seven-second media grabs having a crack at us and saying how bad the government 
thinks the Liberal Party was when it was last in government but not prosecuting a case to motivate the people of 
Western Australia to understand its vision for Western Australia for their future. We are not hearing it. They are 
not hearing it. The government has to stop behaving like it is in opposition. The government has had three budgets. 
In a year’s time we will be in election mode for the 2021 election, so the government has only 12 months left to 
actually do something to set the vision for the state and to try to turn around the domestic economy.  

To conclude, REIWA’s Lisa Joyce made a very poignant point that kind of supports the points that we on this side 
of the chamber have made so far. She said — 

… Perth’s market won’t improve until there’s greater population growth. 

One clear avenue for population growth is, of course, by encouraging international students to come and live and 
do a university course in Perth, and possibly stay on to help grow businesses in Perth. The Treasurer needs to step 
up, or in fact take on the Premier—have a crack—because we are not seeing anything from him. I think it is about 
time we saw a bit of oomph and motivation—a bit of fire in the belly—on the government side of the chamber so 
that we can turn around this ship. The state ship of Western Australia is going in the wrong direction, member for 
Armadale. It needs to be turned around, and we are looking to the Treasurer to do it. 

MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley) [5.32 pm]: Well, well, well! The 2017 election had a devastating effect 
on the Liberal Party of Western Australia, but, until now, I did not appreciate just how bad it was. Not only did 
the Liberal Party lose a raft of seats; it also lost its philosophical soul and its intellectual capacity. I sat and 
listened to all the Liberal speakers stand and advocate for something that is a great Labor vision—that is, greater 
government intervention in the economy and greater government participation in the market. Liberal members 
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are not economists. They are not Milton Friedman economists; they might as well be John Maynard Keynes 
economists. I always thought that it was strange that the Liberal Party would call the Maritime Union of 
Australia in aid of its submissions — 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Liberal members who spoke were heard in absolute silence, with absolutely no 
interjections. The member has not been on his feet for 60 seconds and none of them has stopped talking. I would 
appreciate if you would make them comply with standing orders. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, minister. Quite frankly, I think that the member for Mount Lawley has it 
in hand, but if he wants my protection, I am certainly here for him. Go for it. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Thank you, Deputy Speaker. I thank the minister for that point of order. The point remains 
that there is a complete failure to understand the significant legacy the McGowan Labor government inherited as 
a result of the fiscal profligacy of the Barnett–Harvey–Nalder administration, stewarded from the back rooms by 
the member for Dawesville. The problem that they have bestowed upon us, which this Treasurer is now wrestling 
with and will be required to wrestle with during not just the first term of the McGowan Labor government, but 
also probably the second, third and fourth terms, is how we ensure that we get the ship of state heading back in the 
right direction. This is a great ship. The trouble is that the former government left us with a legacy of debt and 
deficit, and we inherited fiscal wreckage in March 2017, and it will take an extraordinary effort to turn around that 
ship. We do not know what the Liberal Party stands for anymore. More is the pity, because Liberal members 
cannot articulate that and they want to spend more government money. They say, “Spend the windfall gains on 
goods and services, stimulate the economy and all the rest of it.” Whatever happened to the Liberal Party’s fiscal 
responsibility? It is gone. We know that if we fight the 2021 state election on the issues of the economy and fiscal 
responsibility, we will have an incredibly good story to tell, because we will demonstrate that we are the party 
of sound financial management. When the Liberals are presented with this conundrum, their response is to say, 
“No; everything is okay. We could have kept spending.”  

Mr D.T. Punch: Their response is to run away. Look, they’ve all gone. They’ve run away. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: That is okay. They may have turned their backs on the problems facing the state of 
Western Australia, but I know that this Treasurer, the McGowan Labor government and the cabinet have not and 
will not turn their backs on the state and will continue to work day after day to make sure that we not only repair 
the fiscal situation that prevails in Western Australia, but also, by doing so, we will have the capacity to work on 
strengthening the overall economy. As I said in the first speech I gave in this place, people in the electorate of 
Mount Lawley know that the government, despite the best wishes of the Liberal Party, does not control the 
economy. The government has a role to play in the economy and can stimulate activity in the economy. Opposition 
members are blind to the steps that this government is taking to stimulate activity in the economy—that is, 
$250 million in school maintenance programs, $80 million in the health sector and slashing TAFE fees to 
encourage more young people to access post-secondary qualifications that will enable them to enter into the 
workforce and undertake the jobs of the future. These opportunities to stimulate the broader economy are only 
available to us in Western Australia today because of the outstanding fiscal management that this Treasurer and 
the McGowan Labor government have implemented since elected in March 2017.  

Make no mistake, the size of the debt and the deficit was increasing, and the trajectory that this state was on 
when this Treasurer was elected to the treasury bench was unprecedented. We had the first recession in the 
state’s history. It was unprecedented. The economic wreckage wrought by the Barnett government, and all the 
ministers in that government, many of whom still occupy the opposition benches, will take an incredibly long 
time to fix, because it was unprecedented in its magnitude. What do we do? In addition to all the fantastic fiscal 
management we have already implemented—we can see the fruits of that labour beginning to germinate now 
and those green shoots of economic recovery starting to grow—we need to ensure that we focus on our number 
one priority of increasing the number of jobs. We have an incredibly courageous Premier who nailed his colours 
to the mast with a commitment of 150 000 new jobs by 2023–24. That will be the measure against which this 
government is judged by the people of this state. When people see that that commitment has been achieved, we 
will be vindicated. The member for Churchlands, and others, need to understand this basic economic 
proposition. Liberal members talked about net migration into this state, house values and economic activity on 
our high streets. When a government grows the number of jobs, it generates the economic activity that provides 
action on the high streets, encourages people to buy and to move houses, and to move to Western Australia to 
participate in the great promise of this state. That is exactly what happened during the last mining boom—the 
mining boom that the previous government unfortunately squandered. When many, many people moved to 
Western Australia and rivers of gold were flowing into state coffers, the previous government had a wonderful 
opportunity to put this state on a fantastic foundation, and it blew it, because it continued to spend and spend 
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and spend. It exercised no restraint and no control. We need this government to take responsible steps to ensure 
fiscal integrity so that we have money to spend for the benefit of all Western Australians—not the narrow 
sectional interests that the Liberal Party seems to represent. 
As soon as we encourage a diversified economy and growth in jobs, the benefits of increased economic activity 
will naturally flow; that is an unarguable proposition. When people know that they can get jobs, change jobs, get 
pay increases and move through the economy confidently, it will result in greater retail expenditure. It will result 
in people patronising the shops and retail outlets in Beaufort Street and going to the Astor Theatre to catch a show. 
That all comes back to our number one priority, which is ensuring job growth. I have already said that I will happily 
fight the 2021 election on economic management because, by goodness, I will stand by the record of this Treasurer 
and his job-creating initiatives any day of the week, compared with the Liberal Party’s hopeless record in the last 
term of the Barnett government, during which no new net jobs were created. 
That is why, every day when I am doorknocking and speaking to people in my neighbourhood and community, 
they are constantly telling me just how concerned they are about what the government can do to generate jobs. 
I have already explained some of the things that we can do, and I have not even touched on the job-creating, 
congestion-busting initiatives of the Minister for Transport—all the road traffic reforms and initiatives that will 
create and promote productivity in our economy. I have not even touched on Metronet and the new zones and hubs 
of activity that will build up around the new train stations. 
Deputy Speaker, you, like me, have the privilege of representing a neighbourhood that has a very vibrant cafe, 
small bar and nightclub industry, and that is wonderful. How much better will it be when people from Bayswater, 
Noranda, Whiteman Park, Bennett Springs and Ellenbrook can all jump on a train and get off at Maylands or 
Mt Lawley and wander down Eighth Avenue or Beaufort Street to enjoy all we have to offer in those neighbourhoods? 
What a fantastic vision and future, what great promise Western Australia holds, if only we can realise it, grab that 
optimism and translate it into a better economic environment.  
What do we need? For a start, it would be of great assistance if instead of talking down Western Australia and 
complaining about how unfortunate circumstances are and how bad the economy is going, the Liberals on the 
opposition benches got on our side and started telling people just how wonderful Western Australia is, how much 
potential we have and how many opportunities there are here. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think Hansard could do without that yelling! 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Once they have done that, maybe they can speak to Josh Frydenberg and ask what the 
federal government is doing to help support our congestion-busting, job-creating projects: “Where is the 
investment in our infrastructure? What is the federal Minister for Defence doing about Collins-class submarines 
in Western Australia? Where is the initiative from the federal government? Why are we being left behind, and why 
aren’t you helping the Western Australian government by advocating on our behalf?” 
The member for Churchlands said that the GST issues had been resolved during our government. I have never 
heard a more grudging admission of the wonderful success achieved by the McGowan government. He said that 
the previous government had been working on the GST solution since 2012. Let me give members two points. 
Hon Christian Porter booked a 70¢ floor for the GST in his budgets when he was state Treasurer, but when he got 
to federal Parliament, he did nothing to fix that 70¢ floor. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It was the federal Liberal government that implemented it! 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Yes, unquestionably as a result of the lobbying efforts of the Western Australian state 
government. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Occam’s razor, member for Churchlands. As a silver medallist in the WA Debating League 
final, he knows exactly what Occam’s razor is—that the most logical explanation is probably the right one. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: No, not at all. The only thing that changed, member for Cottesloe, was the election of the 
McGowan Labor government. After five years of federal and state Liberal governments, members opposite could 
do nothing—an ineffectual state Liberal government. 
We are talking to the federal Liberal government. We need a united voice to say, “Get on team Western Australia, 
get behind us, give us your support and make sure that you” — 
Dr A.D. Buti: Be proud of Western Australia! 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Exactly, member for Armadale. Stand up for Western Australia, and advocate on our behalf.  
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Why are you being a dickhead? 
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Withdrawal of Remark 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Very good. Moving right along, member for Mount Lawley. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Unquestionably, the only way to restore Western Australia’s economic and fiscal position 
is to maintain our nerve and persist with this Treasurer and government, who have already demonstrated in the 
two and a half years we have been in office that they have the character, commitment and courage to ensure that 
our financial position is improved. In doing so, we then get to do all the great things we would like to do as 
a Labor government. We get to invest in health, education and Metronet—all initiatives that will help drive job 
creation and bring vibrancy back to our economy and communities as that economic activity takes place. 
We are already starting to reap the benefits of that fiscal discipline. I alluded earlier in my contribution this evening 
to the paying down of our interest liabilities, the money that is being spent on maintenance and refurbishments 
throughout the health sector, the money that is being spent on job-creating programs in the education sector and 
the capacity we now have to cut TAFE fees. That means that a whole bunch of positive social benefits will flow 
as a result. I have referred previously to the research done in Victoria that shows that for every person enrolled in 
TAFE, one fewer crime is committed. There is a direct correlation between rates of crime and investment in TAFE. 
That means we achieve economic stability for its own good as a standalone benefit while also allowing benefits to 
flow through the whole community. 
It is fair to say that the repair of the fiscal mess that was left to us by the previous government has required  
a 100 per cent unanimous effort by the whole Western Australian community. Every other component part of the 
Western Australian community has shouldered the burden to ensure that the state’s finances get back on track. 
With this government’s sensible financial management, benefits will flow in time. We need a federal Liberal 
government that recognises the importance of investing in Western Australia and we need a Parliament that speaks 
up about the wonderful business and economic opportunities that exist in this state, and looks to ways of working 
with the community to promote those opportunities. Let me say that every time there is a debate about economics 
and finances, it will be a debate that we on this side of the chamber will happily have.   
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [5.49 pm]: The member for Mount Lawley made an outstanding contribution, and in 
particular I agree with the end part of his comments in that we want a strong economy so that we can do things for 
the citizens of Western Australia. However, I take issue with a comment he made at the beginning of his speech—
that is, that the last election brought to an end the philosophical foundation of the Liberal Party. Member, that went 
years ago; it did not happen at the last election! The member for Mount Lawley also talked about Milton Friedman. 
Where is the former Treasurer, the member for Riverton? I understand why he would not want to be here for this 
debate because he was, of course, one of the architects of the disaster under the Barnett government. But I will 
come to his defence and say that although the member for Riverton is an acolyte of Milton Friedman, Colin Barnett’s 
philosophy was far removed from Milton Friedman and the philosophical basis of the Liberal Party. The member 
for Mount Lawley talked about John Keynes, and we can say some good things about John Maynard Keynes. Of 
course, Premier Barnett was a fan of Keynes in certain aspects. Although the mentor of the former Treasurer, the 
member for Riverton, is Milton Friedman, unfortunately, the Premier of the day did not believe in that 
philosophical basis—nor do I believe in the philosophical basis of Milton Friedman. Now we have a Treasurer 
whose economic philosophy is based on commonsense. He is driving an economy from the centre of politics so 
the state can recover from the disaster left to us by the previous government. He seeks to establish a strong financial 
basis so that we can do many of the things that the member for Mount Lawley said that we want to do for the 
citizens of Western Australia. 
The member for Bateman mentioned that we would go on about the past. Right? 
Mr R.R. Whitby: He wants everyone—the whole state—to forget. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right. If people criticise, you must look at the people who are criticising. What is their 
ability? What credibility do they have in a debate in criticising any government’s management of the economy? 
Before I come to the current situation and the performance of the current government, Treasurer and cabinet as 
a whole, let me go back to the plan of the member for Riverton, who I understand would not want to be in the 
chamber at the moment. One of the greatest problems of the previous government was that it had no plan for when 
the mining boom came to an end. 
Mr R.R. Whitby: It was going to last for forever, though, wasn’t it? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It was going to last forever! 
Mr R.R. Whitby: It’s like winning lotto. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, it was like winning lotto. 
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We had the greatest economic boom in the history of the state of Western Australia, and the Liberal–National 
government thought it was going to last forever. I honestly believe that the member for Riverton did not believe 
that it would last forever, but, unfortunately, he always ran second fiddle to the Premier on this aspect. The former 
Premier must take the major responsibility, but under the Westminster system, cabinet members also take 
responsibility, and many of the then cabinet members are part of the opposition today. 
The former government had no plan for when the mining boom ended—none whatsoever. That is where the problem 
originated, and what the current government has been trying to fix ever since. How could any sensible government 
think that the greatest economic boom in the history of Western Australia—we have had a few—would last forever? 
It was never going to last forever. The former government had no plan for when the unprecedented 24 quarters of 
economic growth gifted to us from a mining boom came to an end. What is worse is that the state government had 
the full resources of the Western Australian Treasury at its disposal to come up with a plan. It either failed to 
acknowledge that the boom would come to an end or it just did not care. As a result, the state went into a recession, 
debt increased and the state lost its AAA rating. It was an absolute disaster. No wonder the Labor Party had the 
greatest victory of all time at the 2017 election. Yes, member for Mount Lawley, the economic philosophical basis 
of the Liberal Party disappeared way, way before 2017! Maybe if the former government had adopted some of the 
philosophical underpinnings of the former Treasurer, the member for Riverton, the state would not have been left 
in such a mess, which this government is now trying to rectify—and which it is doing in a big way. 
Let me go back to the previous government. There was no plan B. There was no constraint on the runaway spending 
of the previous government—none whatsoever. That resulted in net state debt increasing and increasing over the 
final few years of the last term of the Barnett government. By refusing to have a plan B or to plan for when the 
commodity boom came to an end, a disaster then eventuated in the WA economy when that boom ended. 
Former Treasurer Mike Nahan tried to explain the depressing state budget, as quoted in an article in WAtoday — 

“I am not blaming anyone, but our source of revenue across the board, including a drop in GST and iron 
ore has seen revenue drop by 22 per cent,” … 
“Tell me how you would deal with that?” 

Surely the answer would be that a competent government would not have waited for that problem to arise; it would 
have had a plan in place. The former Treasurer has a PhD in economics from a very good university in America. 
I would have thought that he would have realised that the reality of economics is that that boom would not last, 
but he did nothing about it. 
The problem is that the former government reacted; it did not plan for the downturn. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: No, you reacted after the event. That is no good. It is like President Trump now removing the 
troops and then imposing sanctions after Turkey has already gone in and probably committed major atrocities 
against the Kurdish population. It is no good to react after the event; you have to plan for the event that will 
inevitably happen. Anyone who has done year 10 economics knows that there are booms and there are busts, and 
that that always happens in economies based on commodities. Commodity prices have ups and downs, and the 
Barnett government planned only for the ups and not for the downs. 
Mr S.A. Millman: No political will. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It had no political will whatsoever. 
That is the situation. The opposition that moved a motion to criticise the performance of the current Treasurer and 
state government has no credibility because its performance was absolutely shocking. 
Let us turn to the current government and Treasurer. It has been left to the McGowan Labor government to turn 
around the terrible finances left to us by the previous government. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: You can groan but you are the ones who left us with the terrible financial situation that we inherited. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Ahem! 
Dr A.D. BUTI: While the member for Dawesville was talking about that, I was reminded that I forgot to mention 
the so-called “Barnett bill”. From 2008 to 2012, utility prices went up by I think 54 per cent under the premiership 
of Colin Barnett. Do not come into this house, members opposite, and talk about cost-of-living pressures on the 
citizens of Western Australia, because no-one has felt as much pressure as was the case in the first four years of 
the Barnett government when utility prices increased by 54 per cent—the so-called “Barnett bill”. 
In the 2019–20 budget, the Treasury forecast for Western Australian economic growth and employment is the 
strongest of any state. Growth is expected to accelerate to 3.5 per cent in 2019–20 and to three per cent from 
2022–23. That is one of the strongest outlooks in Australia. We cannot look at the management of the 
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Western Australian economy in isolation from the management of the Australian economy. Members opposite 
should also be asking what is happening to their friends in Canberra. I saw a post today that referred to the quiet 
Australians. The quiet Australians are the Western Australian members in the federal cabinet. They are certainly 
not standing up for Western Australia; they are very quiet on that front. 
Mr S.A. Millman: The forgotten people. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, the forgotten people. The member for Mount Lawley rightly pointed out that the federal 
government, the federal Minister for Defence and the federal Minister for Defence Industry should be pushing and 
advocating for the maintenance of submarines in Western Australia. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: How do you know they’re not? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: They have not been very vocal about it. We have been very vocal about it. The member has been 
very vocal about it. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Don’t go through due diligence. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Due diligence—of course! That is very interesting because the former Premier never did anything 
about due diligence—nothing at all. He did not believe in forward estimates. He would go on FM radio saying, 
“What I say on FM radio does not mean anything.” People used to say that the former Premier was a really good 
parliamentary performer, and he was; he was a very good commanding parliamentary performer. But one’s job is 
made easier when one lies. He would say one thing one day and the next day would say something else completely 
different. He would say it with such conviction that people would think he was telling the truth. He was just 
incredible. He is nowhere near as bad as Donald Trump but he had the ability to sound convincing when 24 hours 
previously he said something completely different. 
Since the March 2017 election until August this year, the McGowan Labor government has overseen the creation 
of 56 000 new jobs, which includes an extra 3 600 jobs in August, and 14 500 full-time jobs have been created. 
One of the great initiatives of this government is the prioritisation of local jobs. One of the great decisions we have 
made is to build railcars in Western Australia as part of our great Metronet plan. That should be absolutely 
applauded. Did anyone in the opposition support that? 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I know that the member for Vasse would not support it. It does not matter what we do, the member 
for Vasse will find a negative. I have a very good relationship with the member for Vasse; she is a great supporter 
of domestic violence victims and other things that I support. But when it comes to being negative, you are the 
absolute champion. It does not matter what we do, you will put a negative spin on it. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member for Armadale, talk through the Chair. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Mr Acting Speaker, the member for Vasse is the absolute champion when it comes to being negative. 
It would not matter if we had the most positive policy for her electorate; she would find a negative for it. She always 
finds a negative for it. She is more supportive of a cemetery being built at Whiteman Park than a rail line that will allow 
passengers to travel from Ellenbrook to Perth. It is just amazing. The member for Vasse is a hard worker, she is very 
intelligent and she has great capacity but maybe she should be a bit more positive—it may help. Her criticism of this 
government will have more value if she is not always critical. Everyone will just say, “Oh, yes, it’s the member for Vasse 
being negative again.” She should pick the time to be negative. Obviously, no government is perfect and there will be 
times when she disagrees with us but we do things that are really good, and maybe she should say that they are good. 
Ms L. Mettam: What are they? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The massive decrease in TAFE fees is very good. I am sure the member for Vasse will probably 
say something bad about that. With the Treasurer running such a tight ship by getting the books back into balance, 
reducing debt and laying the groundwork for a better, stronger economy, we can do things like significantly reduce 
TAFE fees for a number of courses that were prohibitive. People may want to talk about the cost-of-living 
pressures, which there are; there are major cost-of-living pressures throughout Australia. Children, students, young 
people or old people could not afford to go to TAFE because of the astronomical fee hike that the Leader of the 
Opposition imposed on the people of Western Australia when she was a minister. One of the great announcements 
that this government made recently was about significantly reducing TAFE fees. TAFE should never be prohibitive 
for students. The problem is that it is not only to the detriment of those students, but it is also to the detriment of 
the economy. If people cannot go to TAFE to train, it affects the economy, it affects society, it affects the crime 
rate and it results in divisions and stresses in families because of the prohibitive cost of education and training that 
this government has been able to reduce as a result of running a strong economy. 
One of the other great announcements that we made recently is the massive investment in the maintenance 
programs of every single school in Western Australia. Did the member for Vasse support the massive investments 
that we have made into school maintenance? 
Ms L. Mettam: You just put the money back in that you took out. 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: Once again, the member confirmed what I was going to say. She is a classic! I remember when 
we were in opposition, talking about the education cuts that the former government imposed time and again. We 
have just announced a great initiative to allow for important and necessary maintenance improvements in every 
single school in every electorate in Western Australia, and the member still finds a negative. That announcement 
is not only good for the schools and for the students, but it will also create employment. The McGowan government 
and this Treasurer are hell-bent on creating employment in Western Australia. We have done that. We have improved 
the economy. We are reducing debt. The budget is in surplus. The problem with the “no plan” that the former 
government ran for eight years is that it just relied on the great commodities boom. We are not doing that. I refer to 
the hard work of the Minister for Tourism, for instance. I say that just as he walks into the chamber. The member 
for Vasse is no longer the spokesperson for tourism. That is just as well, because she would have found a negative to 
the great turnaround in tourism. She does not believe there has been an improvement in tourism in Western Australia. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: No. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The member lives in a parallel universe. 

I am going slightly off track here, but the member for Dawesville is being quite vocal and interrupting. He has 
been very prominent lately about the antisocial behaviour and drug issues in the Mandurah community. What 
happened to Andrew Hastie’s ice action plan of 2015? A news article shows a photograph of Andrew Hastie 
with the former Minister for Police, now Leader of the Opposition, and the do-nothing former Attorney General, 
Hon Michael Mischin. It states — 

The Liberal candidate for the Canning by-election has outlined a “realistic” plan to tackle the devastating 
impact of methylamphetamine, promising to “get the job done”. 

Has the member for Dawesville spoken to Andrew Hastie about his plan recently? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I speak about many things. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: What has he told the member about his plan? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I think it’s working very well. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: How is it working very well? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: He is raising the issue constantly in the commonwealth Parliament. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: How is his realistic plan to tackle ice going? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: He’s raising it constantly with ministers.  

Dr A.D. BUTI: But he said he was going to have all these meetings with the local community. Have you been 
along to those meetings that he has had with the local community, member for Dawesville? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, would you like an extension? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I would love an extension. Thank you very much. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Has the member for Dawesville been going to those community meetings that he promised to hold? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I’ve had them with him. I’ve had them, along with him. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No, the meetings that the member for Canning has been holding about his great ice plan strategy. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I’ve had many community meetings with him. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: In other words, there have not been any community meetings on the action plan—none whatsoever. 
The member for Canning promised to solve the issue. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: He is not without good intent. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Good intent—he has done nothing! 

May I say that this Treasurer came to the task from March 2017 with a steely determination to turn around the 
dreadful finances left to us by the Barnett government. On all accounts and all figures and all the expert commentary, 
he has succeeded. It was interesting when the Leader of the Opposition said that we benefited from the increase in 
iron ore commodity prices because of the disaster in Brazil. That is true, and the Treasurer has admitted that, which 
is why he is not banking on staying at that artificially high price. Unlike the former government, when there were 
incredibly high commodity prices there was no plan for when the prices came down. This Treasurer has been quite 
up-front about it. When he brought down the last budget, he was quite up-front and said, “Yes, we had benefited from 
those high commodity prices, and we are still benefiting from those prices, but we were not relying on that forever.” 
The Treasurer is not necessarily the most popular person in the cabinet, because he is very strict with the finances. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: You’re not in the cabinet, though, are you? 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: Does the member for Dawesville think I am in the cabinet? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I think you should be. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Of course you do, member for Dawesville. But, may I say, whether I am in the cabinet or not, we 
have the greatest Treasurer since the last Labor Treasurer, Eric Ripper. 

This Treasurer is very strict. I know backbenchers might have plans—obviously, backbenchers always have great 
spending plans for their electorates. This Treasurer is not an easy person to get a plan through. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: But he’s the greatest! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, he is the greatest because he runs a tight ship and as a result we have turned the finances 
around. We have been able to reduce the prices. One of the greatest investments is still in maintenance. We 
have been able to invest in tourism, and as a result improve the tourism market. We are improving our 
manufacturing base. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: One of the recent tweets from the member for Vasse was about the tunnelling with Grace. The 
member said, “Initiative started by the Barnett government. It’s a shame that this government is behind their 
timetable in regards to Grace.” That is really absurd coming from a member of a party that had control over the 
building of the Perth Children’s Hospital. How long did that take before it was opened, and how much over-budget 
was that under the former government? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: There was nothing wrong with it. You made up a story about lead. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: We made up a story about lead! Is the member honestly saying that? Let it be known that the 
member for Nedlands has stated that this government made up a story about lead. I think the lead was talked about 
under the former government. 

Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Member for Nedlands, be quiet for a minute! Those members put up the issue about lead. They 
were in government. That is why it was delayed. That is why the hospital was not opened before the last election. 
The former government talked about the lead, so how could it be our government that made it up? Does the member 
want to retract that? Would the member like to stand up and retract that? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: No, but can I respond? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No, you cannot because it is just a silly thing. 

I am very proud to be in a government that has the member for Victoria Park as the Treasurer, who is the greatest 
Treasurer since Hon Eric Ripper. 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [6.14 pm]: I am very happy to join debate on this motion at this relatively late hour. 
The problem for the state Labor Party is that it has the same problems that all socialist governments have. Those are 
not my words, members; those are your words. Those members opposite are the socialist party of Western Australia. 
I will go into a little bit of detail about that because I think it is seminal to the problems that the state of 
Western Australia had. The problem with all socialist governments is that socialist governments are very good at 
spin. It is something they excel at. The trouble is that they are not so good at performance. I cannot help but refer 
to the Labor Party’s state conference, because that was when this announcement was sprung on the population of 
Western Australia, who thought that they were getting a pseudo-centre-right party, based on what your party said 
before the election. It said, “Look, we are not really this sort of old-fashioned, socialist, Burke-style party. We are 
a bit hard-hitting.” The Burke government was probably pretty hard-headed compared with these guys, in many 
ways. The headline in WAtoday on 27 August 2019 by Nathan Hondros was — 

Party bosses apologise for conference chaos as former minister calls WA Labor ‘barking mad’ 
WA Labor’s two most senior officials have written to party members to apologise for the chaos unleashed 
at the weekend’s state conference. 

The apology from state secretary Matt Dixon and his deputy Ellie Whitaker came after former federal 
Labor minister and party powerbroker Stephen Conroy said the conference had gone “barking mad”. 

I know a lot of those members like Stephen Conroy. This was a serious and very unfortunate thing. It continues — 

Premier Mark McGowan was left delivering a keynote address to a two-thirds empty room, while WA Labor 
president Carolyn Smith apologised to Walter and Doolann Eatts and Samuel Pilot-Pickett who had been 
invited to deliver a welcome to country. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
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Dr D.J. HONEY: I will tell you what we do not do, member for Armadale. We do not insult the guests that we invite 
to our conferences to carry out important ceremonial events, I will tell you that. One of Labor’s own members said — 

Mr Conroy said no one will take any notice of WA Labor’s decision to readopt the contentious 
“socialist objective” into the party platform under the heading “enduring Labor values”. 

This is at the government members’ party conference! The article goes on to say — 

The “socialist objective” that was presented to WA Labor state conference on the weekend includes an 
acknowledgement that “the Australian Labor Party had its origins in the recognition by the trade union 
movement of the necessity for a political voice to take forward the struggle of the working class against 
the excesses, injustices and inequalities of capitalism”. 

Therefore, it is not quite the business-friendly party it pretends to be. This next part is really important because it 
is an echo of what we have heard and a portent of what is to come — 

It also makes clear WA Labor is “a democratic socialist party and has the objective of the democratic 
socialisation of industry, production, distribution and exchange”. 

Point of Order 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: This has no relation to the motion at hand. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Further to the point of order, the member for Cottesloe is talking about a fundamental 
principle of economics. This is about the economic capital of Western Australia, so it is absolutely relevant to 
the argument. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): There is no point of order. But it would be good if the member for 
Cottesloe came back a bit closer to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr D.J. HONEY: The point I am making very clearly here is that the economic mismanagement of this McGowan 
Labor government goes back to its socialist roots. Of course, this was going to get Labor members stirred up. I thought 
that perhaps now might be a chance for members to hold hands and to read the Red Flag Flying, which starts — 

The people’s flag is deepest red, 

It shrouded oft our martyred dead … 

I will not take up members’ time with that. The government is full of socialist zeal, and we see that outcome in the 
performance of this government. The thing about socialist governments is that they believe in the command 
economy. They believe that they can say something should happen and it will happen. We heard the member for 
Churchlands outline very, very clearly a while ago that the Premier said house prices would go up. He waved his 
magic hands and said that house prices would go up. Guess what happened? As the member for Churchlands, in 
all seriousness, outlined very clearly, young couples and people who are doing it a bit tough will have bought 
houses because the Premier of this state, the person who is supposed to have his finger on the pulse of this state’s 
economy, has said they should buy houses because the market has bottomed out. What percentage has it gone 
down by, member for Churchlands? Was it nine per cent? 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It is 20 per cent since 2014. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: I meant since he made his statement. Those people—a number of whom would have used the 
Keystart program—owe more on their houses than they paid for them. I know what it is like. My wife and I bought 
our first home a couple of weeks before we had our first child. I understand from the real estate agency from which 
we bought the house that that is a very common occurrence; young couples have their first child and want to buy 
a house and build a nest for their baby. On the Premier’s recommendation, people have bought houses and are now 
further in debt than they were when they started because the value of their houses have gone down. If they cannot 
keep up the payments, they will lose their houses and be in debt, which is a dreadful thing. But that is the problem 
with people who believe in the command economy. The trouble is that the government does not understand how 
the economy works. It thinks that it can simply say how things should be, and that will happen. We have heard 
spin from the Labor government about how it will improve the economy. We saw that back in April 2017. I refer 
to a press statement from the Premier titled “Major changes introduced to create a more efficient public sector”. 
The government was going to come in and improve the efficiency of the public sector. I will talk about this a little 
further on because we see that the exact opposite has occurred. The press release states that the government will 
deliver a reduction in the number of departments, improve efficiency, improve service to the community and 
deliver on election commitments to drive a culture of change across government by reducing the number of 
departments. It states — 

This significant reform is aimed at creating collaborative departments focused on whole-of-Government 
objectives and delivering services in the most efficient way, including using new technology. 
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It also states — 

“The potential job losses are a regrettable consequence of the financial mess and dysfunction left behind 
by the previous government.” 

As the member for Bateman has pointed out a number of times, the number of public servants has increased by 
3 800, instead of the government achieving the target of a reduction of 3 000. The public service’s numbers are 
6 800 above this hard-headed approach that the Premier was going to bring. We can see how that plan has gone 
three years in, effectively, to the term of this government. As I said, it is lots and lots of spin. The McGowan 
government has reduced TAFE fees by 50 per cent. I welcome that, but the trouble is that it will not solve the 
state’s problems. I will go into that a little more. We have a press release from 10 October titled “Grants driving 
new industry opportunities in the regions”. Another from 4 July is titled “Diversify WA launched to continue WA’s 
economic recovery”. On 13 October, the Minister for Housing published a press release titled “Advertising push 
is ‘Opening Doors’ for WA homebuyers”. I recognise the Minister for Mines and Petroleum as the hardest working 
minister in the government. He put out a press release titled “Lithium royalty amendments to encourage downstream 
processing”. Another one from the Premier back in May is titled “Budget continues to focus on job creation and 
economic growth”. The trouble is that it is all spin. 

It all sounds fine, but as has been the history of this government throughout its term, it has not achieved anything. 
As previous members have outlined in some detail, we see an unemployment crisis. In particular, we see a youth 
unemployment crisis that I believe is substantially worse than the official figures show, because many households 
with an income have adult children living as dependants who are not declared as unemployed. A lot of people do 
not wish to be officially recorded as unemployed because they think that it will affect their future employment 
opportunities for their first job. The 14 per cent youth unemployment rate is an obvious crisis, but I believe the 
figure is substantially higher than that. 

Let us look at the retail trade. The government cannot just say that it will make something happen and then do the 
opposite and expect a good outcome. The McGowan Labor government smashed households with an $850 a year 
increase in fees and charges when the economy was collapsing. We were moving into negative equity in housing. 
We were struggling in unemployment. The resource industry jobs were peeling out. The economy was in real 
stress and this government said, “Hang on; no, we are going to whack them with the fees and use the excuse that 
the guys before us put up the fees so we should be able to do it too.” But the economy was heading in the negative 
direction—guess what happened? It was 100 per cent predictable. It has been said ever since I have been in this 
place and I am sure it was said before. We said that if we keep putting these increases on households, we are going 
to drive the state’s domestic economy into recession. Do not worry about iron ore. The trouble with the whole 
mining industry is that it may be going gangbusters in exports and prices but, as the Acting Speaker (Mr S.J. Price) 
would know very well because he is connected to the resources industry, it has been shedding labour. It has not 
been translating into jobs—quite the opposite. The domestic economy employs most of the people. Butchers, 
bakers and candlestick makers, and the mum-and-dad shops are overwhelmingly the largest employers in the state. 
Those people are affected by the ability of households to go out there and buy goods and produce—especially 
discretionary spending. When people are moving into negative equity and are smashed with almost $1 000 being 
pulled out of their pocket a year, they stop spending to try to hang on to their house. Then they go, “Heck, these 
utility bills are continuing to go up. We have to pull our heads in”, and that affects all the businesses that we know 
are struggling in the rest of Perth. 

I will not go through all these figures because they have been covered fairly well by previous members on this 
side, but the economic data has some really sobering figures. We see that 31 552 residential electricity customers 
are on the hardship program. That is phenomenal. The government has absolutely smashed the domestic economy, 
but it is not without funds. The member for Bateman put together a convenient summary. Again, I will not go 
through the whole lot here, but if we look at state government income and take out the increases in grants that 
were going through to other agencies so they did not land in government coffers, the government has had over 
a $6 billion turnaround in income over three years. That is a phenomenal increase. Money is available to the 
government and as members in this place have made apparent a number of times, the truth is that yes, some work 
has to be done on debt and we all recognise that, but equally that money has to be judiciously applied to ensure 
that we maintain a viable state economy. 

The examples I have given illustrate the problem that the McGowan Labor government has in understanding and 
managing the economy. The domestic economy is crashing. The government has increased fees and charges. 
Households are feeling the pain, yet the McGowan Labor government continues to turn the screws, and it will 
keep going. On top of that, it has reduced demand with its foreign investor surcharge and removed WA from the 
regional migration scheme. Again, the great press release from the Premier in June 2017 states — 

• The McGowan Government has replaced the Western Australian Skilled Migration Occupation 
List 

• As promised, the list was ripped up — 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 October 2019] 7829 

 

Like the jobs the government has destroyed — 
on the first day of the McGowan Government 

• New list only contains occupations where there is a genuine need to attract overseas workers 
• Prime Minister … agrees 

We saw 178 occupations reduced to 18 occupations. We have seen a substantial reduction in those jobs, some of 
which I will look at in a moment. The Premier went on to say — 

“On day one in office, we ripped up the outdated skilled migration list and delivered our commitment to 
keep WA jobs … 

This was a great virtue-signalling activity by the Premier to satisfy the left. Obviously, it was not satisfied, because 
it then moved to re-include the socialist agenda in the state party’s constitution. It was a great salve to the unions 
to say, “Hang on; we’re looking after your union jobs.” What has the government done? It has smashed them. That 
is what it has done to its union jobs. I will not go over old ground in detail, but the government has smashed 
students coming to the state. We know that for every international student who comes to the state, there are four 
visitors a year. Now the Minister for Tourism is spending tens of millions of dollars to try to make up for the 
damage that the government did to itself and to all those businesses in Western Australia that rely on tourism. 
The other day the member for Darling Range and I met with one of the local business owners in my area. They are 
looking to shut their restaurant for two nights a week. Do members know why? It is because they cannot get a chef. 
That was one of the occupations that the government took off the skilled migration occupation list. Restaurants all 
over Perth and, in fact, in regional Western Australia are struggling and cannot get chefs. This restaurant owner 
employs about 40 people. It looks as though they will have to shut two nights a week because they cannot get 
a chef. That is what this government has done to restaurants and hotels all over Perth. They either cannot serve 
customers food, are shutting down or are selling low-value food that can be cooked by general cooks and do not 
require a chef because they cannot get chefs to cook the high-value food. I will give the government brownie 
points. To its credit, it has halved the TAFE fees for a certificate III in commercial cookery. That is a good 
initiative. I like that. In three or four years, we will have more chefs in Perth, but the problem is that businesses in 
Perth that are struggling in an economy that is struggling need those chefs right now. A number of members on 
this side have said that the Premier needs to reverse that decision and expand the list of occupations. He can do it. 
I read out the Premier’s press release. He ripped up that list and was going to write his own. The fact is that he has 
harmed international students coming to the state, because they relied on those part-time jobs to stay in the state. 
He has harmed tourism because of it. He has also harmed the hospitality industry, amongst other industries. In 
particular, regional areas of the state are absolutely struggling to get workers in a range of categories because the 
Premier ripped up that list in a great virtue-signalling activity by the state government. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The government goes on about training. Training does not make jobs. I am not quite sure that 
the government has got this. Training does not make jobs. It can put everyone in Western Australia through 
a training course, but it does not make jobs. It might take those people out of the unemployment figures for a while, 
because if they are doing an hour of training a week, they are not unemployed, but it does not make jobs. The 
government needs to facilitate business in this state and one way it can do that is by reducing critical approval 
times. What do we see in the resources industry, the most critical industry to the economy of this state? We see 
approval times ballooning out. First of all, I will go to the annual report of the Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation, which I skimmed through. What did I see in its annual report? I saw that water licence 
approval times have ballooned. That might not mean much to some members. I know that the Acting Speaker 
(Mr S.J. Price) will be aware of just how critical this is. Pretty well every major new process and every major new 
mine needs a water licence before it can operate. They need that licence because all those types of operations use 
significant quantities of water. We have seen a substantial blowout in those approval times. In fact, it was 
highlighted in the annual report of the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation. 
I want to dig a little bit into the detail of the budget and compare the figures in the report. I will look at a whole 
range of measures that will negatively impact on business. Back when adults were in charge of Treasury, the 
DWER service summary budget indicated that the total cost of service was $172 million. 
Mr S.A. Millman interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Mount Lawley! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Under the tight fiscal control of the greatest Treasurer the world has ever seen, according to the 
member for Armadale, it is $6.5 million more. That is coming out of the pockets of businesses in this state. Let me 
look at the key effectiveness indicators. In 2017–18, 92 per cent of assessments met agreed time lines. The estimated 
actual in 2018–19 was 80 per cent. That is a 12 per cent reduction in the percentage of assessments that met agreed 
time lines. I want one of the members opposite to tell me how that helps create jobs in Western Australia. How does 
that help businesses in Western Australia get on with the job of creating wealth and creating jobs for our kids? 
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Let me look at the efficiency indicators for water planning, allocation and optimisation. This is all in budget 
paper No 2, so members can read it; it is pretty simple. The average cost per plan, report or guidance document 
was $256 000 in 2016–17; now it is $358 000. This is the lean, mean government that is in there doing the hard 
yards and running things efficiently. The average cost per hour of scientific support—here is the prudent fiscal 
management that is making sure that departments manage their costs—was $197 in 2016–17; now it is $218. That 
is an increase of $21 an hour, or 10 per cent, over that period. 
I can go on. Let me look at the approval times for water licences, because water licences are important for any 
business that is starting up. There has been a minor improvement in the approval time for low-risk licences from 
65 days down to 57 days. That is laudable. The only problem is that that is for farms or someone’s backyard. The 
approval time for medium-risk and high-risk licences was 75 days in 2016–17. I will give members a wild guess 
at what the approval time is now, because I do not think any of them would get it. It is 134 days. The approval 
time for a water licence has gone from 75 days to 134 days. That does not include all the little excuses that the 
department gives itself. It is ever creative in not processing, so it is vastly worse than that because a whole section 
of times have been taken out.  
High-risk approvals were taking 57 days. These are the big projects, such as mine sites and so on. Hold on to your 
seats, guys—213 days; that is what the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation reported in its annual 
report this year. The 57-day period has gone to 213 days—nearly a 400 per cent increase. This is the government 
that is getting on with the job and getting on with business. As I said, it is very good at the spin that comes out of 
press releases but not so good at performance. I want to move on to a couple of other areas, so I will not go through 
these in detail. We can see in the budget and the annual reports that the government is not getting on with the job 
and is not getting on with business. In fact, it is applying more impediments to good, hardworking, genuine 
businesses and people who want to expand their businesses, create jobs and get this state moving again. Those 
people are being held back by the fact that the government is not approving projects in time. 
This is not just me pulling a few figures out of the budget. I bothered to contact a few constituent organisations. 
As I said, I do rate the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; I think he really tries hard, but is obviously held back 
by his colleagues. The mining industry has some really interesting things to say. An email from the Chamber of 
Minerals and Energy of Western Australia states — 

The key assessment and approval areas where our members are experiencing delays are: 
• Environmental Protection Act — Part IV Assessments … 
• Environmental Protection Act — Part V Works Approvals and Licensing … 
• Rights in Water and Irrigation Act — Licensing … 
• Mining Act … Mining Proposals, Closure Plans 

I will provide some figures in a moment to show members how poorly the government is performing. This is the 
real rub in all of this, because the official figures are bad enough, but the truth is that there is a whole heap of 
smoke and mirrors going on there that disguise how bad it is. There is a thing called “stop the clock”. Essentially, 
whenever a department says that it is too busy, it just stops the clock. There is supposed to be some qualification 
around that, but the truth is that they stop the clock when their internal processes cannot cope. I will go through 
some figures, and hopefully I will have some time in the future to go through those in even greater detail. 
There are substantial backlogs in approvals. Given the current performance reported at the last EPA stakeholder 
reference group meeting, the estimated length of time it will take for assessment of a management plan, which is 
only one part of a major project, as the Treasurer would understand, is three years. The departments will not do it 
in parallel; they do it sequentially, so it is three years just for that part of the plan. This is a government that talks 
big about creating jobs and getting projects on the road, but all I see on that side of the house is ministers in fluoro 
jackets and hard hats opening projects that we initiated and got going in a timely manner. That is what the 
government is benefiting from, because the government has put a stopper in the bottle on developing projects. 
I will not go through the graph in detail, but if we look at important things such as mining proposals, we see them 
achieving around 80 per cent of target. Native vegetation clearing permits were typically managed extremely well 
by the previous government, but we see that by the end of last year they were down to 65 per cent of them meeting 
the approved times. Mining leases are down at 65 per cent. Prospecting licences feed the pipeline for future 
projects, but only 60 per cent of them are being dealt with in the prescribed time. 
I do not have time here, but I will again in the future. The truth is that this government talks big about what it is 
doing and about fiscal management, but in truth this government’s actions have crushed the domestic economy 
and are holding up critical projects, because the government is not progressing the approvals on time. Furthermore, 
the costs for all of those approvals have gone through the roof. At a time when the economy is crashing and we 
need help, this government has got its foot on the throat of development in this state. That is why we have high 
youth unemployment, and why the state domestic economy is in such bad shape. The Treasurer and the Premier, 
rather than just coming out with spin and glib statements about what the previous government did, need to take 
their role seriously, focus on some of the detail and get the economy going. 
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MR D.T. PUNCH (Bunbury) [6.45 pm]: The cryogenics machine certainly works overtime in the Liberal Party 
room when they let the member for Cottesloe off the lead. I can understand what it is like in opposition. I know 
what it is like in opposition. Members opposite dwell on negativity. They look for the negative numbers and the 
negative spin, and they talk the state down. Every time I come into this place, members opposite just talk the state 
down. This side of the house is about positivism. It is about talking up the benefits of this state, getting on with the 
job, rolling our sleeves up and making this state great. There are a few home truths in this debate. I have listened, 
mostly patiently, to members opposite. The member for Armadale is absolutely right. One of the contrasts is that 
this side came to government with a plan. When members opposite left government, there was no plan. Their only 
plan was to drop a project here and there in the hope of winning enough votes to try to get over the line, but the 
electorate was not fooled. Let us have a few home truths. 
One of the home truths is that the number of times members opposite raise the issue of the economy and this 
government’s performance is correlated with the increasingly positive trajectory of the state’s finances and the 
economy. The more positive we are in achieving our outcomes—it is here in the  Annual Report on State Finances—
and the more we are achieving our indicators, the more members opposite try to come in here and tear it down. It 
is extraordinary to think that members opposite, when they were in government, presided over the only recorded 
recession in this state’s history. Gross state product contracted by 2.7 per cent in 2016–17, under the stewardship 
of Premier Barnett, Deputy Premier Harvey and Treasurer Nahan. It coincided with a 7.2 per cent contraction 
in state final demand over the same period—the largest in the history of the series. In 2013–14, it contracted by 
1.3 per cent; in 2014–15, it contracted by 2.2 per cent; in 2015–16, it contracted by 4.7 per cent; and in 2016–17, 
it contracted by 7.1 per cent. It shows that the previous government did not have a plan. 
During that time, the government increased TAFE fees by 500 per cent. No wonder the restaurant that the member 
for Cottesloe went to cannot find a chef, because they all stopped training. Three or four years ago, when those 
fees went up, they stopped training, and young people decided to go and get their training elsewhere. The previous 
government put the fees up when state final demand was contracting, and the indicators were there that household 
expenditure was in trouble. The previous government also put up household fees and charges. It is pretty quick to 
have a go at the increases in 2017, but just let us have a look at the household fees and charges under the previous 
government. They were pretty significant. Household electricity prices rose by an average of 8.4 per cent per annum 
under the previous government, for eight years. 
 There was a 90 per cent increase over the two terms of that government. The opposition should not talk about 
household charges, because when it was in government it locked that into forward estimates from 2017 onwards. 
The opposition is the pot calling the kettle black. It needs to have a good look at itself. Household water prices, 
member for Cottesloe, have gone up by seven per cent per annum. What a disgrace. The opposition comes in here 
and talks about our fiscal record when it did that to the residents of Western Australia. We talk the state up; the 
opposition talks the state down. The opposition cannot get away from the net debt situation it left us in in 2017. It 
is disgraceful. I know the former government did not look at the Bunbury hospital, because we had to do that when 
we came into office, so it should not talk to me about hospitals. When the previous Liberal government left office, 
Western Australia had the third weakest economic outlook of any state in Australia. What sort of track record is 
that? No wonder opposition members were all looking at their iPhones before when we were talking about the 
positivity of this side; no wonder they were looking down. What a disgrace. 
Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I cannot hear myself interject! Can you please settle them down, Mr Acting Speaker! 
I seek some protection for the member for Bunbury. He is speaking well, he is doing very well, but he needs 
protection. They are a rabble over there! 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Thank you, Leader of the House. Members, if we could keep it down. 
I am sure Hansard is having a hell of a time at the moment trying to get anything recorded here, so member for 
Bunbury, through the Chair, please. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: It is clear that opposition members do not like a sensible and considered contribution to this 
debate when they come in here with such an appalling motion, with phrases such as “its failed fiscal policy … 
causing ongoing damage”. The opposition has not presented a single shred of evidence for an ongoing plan. It 
should come back in a few years and see whether we leave the sort of record that it left. I think there will be three 
or four Labor governments in this state before things change. 
Let us have a look at the Labor government. As I mentioned, there were no new jobs over the second term of 
the previous government. In fact, there was a loss of 36 000 full-time positions. What a disgrace. How could 
the opposition hold its head up with that? What a disgrace. Compare that with 56 000 new jobs created under 
this government. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Why are you talking down Western Australia? 
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Mr D.T. PUNCH: I am not talking down the state. I am talking about how we have turned an appalling legacy 
that the Liberal Party brought in here — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, thank you! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: The member for Dawesville knows better than this. Just because he has a bright suit on today 
does not mean that he has to brighten up! 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I am very energetic today! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Clearly! 

It was interesting that the member for Cottesloe had a bit of a contradiction in his speech. He is a bit cryogenic in 
his approach. On the one hand he talked about vacancies that can be filled because we have skills, and then on the 
other he talked about the pool of people who are looking for jobs. I can tell the member for Cottesloe again that 
that is entirely down to the previous government’s policy, his Leader of the Opposition’s policy, in relation to 
TAFE and ripping the guts out of training in the state. I was just talking to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 
before and I am very pleased to note that he provided me with some figures that suggested that in 2012, at the 
height of the boom, there were 150 000 people employed in the mining and petroleum industry, and today there 
are 150 000 people employed in that industry. We are back to the boom levels. That is despite the fact that the 
Liberal government ripped the shreds out of TAFE and people are still looking at the skills shortage in terms of 
the anticipated ramp-up. 

We have the Minister for Tourism here. He was in the south west just recently. He talked about the latest tourism 
figures, and small business people in the room all commented on the number of overseas visitors, the number of 
interstate visitors and the success of the drive-by tourism campaign. Tourism is a real success story under this 
government, and I might add that there is plenty more to come with direct flights. Keep working on those, 
Minister for Tourism. We want to see India next. I was speaking to quite a large number of the people who came 
to the Diwali festival last night and they are keenly looking forward to those flights. They love it. They are keen 
to get into the new kind of tourism product that we can take forward. That is another example of where this 
government is going with its positive contribution to the state’s future. 

Mr P. Papalia: State cruise shipping! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: There is state cruise shipping, absolutely. Cruise shipping is on fire. 

There are those great announcements, particularly in regional Western Australia, about school and hospital 
maintenance contracts going directly to small businesses and tradies—schools particularly. That is on the back of 
that great little policy initiative that allows schools to contract locally, direct to market. What a great initiative that 
has been to support small business. In fact, we are the party of small business. It was a Labor government that 
established the Small Business Development Corporation. We are the party of small business—whether it is 
tourism, manufacturing or fabrication, every tradesman — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, minister, thank you! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: We are the party of small business. Every tradesman is looking forward to those contracts 
coming out in the school maintenance program, an initiative of this government. I could go on and on about the 
great outcomes. 

The Keystart initiative in July was great; it was a fantastic initiative. What did we hear the Minister for Housing 
talk about today? The direct consequence of that was 306 new applications from people who would not have been 
eligible for Keystart under the old provisions, with 70 per cent of them moving directly into new housing contracts. 
In an environment in which things could be much better on the national and international fronts, this government 
is working in a very positive way, with an outstanding Treasurer on the one hand managing the state’s finances, 
looking at our expense management, looking at our revenue management, understanding the risks, and on the other 
delivering positive programs to take the state forward. We talk positively on this side, but we also act positively. 
We roll up our sleeves and we get into it. I know what happens on the opposition side. The Liberal Party goes into 
a town and talks the place down. I bet if I measured retail expenditure after a visit from the Liberal Party, it would 
be down. The Liberal Party talks a place down and everybody runs home and puts their money under the bed! We 
need to have people out there doing things and having confidence in our state, because it is a great state. It is a great 
state, and this government will continue to support that state into the future. Housing is a national issue, but we 
are doing something about it with Keystart, and we are seeing some positive benefits in relation to that. 

Our state also has probably some of the biggest capital works expenditure on roads, particularly in regional WA. 
I am benefiting from that in my electorate. I am seeing that with construction of the outer ring road. It is a great 
partnership with the commonwealth—a great partnership with our friends over east. It is a great partnership, because 
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our government had the nous to talk sensibly to our federal colleagues and to take a clear business proposition 
with a good due diligence case sitting behind it. What did the former Premier have to do with due diligence? He 
did not have a lot according to the Langoulant report. We took that forward, and time and again we are getting 
good outcomes. 

The thing standing out there, the one that we need to see an outcome on, and I call on members opposite, is the 
maintenance of Collins-class submarines in WA. The opposition needs to get behind the whole defence agenda, 
support the state, back the state and get into it. Support it! Does the opposition support it? Does the member for 
Nedlands support it? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Of course we do. 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Does the member for Dawesville support it? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Of course we do, we are on team WA! 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Then opposition members should get on to their federal colleagues and drive hard. Get behind 
our advertising campaign. We need the jobs. We need to continue to grow the jobs, because we are about 
diversification, we are about manufacturing, we are about creating a shipbuilding industry, so let us get behind 
manufacturing. Opposition members should get behind manufacturing and talk to their federal colleagues—talk 
to them sensibly and calmly. Do not let the member for Cottesloe talk to them! Choose someone who is a bit more 
contemporary in their ideas and outlook. That would be helpful. Opposition members should work up their 
business cases and get on board with team WA, and stop being negative about the contribution we are making to 
the state’s future and about a Treasurer who has turned the state’s finances around through a clear plan and solid 
discipline. He has put discipline back into government, put discipline back into the way that we approve projects, 
put discipline back into expenditure and looked to maximise revenue streams in a sensible way that does not have 
a profound impact on the future of Western Australia in a negative way, which is what the opposition wants to see. 
The opposition just wants to see negativity, and we are about a positive outlook for the future of Western Australia. 
That is what the McGowan Labor government stands for. It does not matter whether it is in mines or petroleum, it 
does not matter whether it is in manufacturing, it does not matter whether it is in tourism—it is across the board. 
We are looking after the interests of Western Australia. We are about looking after the interests of mums and dads, 
and not only the mums and dads but their kids, into the future. That is what we are about. We will have a strong 
commitment to education, a strong commitment to health, a strong commitment to jobs growth and a very, very 
strong commitment to managing the state’s finances. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: Clearly, people want to hear more, so I shall — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I want to hear more! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: How is Bunbury? 

Mr D.T. PUNCH: I have to say that Bunbury is optimistic. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________  
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

SHARKS — SURF LIFE SAVING WA 
5315. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer to the State Government’s shark mitigation strategy and Surf Life Saving WA helicopter aerial patrol service 
in Perth and the South West, and I ask: 
(a) What conditions, requirements or obligations related to local (Western Australian) content does the 

Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development require of Surf Life Saving WA for the 
provision of this service; 

(b) Does the McGowan Government require Surf Life Saving WA to comply with the Western Australian 
Jobs Act 2017 for the provision of this service; 

(c) Does the McGowan Government require Surf Life Saving WA to prioritise awarding of contracts to local 
Western Australian business for the provision of this service; and 

(d) If no to (a) (b) or (c): 
(i) Why not; and 
(ii) Are there any plans to change this? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:  
(a) None. 
(b) No, the Government provides a grant to Surf Life Saving WA (SLSWA) for the provision of its beach 

safety program. The Western Australian Jobs Act 2017 (WA Jobs Act) does not apply to grants. 
(c) No. 
(d) (i) Government provides a grant to Surf Life Saving WA (SLSWA) for the provision of its beach 

safety services including coastal surveillance. We value this partnership and the services 
provided. 
The procurement of the helicopter contract for metropolitan and south-western coastal 
surveillance is undertaken by SLSWA based on its operational requirements and grant and 
sponsorship responsibilities. 

(ii) The Government has recently renewed its grant agreement with SLSWA on similar terms to 
those that have operated for many years including under the former Liberal–National Government. 
HEALTH — SOUTH WEST REGIONAL PALLIATIVE CARE SERVICE 

5382. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5055, and ask: 
(a) Does the Minister’s response refer to the South West Regional Palliative Care Service for the entire 

South West Region, or South West Regional Palliative Care Service – Coastal (Busselton, Margaret River, 
Augusta); and 

(b) Can the Minister please provide a breakdown of figures for South West Regional Palliative Care Service – 
Coastal (Busselton, Margaret River, Augusta)? 

Mr R.H. Cook replied: 
I am advised: 
(a) The response refers to the South West Regional Palliative Care Service for the entire South West Region. 
(b) (i) Number of patient deaths – South West Coastal Palliative Care Service (total) for the period 

14 June 2017 to 22 November 2018 is 131. 
(ii) Number of patient deaths – South West Coastal Palliative Care Service – at home for the period 

14 June 2017 to 22 November 2018 is 36. 
(iii) Number of patient deaths – South West Coastal Palliative Care Service – Busselton Health 

Campus Hospice Unit for the period 01 July 2017 to 31 December 2018 are 70. 
Note that common data systems are not in place to record information on patient deaths across the 
inpatient and home settings, and historically data has been manually collected. Aggregate figures have 
been provided on the basis that data collection timeframes do not align with the time periods requested 
in the QON 5055. 
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Additionally; (ii) + (iii) does not equal (i) due to: 
The slight difference in timeframes, and  
There are situations where patient death occurs outside of the region or for example at SJOG, 
and this information is not captured.  

TRANSPORT — TOW TRUCK INDUSTRY 
5400. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the WA tow truck industry, and the WA Today article on 23 July 2019 “Net closing on rogue tow truck 
drivers as Saffioti pledges action”, and I ask: 
(a) Was the Minister referring to the Tow Truck Regulations Proposed Updates (2017) or will the new 

regulations be wider reaching than this; 
(b) Which State or Territory will Western Australia’s new regulations be modelled on, or most aligned with; 
(c) What are the key changes for the WA tow truck industry and WA drivers that the new regulations will include; 
(d) Will the new regulations include: 

(i) An Industry Code of Conduct; 
(ii) Maximum tow and storage fees; 
(iii) Regulation of call-out fees and charges for separate activities incidental to the towing service 

such as administration fees; 
(iv) Requirements for annual or regular inspections of tow trucks; 
(v) Requirements for tow truck drivers to obtain accreditation and/or undertake education and training; 
(vi) Requirements for tow trucks to take the most direct route; and 
(vii) Regulation of spotters fees, commissions or chase cars; 

(e) How and when will the Minister consult with the tow truck industry on the new regulations; 
(f) When will the new regulations be drafted; and 
(g) When is it anticipated the new regulations will come into effect? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) This referred to regulatory amendments to the Road Traffic (Vehicles) Regulations 2014. 
(b) They will not be modelled on, nor aligned to, another State or Territory’s regulatory framework. 
(c)–(d) Further information can be detailed in due course. 
(e) In 2017 DoT undertook public consultation to review proposed updates to Part 12 – Tow Trucks and Towed 

Vehicles of the Regulations, including material developed by the Tow Truck Technical Advisory Committee. 
(f)–(g) DoT has commenced work to facilitate the drafting of the regulatory amendments. 

TRANSPORT — TOW TRUCK INDUSTRY 
5401. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to the WA tow truck industry, and the WA Today article on 23 July 2019 “Net closing on rogue tow truck 
drivers as Saffioti pledges action”, and I ask: 
(a) What role or responsibility does Consumer Protection have in the development and drafting of the new 

regulations; 
(b) Which State or Territory will Western Australia’s new regulations be modelled on, or most aligned with; 
(c) What are the key changes for the WA tow truck industry and WA drivers that the new regulations will include; 
(d) Will the new regulations include: 

(i) An Industry Code of Conduct; 
(ii) Maximum tow and storage fees; 
(iii) Regulation of call-out fees and charges for separate activities incidental to the towing service 

such as administration fees; 
(iv) Requirements for annual or regular inspections of tow trucks; 
(v) Requirements for tow truck drivers to obtain accreditation and/or undertake education and training; 
(vi) Requirements for tow trucks to take the most direct route; and 
(vii) Regulation of spotters fees, commissions or chase cars; 
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(e) How and when will the Minister consult with the tow truck industry on the new regulations; 

(f) When will the new regulations be drafted; and 

(g) When is it anticipated the new regulations will come into effect? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 

(a) Consumer Protection is not responsible for the development and drafting of the new Regulations. 

(b)–(g) The Regulations referred to fall within the Minister for Transport’s portfolio of responsibility. 

TRANSPORT — TOW TRUCK INDUSTRY 

5402. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Commerce: 

I refer to the WA tow truck industry, and the WA Today article on 23 July 2019 “Net closing on rogue tow truck 
drivers as Saffioti pledges action”, and I ask: 

(a) Has the proposal by the Commissioner for Consumer Protection to partially transfer regulatory responsibility 
for the towing industry, from the Department of Transport to Consumer Protection, in matters directly 
affecting consumers in their dealings with tow truck operators been received by the Minister? If yes, on 
what date was it received; 

(b) Has the proposal by the Commissioner for Consumer Protection to partially transfer regulatory responsibility 
for the towing industry, from the Department of Transport to Consumer Protection, in matters directly 
affecting consumers in their dealings with tow truck operators been approved by the State Government? 
If yes, on what date was it approved; 

(c) If yes to (b) what are the changes and when do they come into effect; and 

(d) Will the Minister table the proposal or paper which outlines the partial transfer of regulatory responsibility 
for the towing industry from the Department of Transport to Consumer Protection? If not, why not? 

Mr J.R. Quigley replied: 

(a) No, no formal proposal has been made to the Minister for Commerce as yet. 

(b) Consumer Protection is developing an options paper. At this point no formal proposal has been made to 
the Minister for Commerce; or to the State Government. 

(c)–(d) Not applicable. 

METRONET — ELLENBROOK RAIL LINE 

5404. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the Morley–Ellenbrook rail line, and I ask: 

(a) What is the Benefit Cost Ratio of the project; 

(b) What are the annual operating costs of the project for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation; and 

(c) What is the cost of the annual operating subsidy for this line for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 

(a)–(c) The BCR and operating costs are currently under development. 

METRONET — ELLENBROOK RAIL LINE 

5405. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the Morley–Ellenbrook rail line, and I ask: 

(a) What are the estimated daily passenger boardings at each station on the Morley–Ellenbrook rail in the 
first financial year of operation; 

(b) What are the estimated daily passenger boardings at each station on the Morley–Ellenbrook rail in 2031; 

(c) What is the estimated population of the catchment area for the Morley–Ellenbrook rail in in the first 
financial year of operation; 
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(d) What is the estimated population of the catchment area for the Morley–Ellenbrook rail in 2031; 

(e) What suburbs are included in the catchment area for the Morley–Ellenbrook rail; and 

(f) Does the modelling for Morley–Ellenbrook rail assume full development of the catchment area suburbs 
listed in (e)? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a)–(b) Patronage forecasts are currently being finalised. 

(c)–(d) Population forecasts are currently being finalised. 

(e) Key suburbs include Ellenbrook, Whiteman Park, Henley Brook, Dayton, West Swan, Brabham, 
Bennett Springs, Malaga, Landsdale, Alexander Heights, Ballajura, Noranda, Beechboro, Kiara, Lockridge, 
Morley and Bayswater. 

(f) Modelling for Morley–Ellenbrook rail is currently being finalised. 

METRONET — THORNLIE–COCKBURN LINK 

5406. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Thornlie–Cockburn Link, and I ask: 

(a) What is the benefit–cost ratio of the project; 

(b) What are the annual operating costs of the project for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation; and 

(c) What is the cost of the annual operating subsidy for this line for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Refer to the publicly available summary PDP. 

(b)–(c) Operating costs and subsidies are being determined. 

METRONET — YANCHEP RAIL EXTENSION 

5407. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Yanchep Rail Extension, and I ask: 

(a) What is the benefit–cost ratio of the project; 

(b) What are the annual operating costs of the project for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation; and 

(c) What is the cost of the annual operating subsidy for this line for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Refer to publicly available summary PDP. 

(b)–(c) Operating costs and subsidies are being determined. 

METRONET — BYFORD RAIL EXTENSION 

5408. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Byford Rail Extension, and I ask: 

(a) What is the benefit–cost ratio of the project; 

(b) What are the annual operating costs of the project for: 

(i) the first financial year of operation; and 

(ii) the first four financial years of operation; and 
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(c) What is the cost of the annual operating subsidy for this line for: 
(i) the first financial year of operation; and 
(ii) the first four financial years of operation? 

Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a)–(c) Business case development is currently underway. Further information will be available at this project 

progresses. 
METRONET — YANCHEP RAIL EXTENSION 

5409. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the Yanchep Rail Extension, and I ask: 
(a) What are the estimated daily passenger boardings at each station on the Yanchep Rail Extension in the 

first financial year of operation; 
(b) What are the estimated daily passenger boardings at each station on the Yanchep Rail Extension in 2031; 
(c) What is the estimated population of the catchment area for the Yanchep Rail Extension in the first 

financial year of operation; 
(d) What is the estimated population of the catchment area for the Yanchep Rail Extension in 2031; 
(e) What suburbs are included in the catchment area for the Yanchep Rail Extension; and 
(f) Does the modelling for the Yanchep Rail Extension rail assume full development of the catchment area 

suburbs listed in (e)? 
Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) Alkimos – 1,590; Eglinton – 1,645; Yanchep – 2,030 
(b)–(d) Refer to publicly available summary PDP. 
(e) Suburbs include: Yanchep; Eglinton; Alkimos/Butler; Two Rocks 
(f) The modelling accounts for forecast annual incremental development and growth over the assessment 

period within the catchment area 
STATE DEVELOPMENT, JOBS AND TRADE — OUR PRIORITIES — JOBS 

5412. Mr D.T. Redman to the Premier; Minister for Public Sector Management; State Development, Jobs 
and Trade; Federal–State Relations: 

I refer to the Premier’s response to Question Without Notice No. 531, and the 40,000 jobs which the Premier states 
have been created since launching the “our priorities” plan, and ask: 
(a) Can the Premier advise where the 40,000 jobs have been created; 
(b) What percentage of that figure is in relation to jobs in the public sector; 
(c) What percentage of those jobs have been created in the regions and where in the regions were they created; 

and 
(d) Can the Premier confirm that transferring public servants on contracts or casual staff into permanent 

positions is not counted in the total jobs created, that he is referring to in the above? 
Mr M. McGowan replied:  
(a)–(d) At the time the Member asked his original question, Western Australia had seen an increase of more than 

40,000 employed persons in annual average employment numbers counted by the Australian Bureau 
of Statistics (ABS) since the McGowan Government was elected. The Member will be pleased to know 
that that figure has now risen to 56,000 employed persons, according to the latest figures just released 
in September. 
ABS Labour Force data shows the annual average of employed persons has increased from 1,303 million 
in 2016/17 to 1,344 million in 2018/19. This includes an increase of 12,182 employed persons recorded 
in the period 2017/18 to 2018/19. 
In regional WA, employment numbers have increased from 313,894 to 324,258 over the period 2016/17 
to 2018/19. 
The ABS measure for the jobs targets identifies the number of people in employment as a total and not 
by specific industry. The ABS data used for the measure does not break down by individual regional areas. 
Staff on contract or casual staff are already included in ABS definitions of ‘employed person’ and any 
transfer to permanency would not be included in the total number of people counted. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 October 2019] 7839 

 

PLANNING — BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT — MT HELENA 

5439. Mr D.T. Redman to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
I refer to the Mt Helena Urban Precinct Development in the Shire of Mundaring, and ask: 

(a) Has the Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) been asked to endorse a bushfire management 
plan for the proposed development: 

(i) If so, when did this occur and did DFES support the plan; and 

(ii) If not, has DFES been engaged in a bushfire management planning process for this development; 
and 

(b) How many bushfire management plans has DFES been asked to endorse since March 2017: 

(i) Of these, how many were endorsed by DFES; and 

(ii) Of those not endorsed, what were the reasons for not endorsing them? 

Mr F.M. Logan replied:  
(a) DFES is not a decision maker and does not endorse or reject bushfire management plans. DFES is 

a referral agency and has an advisory role in the planning process. DFES has been asked to provide advice 
on the bushfire management plan for the proposed development – the Metropolitan Region Scheme 
Amendment 1277/57 Mount Helena Urban Precinct. 

(i) DFES provided advice on two different revisions of the bushfire management plan on 
16 September 2016 and 23 January 2017. 

(ii) Not applicable. 

(b) DFES is not a decision maker and does not endorse or reject bushfire management plans. DFES has 
provided advice on 1,476 bushfire management plans from 1 January 2017 to 18 September 2019. Some 
of these were different versions of the bushfire management plan for the same proposed development. 

(i) DFES does not endorse bushfire management plans. 

(ii) There are a variety of reasons for not supporting a bushfire management plan. These include, 
not complying with the policy measures in State Planning Policy 3.7 Planning in Bushfire Prone 
Areas, not complying with the Bushfire Protection Criteria contained in the Guidelines for 
Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas, and not enough information provided in the bushfire 
management plan to undertake a full assessment. If required, DFES will provide ongoing advice 
on bushfire management plans for a proposed development. 

__________ 
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