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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 12 June on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 2664A–D 
(budget papers 2019–20) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 9 May 2019. 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [11.30 am]: I would like to say a few words about this year’s 
budget and note the related tabled papers that were tabled on 9 May. In the very first instance, I wholeheartedly 
endorse the various comments made by members on this side of the house, including National Party and crossbench 
members, in their contributions on this year’s budget and the performance of the McGowan Labor government or, 
rather, its lack of performance. 

It appears to me that a hallmark of Labor governments generally is that they are always quick to put out a press release 
and take credit for something they did not commence or even support when they were in opposition, and have an 
innate ability to rewrite history to suit themselves. It was a hallmark of the former Gallop and Carpenter governments, 
which I witnessed firsthand during my first term in this place, and it is a hallmark of this current government, and this 
current budget is no exception. We see in both this budget and press releases that are continually put out by this 
government—it is very good at putting out press statements and I will reflect on one a bit later—and we hear in other 
forums words such as “planning for” and “committed to”, but when we drill down, we find that very little has 
actually been achieved by this government. In fact, most of its glory pages are about works that were commenced 
or funded by the former Liberal government. I find it interesting that the government is very happy to always 
criticise us. Members opposite are—Hon Peter Collier has mentioned this on numerous occasions—fixated with 
the former Liberal government and blame it for everything, yet they are very happy to stand there with scissors 
and cut the red ribbon on a whole range of projects across the length and breadth of this state. 

I go back to the point that much of the work within this term of government is focused on “planning for” or being 
“committed to”, and I want to take a couple of examples from the East Metropolitan Region. There are plenty of 
others, and I have quite a bit of information that I want to go through today, but my time is obviously limited. The 
first relates to the Midland train station relocation. This is something that I have mentioned in this place before 
and, indeed, during a similar debate a couple of years ago. It is always helpful to look back and see how much 
progress has been made over that time. By way of background, it was a clear election commitment by the then 
Labor opposition prior to the last election that $79 million would be allocated for the relocation of the Midland train 
station, with construction starting in this term of government. That was clear; it was unequivocal. If we fast forward 
to the first budget of the McGowan government, I asked a series of questions during the budget estimates process. 
I sought advice from the Public Transport Authority, as well as from the minister representing the Minister for 
Transport, on both that funding commitment that had been given prior to the election and the anticipated 
construction timetable. The advice I received was that only $2 million of a $28 million allocation had been set 
aside for planning, with the remaining funds going to the purchase of land at Bellevue. I want to quote the Hansard 
of the estimates hearing dated 18 October 2017. Hon Stephen Dawson said in part — 

This project has not been properly funded yet, and until we know what it is going to cost we cannot tell 
you exactly what the figure will be at the end of the day. 

I then asked — 

So the minister therefore cannot tell me when construction is going to commence? 

He responded by saying — 

No; my advice is that we cannot tell you that at this stage. 

There was further back and forth between me and the minister and the departmental advisers, and then I said — 

Just so I am clear, only a very small percentage of that $101 million is earmarked for Midland train 
station. That will go nowhere near to the original commitment by the then Labor opposition of $79 million 
for the relocation of Midland train station. That is not in the budget. 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied — 

Mr Kannis, can I ask you to respond? 

Mr Kannis responded — 

There is no capital cost in the forward estimates or in that $100 million for the relocation of Midland 
station. 
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I accept that this is a significant project. It has been a longstanding project across various governments; 
I understand that. However, it is clear that the commitment of funds is actually unclear, even now, and that any 
form of construction before the end of this government’s term is highly unlikely. I point to the fact that on page 551 
of budget paper No 2 under the heading “Metronet—New Stations and Existing Station Upgrades”, it states — 

$83.9 million will be spent on new stations and upgrading existing stations. Of this, $35.8 million will be 
spent on planning and preliminaries for new stations ($24.3 million in 2019–20). Planning will be 
undertaken for a new station on the Mandurah line and for the relocation of the Midland station to the 
Midland town centre. 

That is what it says in the budget. The Metronet webpage—it is always helpful to get an update from there—refers 
to the Midland station project and under the heading “Planning”; it states — 

Government will receive a Project Definition Plan for Midland in 2020 with the project’s proposed details 
to enable an investment decision. 

Two years on, there is absolutely no clarity. The government will say that there is, but there is no clarity based on 
the information that is publicly available. 

Another example is the Swan Valley Planning Act. At page 609 of budget paper No 2, it states — 

The review of the Swan Valley Planning Framework will lead to the preparation of a new Bill and 
planning framework that protects the region’s attributes. 

Back in 2017, the Minister for Planning put out a press release that stated that the McGowan government would 
“prioritise a solution”, but this has not occurred. There was a review, at the request of the minister, of the 
Swan Valley Planning Act by Hon John Kobelke, and that was released last year. Back in June 2018, in a press 
statement titled “Swan Valley planning framework review released for comment”, the minister again stated — 

The State Government will consider the report and feedback in determining its final plan for the Swan Valley. 

Then there was a direct quote from the minister — 

“I intend to present the State Government’s response to the report by September 30.” 

That was 30 September 2018. We then found out via an article in the local paper that the date for the response to 
the report to come back would be November 2018. I asked a question in this place on 10 April this year in relation 
to the status of that. The question was — 

(1) Has the government finalised its response to the Swan Valley planning review undertaken by 
John Kobelke, JP? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the minister table a copy … and, if not, why not? 

(3) If no to (1), when will the government response be finalised … 

(4) Does the minister intend to introduce a bill to amend or replace the Swan Valley Planning Act 1995 
with a new planning framework for the Swan Valley this year; and, if yes, when; and, if not, 
why not? 

The minister did her usual political response, but then said — 

The recommendations from the current Swan Valley review process are being considered and a formal 
response is being prepared. Any legislative change required will be progressed as soon as practicable. 

I do not know about you, Mr Acting President, but I take it from that answer that the minister was saying that there 
was no date; that it was just being prepared. The minister also would not confirm whether the government would 
introduce a bill to amend the act or replace it with a new planning framework this year; she simply said that any 
legislative change required would be progressed as soon as practicable. As the minister has a wont to do, she will 
no doubt continue to blame the previous government. But she has been planning minister for over two years. It is 
time she took responsibility for this matter. She needs to finalise the government’s response to the review as soon 
as possible and, to use her words, prioritise a solution. 

More generally, we continue to see issues with the delivery of frontline services across our state by this 
government. Health is an example. We have seen record ambulance ramping, with the last two weeks recording 
the highest level of ramping in history. I understand that during the week of 27 May to 2 June, ambulance ramping 
reached 1 056.9 hours, which is a record for ambulance ramping since the McGowan government took office. On 
one day, ambulances were ramped for at least 234.7 hours, which is an all-time high. 

This budget also contained announcements on King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women. Some funding—around 
$3 million—is to be provided for the commencement of planning for the co-location and integration of women’s 
health services at King Edward Memorial Hospital to the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre. We also know from 
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reports, particularly through the media, that the government has stated that it expects construction of a new women’s 
hospital will begin in the next term of the McGowan government. As a former patient of King Edward Memorial 
Hospital, I strongly support that decision, but it needs to be made a priority now and not left to a future government 
and a future term. King Edward Memorial Hospital is, of course, the state’s largest maternity hospital. However, 
some might not be aware that its neonatal care unit cares for more than 3 000 preterm and sick infants—more than 
3 000 little babies—every year. I was not aware of this at the time, but I have since learnt that King Edward 
Memorial Hospital has the largest neonatal care unit in the Southern Hemisphere. Western Australians should be 
incredibly proud that we have a first-class neonatal unit operating in this state.  
Members may know—newer ones may not, but I do not intend to go through it in great detail now—that I had 
a very difficult pregnancy with my second child and spent some time away from this chamber. I spent some time 
at King Edward Memorial Hospital, both for the birth and after Harry’s arrival, but also for periods in the lead-up 
to his birth. King Edward Memorial Hospital has absolutely amazing staff. They are calm, professional and caring. 
The medical and nursing staff are highly skilled and have specialist qualities. As I have said on other occasions in 
this place and will always say, they were simply amazing, because they provide amazing care. However, there is 
no doubt that the conditions staff work under are not ideal, to say the least. The reality is that the hospital is over 
100 years old. That is equally true for patients, some of whom can spend months as inpatients at the hospital. 
I know the conditions. I have seen some of the conditions firsthand. In fact, I raised some of these concerns with 
health service staff. I simply hope that this is not a false promise by this government. We cannot just have a plan 
for a plan. Our government had a strong record on health. We built and refurbished hospitals in both metropolitan 
and regional WA. In supporting the proposal that has been put forward, I say that it must be made a priority. I hope 
the government will make it one. 
I turn now to the education portfolio. Since Labor came to government, the Minister for Education and Training 
has clearly brought a few issues upon herself. The first, of course, was with respect to Perth Modern School. That 
did not end well for her but it certainly ended well for the students and staff of Perth Modern School and their 
families. This time last year, we were in the midst of a debate on the minister’s completely unsellable education 
cuts. At the time, the minister was holding fast to her decision to close Moora Residential College, in spite of the 
massive protests underway within both the Moora community from students and staff, and, indeed, the wider 
Western Australian community. It touched a chord with people right across this state. Equally, there was no 
appetite by this government to reverse other cuts. There were lots of other cuts. We should all remember that when 
the minister first made her announcement back in December of the previous year, she announced only a few of 
them. In fact, it took me about three weeks of questioning in this place for her to finally reveal the exact detail. It 
was not a lot of detail, but we finally got a table of the list of cuts. The minister never put all those cuts in any of 
the press releases she put out on the changes she was putting forward. Equally, there was no appetite by the 
government to reverse cuts relating to Herdsman Lake Wildlife Centre. I have spent a lot of time talking about that 
wonderful centre, which I visited again recently. There were also cuts to the agricultural education farms provision 
trust fund, Landsdale Farm School, camp schools and community kindergartens. Fast-forward another 12 months 
and where are we? Thankfully—albeit the minister did not put out the press statement; the Premier had to—the 
government begrudgingly accepted commonwealth funding to keep Moora Residential College open.  
Hon Darren West: Member, it wasn’t begrudgingly. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It was. 
Hon Darren West: It was not. It was welcomed. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We will go back and have a look at some of the comments on that. The fact is that 
it has remained open, and that is a good thing. I hope Hon Darren West would also say it is a good thing. Am 
I hearing him? Was it a good thing? 
Hon Darren West: Yes, but it wasn’t begrudging. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Good, excellent. I am pleased that the member has said that. 
However, others were not so lucky. The government no longer has day-to-day management of Landsdale Farm 
School or the camp schools, with the exception of one. Herdsman Lake Wildlife Centre continues to operate — 
A member interjected. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes, I will take Hon Alison Xamon’s interjection; it is a good interjection. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Hon Alison Xamon, if you are going to interject, I suggest 
you be in your chair at the appropriate moment. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am sure she was in her chair when I accepted that interjection! 
Nonetheless — 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 13 June 2019] 

 p4158a-4165a 
Hon Donna Faragher 

 [4] 

Hon Darren West interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, Hon Darren West! Hon Donna Faragher has the call. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: However, it is operating on a shoestring, and there is no long-term funding 
commitment or arrangement in place. Therefore, I agree with Hon Alison Xamon: its future remains precarious. 
I do not think that is something anyone wants, because it is an amazing centre that supports thousands of students 
every year. It is run by a small team and a range of volunteers, and it is part of the Western Australian Gould 
League, which actually celebrates its eightieth anniversary this year. 
Then, of course, there are the community kindergartens. I like talking about community kindergartens. They might 
be small in number, but they are nonetheless important. Community kindergartens have long been recognised as 
an acceptable alternative to school-based kindergarten programs, and they are a choice that many families take. 
The Liberal Party supports that; we support all schools and we support community kindies. 
The Minister for Education and Training will say that she is not about closing community kindergartens and that 
they just need to increase their enrolments. That is a false argument. If that were the case, why were they included in 
the minister’s original budget cuts? I refer to a letter that was sent by the Department of Education to a community 
kindergarten, dated 13 December 2017—the date that the minister put out the first statement about the education 
cuts. It states — 

As you would be aware, the State Government has committed to budget repair measures to deliver 
sustainable growth and an operating surplus by 2020–21 The Government has indicated that all parts of 
the community will contribute to this endeavour, including government agencies. 
The Department of Education has carefully assessed all activities and expenditure to ensure it provides 
services more efficiently, focuses on whole of government objectives and delivers cost savings to assist 
with the State budget. 
I am writing to advise that a decision has been made to increase the enrolment threshold required for 
community kindergartens to attract staff and operational funding from the Department. The threshold will 
increase from 10 to 16 age-eligible enrolees and take effect for the 2019 school year. 

Quite clearly, the increase in the enrolment threshold was directly related to the government’s budget cuts and 
bottom line. It is a decision that will potentially impact on a number of smaller community kindergartens, which, 
I might say, are by and large in the East Metropolitan Region—my electorate. I appreciate that last year—after 
significant questioning and a range of calls from community kindergartens—the minister provided an exemption 
to those that fell short of the threshold. I am not sure whether the minister will be that kind this year. 
These kindergartens deliver the school curriculum, much like any other kindy, but generally within a setting that 
is purpose-built for kindy kids and has a very strong focus on play-based learning. Play-based learning and its role 
in the early years is very much increasing in prominence. That is one of the key reasons that parents choose 
a community kindergarten for their children. That is not to say that other kindergartens, in school-based settings, 
do not use play-based learning; they certainly do, and many do so to very good effect. They effectively balance 
the differences between play-based and explicit learning. 
I asked a question of the minister this week about the work on play-based learning that had been undertaken by 
her parliamentary secretary, who is in the house today. She referred to a document that was released in March this 
year titled, “Importance of Play-based Learning”, which I found on the Department of Education’s website after 
that question was asked. It is a four-page document and it states — 

Your child is naturally curious. 
They want to know about the world around them. Right from birth, children are learning. They do this by 
watching and listening, moving, talking, feeling, exploring and questioning; by interacting with people, other 
children, animals, objects and spaces indoors and outdoors, around the home, and when you are out and about. 
In other words, your child learns through play. 
Children’s first teachers are their families. The daily interactions and experiences you share with your 
child is how they learn about their world, their culture and family. When children are little, a lot of these 
interactions involve play. 
Play is an essential part of every child’s learning. When children are playing, they are building their 
knowledge, skills and attitudes for lifelong learning. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Honourable members, there is a dull roar of conversation echoing around the chamber 
that is making it difficult for me to hear the member on her feet. Could you keep it to a minimum. Hon Donna Faragher 
has the call. 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I will go back; I am not quite sure where I finished 
there. It states — 

Play is an essential part of every child’s learning. When children are playing, they are building their 
knowledge, skills and attitudes for lifelong learning. When children start school they bring all they have 
learned with them. Their teachers seek to build on these skills, interests and knowledge using the same 
vehicle for learning that works so well at home — 
PLAY! 

I agree; I absolutely agree, and the parliamentary secretary to the Minister for Education and Training will agree, 
because I understand that this might well be her document. The parliamentary secretary visited a number of schools 
and met with a number of stakeholders, and that is a very good thing. I have to say, though, that in spite of the fact 
that play-based learning is a key centrepiece of community kindergartens, the parliamentary secretary, in all of her 
consultations, did not bother to consult with the Community Kindergartens Association or visit any of the 
community kindergartens in this state. Actually, I doubt very much that the minister has ever visited a community 
kindergarten since she became minister, either. 
I think there has been a lack of consultation by the government. It would have been appropriate to include 
community kindergartens and the association in the consultations. There is a vast list of people that the government 
consulted with, but the fact is that community kindergartens receive government funding and staffing support. 
I would have thought it would have been a great opportunity for the government, in addition to visiting a range of 
other schools and talking to a range of other people, to take the time, as I have done, to visit a community 
kindergarten. I say to the minister, who I appreciate is out of the chamber on urgent parliamentary business, that 
I will continue to strongly support community kindergartens. I strongly support public education in this state. 
I support all education in this state. I also strongly support community kindergartens. As I said, they might be small 
in number but over the past year or so, I have met many families, parents and students who very much value these 
community kindergartens and what they bring to their areas. I expect that a bit of noise will continue if the minister 
tries to close down any community kindergartens simply because they fall a little short of the enrolment numbers. 
Turning to the education budget more generally, I note the funding commitments both in this coming financial 
year and in the forward estimates. However, I want to reflect on the end of last year and the bilateral agreement 
that the government signed with the commonwealth. The government made a decision to reduce its funding 
contribution to public schools as part of that agreement. 
[Interruption.] 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: There seem to be some gremlins in the air today, honourable members. Although 
I am not casting aspersions, it might be a good time to remind members that if their phone is not on silent, it should 
not be in the chamber. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It is definitely Thursday. Everything tends to go a bit haywire. 
The bilateral agreement did see a record increase in commonwealth education funding flow to Western Australia. That 
was duly noted by the government and the opposition. However, back in December, the McGowan government also 
took the opportunity to progressively reduce its funding contribution by around 10 per cent between 2018 and 2023. 
As a result of the agreement, the state will progressively reduce its funding contribution to public schools—I am 
talking about the school resource standard—to the minimum level that has been set or required by the commonwealth. 
In answers to questions without notice last year, the minister avoided, and she will continue to avoid, answering 
direct questions about state funding, even though the Treasurer confirmed at the time that there would be 
a reduction in state funding. Put simply, the government took advantage of the commonwealth’s increased funding 
by reducing its own. It was not even prepared to say that it would maintain a funding contribution higher than the 
minimum level, as had been the case in previous years across other governments, including our own. It would not 
even confirm whether schools would be better off in real terms over the life of the agreement. That happened in 
December. So much for the Labor Party’s commitment to public education! 
Equally, I want to say—I think I mentioned this at the beginning of my contribution—that I am a little tired of the 
government’s press statements that take credit for decisions made by the former Liberal government or give the 
impression that something is being done when, in fact, at the moment, they are just words. It may well become 
a reality, but we are unclear. I will give one very recent example. A joint press statement was released by 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan, Hon Sue Ellery and Hon Dave Kelly titled “Education initiative to raise primary 
industries profile” dated 28 May 2019. It states — 

The McGowan Government is driving a major initiative to showcase the diversity of careers across 
agriculture, fisheries, fibre, forestry and food sectors to thousands of Western Australian secondary 
school students. 
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The PRIMED project will provide students and educators with a better understanding of the careers 
available across primary industries, many of which are in the emerging sectors. 
The McGowan Government will invest $5 million over five years in PRIMED, and is now looking to 
partner with industry to take this innovative project forward. 

On face value, this program appears to have merit—absolutely. We require diversity in options and opportunities 
for students to consider future career paths, particularly in these sectors. Absolutely, it has merit. It is a little 
cute, though, given the fact that last year the government made cuts to regional education, including to 
agricultural colleges. That matter is conveniently forgotten. With that in mind, I asked the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food in this place a little more about the project. I was quite genuinely interested because it 
was a bit unclear from the press statement what the project would involve. I also had a couple of calls from 
people who were keen to find out more. I obviously was not at the event when the initiative was announced. 
I asked the minister some very clear questions. I asked — 

(1) Will the minister provide a breakdown of how the $5 million will be allocated? 

That question was simple enough — 

(2) Is the government expecting industry to match the $5 million investment in order for the program 
to proceed? 

(3) Will the minister table the two-page pamphlet that has been distributed to industry — 

I thank the minister for doing that. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It wasn’t a two-page pamphlet, was it? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: That is how it was described in the paper at the time. I am happy to note that it was 
a little larger than that. I then asked — 

(4) Will the minister provide more detail on the program to be delivered? 

Again, I would have thought that was a pretty simple question to answer — 

(5) Who will deliver the program to students? 

I gave the minister notice of that question. The response was a ramble. She stated — 

(1)–(5) This fantastic project has been a collaboration between the Minister for Education and Training 
and me, and our respective agencies, to deal with this issue of agricultural education. 

I accept that — 

At this point we have developed a prospectus. Once we have seen the results of that prospectus 
and the investment that will be forthcoming from the private sector, we will complete the 
business case. 

There was a bit of banter and then the minister reflected on the private sector wanting to have some skin in the 
game. I accept that that is part of the program. The minister concluded by saying — 

I am giving an answer that I believe answers the member’s question. We have a prospectus. When we see 
what the buy-in is from the private sector, we will be in a position to make detailed commitments about 
what the money is to be spent on. Obviously, we need to know what the size of the pie is going to be and 
the areas of interest from the private sector before we determine the exact composition of that program. 

After reading the press statement, I think we could reasonably expect that a program is ready to go when the 
government seeks some additional investment from the private sector. But, no, all it has is a four-page prospectus. 
It is nothing now. I hope that the minister will be able to keep us informed about the PRIMED project. I hope that 
it will deliver very good and positive outcomes. I think everyone in this house would hope that that is the case. To 
put out a press statement, though, indicating that an initiative is ready to go — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am on limited time. When I asked very straightforward questions about a program, 
I was simply told that there is a prospectus. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We wanted to have industry dialogue in terms of the development. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The minister should put out a press release that states that. She did not do that. She 
puts out press statements, like the ministerial statements she makes in this place, that do not say anything. They 
give the impression that she is doing something, but when the first element of scrutiny is put on her and she is 
asked a question, I am told it is a prospectus. It is not a program that is ready to go or that seeks additional input 
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so that we can tell the sector exactly what it is going to involve. It is simply a prospectus. Yes, the minister might 
want to speak to the sector—I accept that. The minister might even want to modify things on a whole range of 
other matters. If that is what the minister is seeking to do, I accept that, but she needs to make it plain in the press 
statements that she puts out. 

I note an additional $13 million in the state budget for preventive maintenance measures across state schools. That 
is a good allocation, but maintenance for schools will always be an issue, irrespective of who is in government. 
Although this is a good contribution, it will not be enough. I am quite sure that the minister will accept that as 
well. There is no doubt that maintenance is a key issue for both metropolitan and regional schools. There are 
obviously the day-to-day maintenance issues, but then there are the more substantive, long-term maintenance 
issues that particularly affect older schools. Many of those are in the East Metropolitan Region, particularly 
a number of the primary schools that have significant maintenance issues. Often those issues come to the fore 
around this time of year when we have bad weather and all of a sudden, a number of issues become particularly 
apparent. This problem is not confined to my electorate; it occurs across the state to varying degrees. Recently, 
I visited Hedland Senior High School, which has, of course, been the subject of significant media attention. 
Hon Jacqui Boydell touched on this matter quite extensively in her contribution on the budget papers. I recognise 
that an allocation of funds was made to deal with some immediate issues at the school. However, there is absolutely 
no doubt that further urgent works need to be undertaken on the gym, the pool, the shade areas and the toilets. 
I encourage the minister to do all that she can to ensure that further funding is provided to the school. I will be 
watching that very closely. 

In mentioning Hedland, this is an opportunity for me to raise my next issue, which is a digression. I appreciate that 
the minister is out on urgent parliamentary business, but I will raise this with her behind the Chair. I am not sure 
whether the minister is aware of the Hedland school attendance strategy. In addition to visiting the school and 
undertaking other activities, I had the opportunity to meet with representatives from Education, Police and local 
government. I want to thank them very much for taking time out of their very busy schedules to meet with me. 
Essentially, the attendance strategy is designed to address what one might call “chronic school attendance issues”. 
Hon Ken Baston is here and is aware of this strategy. Currently, around 20 or so students are picked up and bused 
to school every day. I was informed that since the commencement of this service and other supports provided as 
part of the strategy, there has been a significant increase in attendance at both the primary schools and the high 
school. In fact, a number of the students who were previously using the bus service to get to and from school are 
now regularly attending school without the need to access the bus, so there is obviously a continued benefit. As 
I understand it, the bus service costs less than $50 000 a year, or around $12 000 a term. Currently, there is funding 
for the bus until term 2 only, and that funding has been provided by the Hedland schools network. Obviously, 
those involved with the strategy are very keen to see it continue. I raise this issue in good faith, with a request that 
the minister seek some advice from her department to determine whether there is scope to provide department 
funds or some other form of support to continue providing this bus service. It is quite clear from the discussions 
that I have had that the strategy has very strong support within the community and from the agencies involved. As 
I understand it, it is the first of its kind for the community and it is making a significant and positive difference. If 
the minister is not acquainted with the attendance strategy, I sincerely ask that she be made aware of it and look at 
the issues around continuing funding for that bus. That would be welcomed by the community and those involved 
with the strategy. 

On a related matter, I want to quickly touch on the highly successful Cadets WA program. It does not fall within 
the Department of Education’s portfolio, but it is clearly involved with education given that it is a school-based 
program. As I understand it from information gleaned through estimates in the other place, a review is underway 
of Cadets WA and the way that it is funded. At the outset, I do not have an issue with a review being undertaken. 
It is always opportune for a review to be undertaken after programs have been operating for a period—that is not 
my issue. However, I will be watching this review very closely. I am a former youth minister. I was the first 
Minister for Youth of the former Barnett government. I have talked about the Cadets WA program in this place on 
many occasions. It is a program that I am strongly supportive of. It is a program that has helped thousands of young 
people for many years. It provides opportunities for young people to learn new skills and to participate in practical 
outdoor activities and a range of other things that promote teamwork, citizenship and confidence. I think that we 
would all agree that that is incredibly important. Cadets WA is not necessarily for everybody, but it offers a variety 
of opportunities and choices including not only the Army, Navy and Australian Air Force Cadets programs, which 
are very good but not necessarily what everyone wants to be part of, but also the bush ranger program and a whole 
subset of other programs that suit different interests and the like. The program was introduced in 1996 by the 
former Court Liberal government and, as I say, it has supported thousands of young people over that period.  

When I was minister during our first budget, I oversaw the first funding increase to Cadets WA since its inception. 
We were elected in 2008, so it was the budget following that, and since 1996 there had been no increase in funding 
for Cadets WA. When I was informed of that I was quite floored and I did not think it was appropriate, because 
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I know the value of Cadets WA. At the time, it was the first funding increase for the Cadets WA program in 14 years. 
I accept that a review is underway, and according to what I gleaned from the discussions via estimates in the other 
place, the results of that review will be known in good time. Cadets WA was chronically underfunded by the 
previous Labor government and I certainly do not want to see a repeat of that. I am sure Cadets WA and the people 
involved also do not want to see a repeat.  

I would like to canvass a number of issues, but time is very quickly slipping away from me so I might take the 
opportunity to raise some of those matters at another time in another debate. 

Perhaps I will end where I began. This government completely lacks transparency across a range of areas. It needs 
to do more than just put out a press statement or take credit for something it did not commence or even support, 
or rewrite it to suit itself. There is not a lot of time left for this government to actually do something. Members 
opposite are very pleased with themselves. We see that in the responses or lack of responses they give us in 
Parliament, and we see it in media statements and within the general community. Members opposite might well 
be king of the sandcastle right now, but we all know how quickly that can go—very, very quickly. When it does—
and it will—members opposite had better look out because I tell them what, one thing is very clear: the Premier 
will not be standing with them, as he will go right in the opposite direction. Members opposite do not have to 
believe me, Mr Acting President. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): I do. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Excellent—a perfect interjection, Mr Acting President! 

Members do not have to believe me; they need only look at the Premier’s performance after the Darling Range 
by-election and the federal election. I refer to the man who was front and centre here in Western Australia in both 
the Darling Range by-election and the federal election. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: On a bus. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes, on a bus. Everywhere we went, he was there. Where is the bus? Good question. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma interjected. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We saw how he performed before the elections and we saw how he performed after 
the elections. He did not want to know about it. He blamed everyone else but himself. He wanted to be front and 
centre if he had had a win, but he did not like it when he did not. Do members know what will happen when that 
time comes? From what I can see, this Premier will blame all the ministers on his front bench for not doing what 
he asked them to do, and then blame everyone else on the back bench. It will not be his fault because he does not 
accept that. That is what will happen. I say again that members opposite need to do more.  

There is not a lot of time left. I would have liked to have spoken on portfolios other than education today, including 
training and women’s interests. There are portfolios across a range of areas, front line and others, that this 
government continually shows its complete lack of ability to govern. With that, Mr Acting President, I thank you 
for allowing me to make a contribution. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
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