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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2013–14 BILL 2013 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–14 BILL 2013 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.08 pm]: Before we broke for 
question time I was describing what Professor Teese had said he thought needed to be in place in order to move 
to a new funding system. He said — 

Moving to this new approach will require a phased process … and it will be important to ensure that 
principals are well-prepared and supported to manage the transition. 

Members will have heard that I asked the Minister for Education a question during question time about how 
many Aboriginal and Islander education officer positions would be reduced and what is the projected reduction 
in those positions in 2014. The answer was 105 positions. That is not the kind of transition and support for 
principals that Professor Teese was envisaging. Indeed, the changes that I outlined earlier, for example the 
changes to the mathematical formula—the multipliers—used to apply to teaching and other full-time equivalents 
in schools will result in reductions of FTEs of the following sizes. The base allocation of teacher FTEs being 
changed from 1.5 to 1.2 FTEs will result in a FTE reduction of approximately 225. The reduction in the time 
allocation for level 3 classrooms is, we think, about 100 to 110 FTEs. The changes to the secondary multipliers 
in years 8 to 12 mean that in 2014 there will be a reduction of some 125 teaching FTEs. The reduction in school 
support program resource allocation funding—that is the pool of funds that schools use for a variety of 
programs—also has staff attached to it. Although it is not possible for us in opposition to estimate the number of 
positions, I am sure it is possible for the government to do that. But further positions will be lost as a result of the 
changes to the SSPRA funding. We also know that the School of Instrumental Music is going to lose eight FTEs. 
Because it is, if you like, a sort of outreach program, this will have a significant impact on its capacity to provide 
programs to a number of the schools that are currently receiving FTEs. 

We know from the announcement made by the minister on 20 August that 350 education assistants will be gone 
from the system and that 150 of those are EAs related to anaphylaxis. Two hundred are to be cut from K–2—that 
is, from kindy to year 2—and then an additional 150 education officers from central and regional offices, and, as 
I have just said, we have heard that there will be 105, I think it is, Aboriginal and Islander education officer 
FTEs. So, in addition to the 500 announced by the minister, these other FTEs are also impacted and reduced. I do 
not think that is what Professor Teese had in mind when he said, firstly, that the new approach to be introduced 
in 2015 needs to be phased in and, secondly, that principals need to be well prepared and supported to manage 
the transition. Principals will be dealing with schools in turmoil in 2014, because they will have a significant 
reduction in their capacity to do the things that they know they need to do to maximise educational outcomes for 
their students. At the end of August, Professor Teese made some comments in which he questioned whether 
schools would be able to switch to a new funding model if resources were cut. He is quoted as saying — 

“The question I’ve got is whether introducing these savings measures at the same time as bringing in a 
substantial change in the funding formula is a good idea,” he said. 

“It’s strange to see this happening at a time when nationally both major parties are committed to a 
substantial increase in school funding.” 

That is what Professor Teese said, and that is why I say that the message that the community was given at the 
beginning of this exercise was a dishonest one. What is happening in 2014 is not about transitioning to the new 
system. It has nothing to do with it. The long service leave levy has absolutely nothing to do with transitioning to 
a new student-centred funding model—absolutely nothing to do with it. Cutting the number of Aboriginal and 
Islander education officers has nothing to do with Teese’s model. In fact, Teese said that we need to do more to 
address the equity issues, particularly for Indigenous children. It is absolute nonsense to suggest that the cuts that 
were announced to apply in 2014 have anything at all to do with the new model of funding in 2015, and no-one 
in the sector has bought the government’s line—no-one. 

The Western Australian Council of State School Organisations is the peak body for P&Cs, school councils and 
school boards. It was asked, and it was required as part of its funding agreement, to circulate through its mailing 
system a letter to parents from the minister. It was very disappointed in that, and it issued a media release to that 
effect. Its media release of 2 September this year states — 

Western Australia’s peak parent body for public schools is disappointed with the letter from Minister 
for Education Hon. Peter Collier distributed to parents last Thursday about school funding cuts. 
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Recently, after promising there would be no cuts, the Government announced it would cut 500 jobs 
from the Education sector including Education Assistants and head and regional office staff. This 
prompted a public backlash compelling the Education Minister to write an open letter to parents. 

“Mr Collier’s assertion that the decision to cut 350 education assistants, put a freeze on teacher numbers 
and cut special resourcing funding by 30 per cent, during a period where the student population has 
increased by more than 8000 students in the last year, will ‘deliver better education for our children’ is 
completely illogical,” WA Council of State School Organisations President Kylie Catto said. 

“Reliance on the good will and professionalism of an already overworked workforce of fantastic 
administrators and teachers with fewer resources, less money and the loss of essential support staff 
cannot possibly result in any educational benefit to students.” 

“Even more alarming, the 2014 student population projection sits student numbers at well over 284,000 
students in the State School system, an increase of more than 17 000 students in two years,” Ms Catto 
said. 

“With a freeze on teacher numbers coupled with a population increase that large, this is in effect a 
substantial cut that will without a doubt affect every public school in this State.” 

“Mr Collier suggests the cuts will ensure education dollars are directed to areas of more need—we see 
individual attention for students with learning difficulties and students with life-threatening allergies as 
an area of immense need and fear that the inequity already present in our school system will worsen 
under this latest round of cuts.” 

Ms Catto urged the Premier and Education Minister to consider the value of providing a high quality 
education for WA students, who will be the next generation of productive workforce and leaders and to 
reassess their priorities for the future of WA. 

I have either met with directly face to face, talked with over the phone or had emails or other mail from parents 
of students attending public schools across the state. From Kununurra to Esperance, from safe Labor seats to safe 
Liberal seats to safe National seats across the state, the parents of students attending public schools are horrified 
by the cuts that will be made to their schools next year. They are saying to me that when they raise those issues 
with government members—local backbench government members of Parliament—those MPs are of two kinds. 
The first is those who are absolutely holding fast to the government line that this is nothing for those parents to 
be concerned about. The parents who have received that response are saying that they really do not feel they are 
being listened to by those MPs. However, by far the majority of the people I have spoken to—parents from 
across the state who have spoken with their local government MPs—are saying that those MPs are embarrassed 
and unable to put an argument to them about how any of the cuts which I have outlined and which parents have 
outlined to those MPs are going to do anything except damage the education of their children in 2014. No 
Liberal or National MP has been able to convince any of the parents from across the state whom I have spoken to 
that this has anything to do with Richard Teese’s report. I think the government needs to walk away from that 
line. It has nothing to do with Richard Teese; it has nothing to do with being a transition. It is a set of cuts by 
itself. 

Is this government going to listen to what parents are saying, because parents feel very, very strongly about the 
kind of cuts being proposed? I want to use an example of what was sent to me because for some of these parents 
who are contacting me as a Labor MP, it is really the first time they have ever contacted someone from my side 
of politics. 

Hon Ken Travers: If you were the first one, they have started with the best.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The member is too kind.  

This one is from Creaney Primary in the northern suburbs. It is headed, “Special Edition Term 3: STOP PRESS: 
Education cuts”. Underneath the main heading are perhaps not the most flattering photo of the Premier and a 
fairly normal picture of the Minister for Education. It asks, “Who is responsible for the cut to our school funding 
that amounts to approximately $170 000?” The “Parents and Carers Newsletter: Creaney Primary Independent 
Public School” states — 

This is a special edition of the P&C Newsletter and sadly for all the wrong reasons. 

… 

Mr Collier stated in a press release on 20 August 2013 that “public schools are responsible for over 
276,000 students across the State with record increases in enrolments in recent years and an education 
system that is growing rapidly and facing increased costs. 
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So why is the answer to that problem-funding cuts? Surely more investment, not significantly less, is 
needed when our State school student numbers are rapidly increasing as a result of the ‘resources 
boom’. 

In a speech to Parliament in 2006, Colin Barnett, Minister for Education at the time, stated that Western 
Australians were owed changes to education that were properly planned and prepared for. He said we 
(the government) owed it to our schools, our teachers, our parents but most importantly our kids. 

I draw the Premier’s attention to those comments and suggest that the new National Curriculum that he 
agreed to … must be implemented into a school system that provides time to plan and prepare. Cutting 
teacher support and administration staff will not enable good planning or preparation for the National 
Curriculum. Or perhaps the Premier could show us the evidence that it will! 
… 
Last night’s P&C meeting was consumed by discussion about the government cuts to education funding 
of public schools. The P&C members voted unanimously to take action to try to get the State 
government to drop the planned cuts. 

It was agreed to run a special edition newsletter that would provide a template letter for parents and 
carers (and friends) to use as an attachment to an email or to cut and paste into an email. 

The document lists people who should be sent copies of that correspondence. The document continues — 

It was also agreed that a letter would be sent from the P&C Association. The P&C will also co-sign a 
letter from the Woodvale Learning Hub (feeder primary schools and Woodvale Secondary College). 
This action is underway. 

A document headed “School Funding Changes for 2014: Creaney Primary School” is attached to the P&C 
newsletter, which sets out for parents exactly what those cuts will mean for them. That goes some way to 
illustrating the level of concern from the Creaney Primary P&C. 

I also want to draw the house’s attention to a statement by the Riverton–Rossmoyne schools network. I have had 
these documents sent to me from across the state, but this is from schools in my electorate. The Riverton–
Rossmoyne schools network is made up of the feeder schools for Rossmoyne Senior High School, which is one 
of the leading public schools in the state. The leading public school in the state is also in my electorate and 
across the road from my office—that is, Willetton Senior High School. The network is made up of Rossmoyne 
Primary School, Bull Creek Primary School, Rossmoyne Senior High School, Riverton Primary School, 
Riverton Educational Support Centre, Oberthur Primary School, Bateman Primary School and Shelley Primary 
School. The schools in the network jointly released a public document. Under the logo of each school the P&C 
president of each one, with the exception of Shelley Primary School, signed off on this document. The document 
states — 

We would like to express our concerns about the recently announced funding cuts to Western 
Australian government schools. We felt it important to inform our respective communities of the impact 
on not just their own school but on those of schools within our local schools network. The impact on 
our schools is likely to be replicated across Western Australia. In addition we offer you some 
suggestions to express your concern, which we encourage you to do. It is only the strength of the 
community feedback that will bring about any reversal of these funding cuts.  

Listed below are the impacts each of the schools has identified that will occur as a direct result of these 
funding cuts. We thank our respective principals for responding to our request for this information. 

A table provides the “Funding area”, “$ Value” and the “Programs—Resources Impacted [specifics of what will 
go]”. Rossmoyne Primary School, for example, will lose some $32 000 for school cash grants and about 
$163 000 for staffing. For language other than English staffing, it will lose some $30 000. The document claims 
that the impact at Rossmoyne Primary School will be — 

Maximum class sizes and limited room for growth. Additional ‘split classes’. Possible increased 
teaching load for deputy principals. Increased enrolments will trigger a class restructure mid year if we 
have the same enrolment pattern as 2013. No education assistants to support students from non- English 
speaking backgrounds.  

Members need to understand where Rossmoyne Primary School is; in that whole area are large numbers of 
overseas-born families. The document continues to list the impacts — 

No time for level three teachers to prepare and plan strategies to support curriculum improvement, in 
particular the implementation for the Australian Curriculum. A 50% reduction in the time available for 
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a learning support coordinator to support teachers in meeting the needs of children with learning 
disabilities or learning difficulties. 

… 

50% reduction in LOTE classes … 

That means only year 5 and 6 will study a language other than English, not years 3 and 4.  

Bull Creek Primary School will lose $22 000 in school cash grants; $16 600 from the leave liability levy and 
$6 000 from the school grant. The “Programs—Resources Impacted” will be — 

Reduced curriculum budgets — including English Maths Science and Professional Development 
Multi Lit and Mini Lit programs focussing on supporting students at educational risk will reduce by 
50% 

Funding for staffing will be reduced by $127 000, which will lead to — 
Larger class sizes and difficulty with some groupings 

Loss of time to supervise anaphylactic students, increasing the workload of other staff and taking them 
from their core duties. 
40% reduction in teacher support and no education assistants to support students from non- English 
speaking backgrounds, 

Rossmoyne Senior High School will lose $150 000 in school cash grants and $493 000 in staffing. This will 
cause — 

Possible loss of classes with small student numbers across years 8 —12. Reductions in numerous 
support and enrichment services including literacy and numeracy support programs … 

Rossmoyne Senior High School has a fantastic buddy program in place for its year 8 students. The Minister for 
Education will hear about that when he goes there tomorrow.  

Hon Peter Collier: Those staffing numbers, are they anticipated staffing? That is not staffing lost. That is not 
anticipated staff. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: It is a reduction.  

Hon Peter Collier: That is what they would have anticipated to get in 2014.  

Hon Helen Morton: It is the anticipated increase that they will not get.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is correct.  

Hon Peter Collier: It is not a reduction.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The Minister for Education can explain that to them. I am pretty confident that they will 
ask the minister for explanations when he visits them tomorrow. The document continues to list the impacts — 

… staff development; curriculum development and support; school improvement initiatives. Scaling 
back of programs such as year 7–8 transition; year 11–12 tutorial programs; year 12 private study 
programs and year 11-12 sport and recreation program. 

Riverton Primary School will lose $36 458 in school cash grants, which will mean — 

The Learning Support Coordinator position … will be removed and responsibilities given to the Deputy 
Principal. The LSC will no longer be able to meet with parents, psychologists and teachers. 

The amount of money in salary pool and reserves will be depleted and PD opportunities through IPL 
and others curtailed. Loss of a day (PD) per teacher and also EA5. Reduced time for Performance 
Management meetings with staff members. It will either be completed outside of school time or at a 
cost to Salary Pool. 
Curriculum leadership reduced and mentoring of teachers stopped. No extra teacher support in 
classrooms 

Loss of teacher contact with class and withdrawal of some students. Fewer students will be part of the 
program. 

EAL program significantly reduced with removal of access to small groups and students withdrawn—
will impact on pre-primary and kindy with no contact there (greatest need)  

Significant reduction of the K–2 programs for Students At Educational Risk involving EA time. 
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There will be an impact on specialty classes provided. Due to the reduction of base allocation of 
0.4FTE. 

Reduction in LOTE classes available from 2015 i.e. only 7 classes rather than the 12 at present … 
Riverton Education Support Centre … Reduction in individual programs for students with special needs 

Oberthur Primary School … This is estimated based on current projections and is conservative. 

It is a significant proportion of cash grant. Will mean lots less resources (reading books etc) 

30% reduction = only half-day for LSC … 

That is, a 30 per cent reduction in the school support program resource allocation, which will mean only a half 
day for the learning support coordinator and which will affect the special needs programs. The document 
continues — 

Reduction for 2014 will mean less support for teachers K to Year 2 
Reduction of EAs supporting the affected students in classes 
The staffing reduction and loss of Level 3 time will make it difficult to staff all classes and will affect 
several programs. 
50% reduction in LOTE classes available i.e only year 5 and 6 no year 3 and 4 program 
… 
Bateman Primary School … A reduction in the time available for a learning support coordinator to 
support teachers in meeting the needs of children with learning disabilities or learning difficulties. 
No teacher or education assistants to support students from non–English speaking backgrounds. Larger 
class sizes. 
Reduced support for early years classrooms. 
… 50% reduction in the time available to support our LOTE program. 
… 
Shelley Primary School … Reduction in the available resources to support our learning programs. 
… 
You will see from the above that the recent announcement to a changed model of funding delivery has 
coincided with a significant reduction in our resources which will have a direct impact on the programs 
in all our schools. 
As P & C representatives we urge all our community members to raise these funding cuts with their 
members of parliament; the Minster for Education and the Premier. 

The document refers people to a link on the Western Australian Council of State School Organisations website, 
and continues — 

Your local members of parliament are Dr Mike Nahan … Member for Riverton … and Mr Matt Taylor 
… who we also encourage you to contact. 

Both those members have been provided with petitions, and I look forward to seeing both those members table 
those petitions in the other place. The document continues — 

It is our collective view that this matter is too important to ignore as it affects not only our children but 
those to come and therefore seek your support in demanding a reversal of the announced cuts. 

That document was released to the local media and there was a story in the local paper last week. I just took a 
northern suburbs example and a southern suburbs example. 

I also had the opportunity during the school holidays to meet with two fabulous students from Kununurra District 
High School, who were in Perth for a range of programs they were involved in, not the least of which was some 
time on the STS Leeuwin II. They asked for an appointment with me and the Leader of the Opposition, 
Mark McGowan, to tell us about the changes that were going to happen at Kununurra District High School. Of 
course, as a district high school it includes primary school as well as secondary school. The most shocking thing 
for these two young leaders, one a year 12 student and the other a year 11 student, was the loss of education 
assistant positions—17 to go in Kununurra! A range of things will flow from that. That school has a 50 per cent 
Indigenous student population, and those education assistants are vital for keeping all those kids attending school 
regularly and participating. Some of the programs that will be cut as a result and will not run in 2014 are the 
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Clontarf football program and an equivalent sporting program for Indigenous girls. That is serious enough. They 
listed a range of other programs that they will not be able to get in 2014. But other issues arise from that. Those 
17 EAs will be unable to be redeployed to some other school. They live in Kununurra. Where are there 17 other 
jobs that those education assistants will be able to get in Kununurra? Not only will the decision on the cuts in 
2014 have a devastating impact on the programs delivered at Kununurra high, but also there will be an 
employment issue. Those 17 education assistants feel really connected to their community because their work is 
assisting their community, and they have all the things that come with a sense of self-worth that having paid 
employment brings people. What will happen to them? What other work is available for them in Kununurra? It is 
not the same—even though it is a dreadful decision—as cutting the number of education assistants in the 
metropolitan area. It is not the same as cutting those positions at a metropolitan school and saying, “Well, okay, 
we’re going to cut you from X high school but you can go and work at X primary school which is five 
kilometres down the road.” That is not going to happen to those 17 EAs in Kununurra. It is appalling! 

I could talk for hours about all the examples I have received from across the state, but I just wanted to use a few 
examples. If government members think that parents from their seats are not contacting me and my colleagues, 
they need to think again, because they are. Parents across Western Australia who have children at public schools 
are horrified at what the government is doing. Some of them are saying to me cynically, “Is this about this 
government actually not wanting to support public education? Is it as big as that?” Those people are feeling that 
they are not being listened to and they are telling me that they will remember this. The complaints are not just 
from people in marginal seats, not just from people in seats that we hold and not just from those schools with 
high levels of disadvantage that are going to lose the most; they are from schools across the board. I want to 
move on. 
One of the most disappointing things to the school communities I have spoken to in the past six weeks or so was 
an article in The West Australian, which appeared on Friday, 30 August and which had a list of schools and the 
amount of money held in their school accounts. The headline was “WA’s Richest 100 Public Schools”. That, 
probably more than most elements of the announcements that had been made about these cuts to schools, caused 
the most outrage because people thought it was so very dishonest and deceptive to put that information out there. 
Let us put it in the context of the information that had been made available to Parliament. The Thursday before, 
in the estimates committee hearing in the Assembly, John Day, the minister representing the Minister for 
Education, was asked a question by the member for Willagee about whether the government had any intention to 
raid schools’ reserve accounts. The question from Peter Tinley was — 

As the minister can imagine, with some turbulence around the budget and budget savings, as local 
members we are getting lots of inquiries from different school leaderships. Hopefully the minister can 
dispel these concerns. A lot of the more focused schools in my area of interest have reserved funds in 
their budgets for the replacement of depreciating items such as buses and so on. Is there any intention 
whatsoever for the department to reach down and access any of those funds? 

The answer from John Day, representing the Minister for Education, was — 

I am advised that the answer is no. 
Within a week, the government had leaked a list that it claimed demonstrated that public schools in Western 
Australia were sitting on bucketloads of money that they should be able to use to address the cuts that the 
government had imposed on them—even though the government at the same time was saying, “These are not 
cuts; these are just a transition to a new model.” 

The dishonesty about that is on several levels. The first is that education department financial guidelines actually 
require schools to set up reserve accounts to plan for asset replacement. They are required to have those reserves. 
They are required to have plans. They are required to be able to demonstrate that they have money put aside for 
the replacement of the school bus in five years and for all the various things they need. Within days of John Day, 
representing the Minister for Education in the other place, advising that schools would not be required to take 
money out of those accounts, the Premier was publicly saying that schools ought to manage the cuts by accessing 
funds in their school reserve accounts.  

Either John Day, representing the Minister for Education, misled the house or Colin Barnett revealed his real 
plan to cover his own budget mismanagement. What was so dishonest for the P&Cs that contacted me about this 
issue was some of the schools listed as being the richest. For example, the Ngaanyatjarra Lands School is listed 
as one of the richest schools in Western Australia because it has $2 million in its reserve account. That is because 
it holds money for all of the schools across the lands. So do the schools in Port Hedland and the goldfields. The 
high school in the goldfields district is listed as one of the richest schools in Western Australia. Of course, it 
holds the money for all of the schools in the lands around it—I cannot find them on the list. This notion that 
these schools are sitting on buckets of money is inaccurate because, first, many of the schools on that list actually 
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hold money for other schools within their respective districts; and, second, the financial guidelines of the 
department require them to hold those moneys to plan. 

Hon Ken Travers: It seems to me that the Premier does not actually understand how the accounts of this state 
work. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: No; no-one understands how the budget of the education department works, including the 
minister, and including, it would appear, the director general and the chief financial officer, because none of 
them could explain how the saviour for this budget in education—the $300 million—will be spent. None of them 
could explain that, either to this place or to a committee of the Assembly. I think the purpose of publishing this 
list of schools was that they were feeling some heat from their announcement and they thought they had quickly 
better find a way to deflect some of that heat and to say that the schools are sitting on buckets of money that they 
could use. 

Hon Ken Travers: So a Dixie doc! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Somebody perhaps not very clever, but maybe paid a lot of money, did it. It remains the 
case that this budget cut was announced in a dishonest and deceitful way; that since then there has been nothing 
but confusion about what exactly is in the budget and what is not; that these budget cuts are not related to the 
transition to a student-centred model of funding, as recommended by Professor Richard Teese; and that these are 
just cuts. This is not reform; these are just cuts. I look forward to the answer I think we will get in the next little 
while about how that $300 million is the saviour of everything. I think that $300 million is about pay rises that 
this government agreed to two years ago and that it is about finding a place for the additional 8 000 students, 
knowing that that place is in a larger sized classroom with less educational and program support. In case it was 
thought that only public schools face the prospect of cuts, of course, there was the other well-announced, well-
canvassed—much discussed with the stakeholders, not!—announcement that the funding that the state provides 
to private schools would also be reviewed during the course of the preparation for the next budget. Were the 
stakeholders—the Catholic Education Office or the Association of Independent Schools—consulted about that? 
No, they were not. How did they find out about it? Was there a government media release? No, there was not. 
There is a footnote at the bottom of the table in the middle of the Department of Education Services budget 
paper, which states that state government grants to private schools are to be reviewed by the Department of 
Treasury. I contacted the stakeholders and asked them what they knew about this and they asked me what I was 
talking about. They were not consulted; they found out about this through the media story that was run. These 
are big education systems—the Catholic education system in particular. Who is conducting the review? A bunch 
of bureaucrats. Is either the Catholic Education Office or AISWA, representing independent schools, sitting on 
that body conducting the review? No, they are not. They are not told about it; they are not consulted on the terms 
of reference; they do not get to be part of the review; they just have to sit there and wait and see what happens. 
They, like me, look forward to it—not! 

There is another matter I want to touch on. Moving off education, I want to talk about the disability justice 
centres. This policy was long overdue and it is a good one. It has long been the case that the state has not served 
well those people charged with a crime, particularly a serious crime, and who, by virtue of disability or mental 
illness, are deemed not fit to stand trial. I commend this government for coming up with that policy. However, 
there was then a fatal flaw. We expected this government to implement the policy. From the beginning that has 
been botched. The first round of this policy was announced in the previous Parliament in the heat of an election 
year. There was the “courageous” decision by the minister to place those people in the marginal seat of 
Forrestfield. I mean “courageous” in the sense of Yes, Prime Minister, because I know that Hansard cannot 
record irony; it does not mean courageous at all. That was a complete debacle. There was no consultation, unless 
someone was a Liberal candidate. To be fair to the minister, I was consulted as well. I remember at the time of 
the announcement I was the shadow Minister for Disability Services. I was in Hobart when the minister rang and 
advised me of this announcement. I am not unfamiliar with the making of decisions about the placement of 
services that might cause some fear in the community. I was the Minister for Child Protection and some of the 
children who are in the care of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support exhibit really 
challenging behaviours and can be a challenge for their neighbours when they are in department houses in the 
community. It is also the case that the former Labor government developed the plans for the Kath French Secure 
Care Centre, which is a kind of time-out facility for children in the care of the Department for Child Protection 
and Family Support who need, for their own safety and the safety of others, a bit of time out from where they 
are. Therefore, I understand that the community is rightfully fearful of what it does not know, but imagines, 
might happen. I think this is a good policy that was long overdue, but from the beginning has been botched. The 
government walked away from the Forrestfield option and instead went for the Bassendean option. Six weeks or 
so ago, I had the opportunity to meet with some of the school communities and some people from the local 
community in the area. I did a drive-by of the prospective sites, which are just around the corner from each other. 
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It is really a shame that this has been so badly botched because the government will now really struggle to find 
any community that it can develop confidence with about these kinds of places. I understand they are always 
difficult to accept. However, this policy has been so badly handled. The government is not sharing, if you like, 
the placement of facilities across communities; they are being put into a community that feels like it is being 
picked on because it will have both of them. A set of criteria was set for the facilities not to be within a certain 
proximity to schools, but then one of the facilities was put on a school site. It was put on a piece of land that is 
needed by the school farm program — 
Hon Helen Morton: This is just fibs.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: The minister says I am telling fibs! 
Hon Ken Travers: Does the school farm currently use that land?  
Hon SUE ELLERY: They say they want additional land, but it is not the right place to have their facility 
because students will be working in a school farm sitting right up against the disability justice centre.  
Hon Peter Collier: Lockridge Senior High School is a wonderful school. I was out there recently. They said 
they thought they had an area of about 3.3 hectares; it is eight or nine now. That is more than enough for the 
agriculture program to be not only maintained but enhanced; it will grow. I am committed to that agriculture 
program. I have told the school that, and they will have sufficient land.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is good, but it does not change the fact that the placement of these two centres has 
been botched.  
Hon Michael Mischin: It is because it has been the subject of a fear campaign on your side. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I will answer the Attorney General, because he needs to meet with these people before he 
accuses them — 
Hon Helen Morton: I met them.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am not addressing the Minister for Mental Health; I am addressing the Attorney General. 
My approach to tackling the issue is to say that I commend the government for coming up with the policy. It is a 
good policy and was long overdue. The government has badly botched the implementation of this policy. I am 
not the only one who thinks that. On Friday, the Lockridge Community Action Group sent me a document 
headed, “Community Concerns: Disability Justice Centres, 11/10/2013”. Under the heading of “Stakeholder 
Concerns”, the document reads — 

The following concerns have been raised by stakeholders regarding the draft Declared Places Mentally 
Impaired Accused Bill.  
Corrective Services 
Management of declared place—This part does not make mention of the level of security of a declared 
place. A Declared place is a custodial facility because it enforces Custody orders to which the residents 
are subject. Thus, a declared place needs to have security ratings (on the same basis as other custodial 
facilities). There is also public interest in the level of security for declared places.  
Department for Child protection and family Support  
It is unclear from the bill whether separate facilities will be provided for in relation to young persons 
who are detained in a declared place.  
Mental Health law centre WA  
There must be a separate section for what is expected for children and teenagers. We were advised that 
the Bill only relates to over 16 year old children. Many of the clauses that require notification of the 
Police/Police Commissioner are questionable…  
Council of Official Visitors…by Debora Colvin… 
I have concerns about excluding from the definition the locking of resident’s bedrooms at night for 
“security purposes”. If this is not meant to be a prison and the residents are not criminals I would have 
expected bedrooms only to be locked in special circumstances.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Some of the concerns are that they should not be treated like prisoners; but other 
concerns are that there are not enough security levels.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is right. Therefore, the Attorney General’s own government agencies do not know 
what the intentions should be. That is the point. I thank him for getting to my point quicker than I intended.  
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Hon Michael Mischin: The so-called community concerns are based on a lot of suppositions without even 
knowing exactly what is going to be done.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Whose fault is that? Who has failed?  

Hon Michael Mischin: It is not a question of failing. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The Attorney General will get the chance to make an appropriation speech. I hope he gives 
a good one, but this is mine. The fearmongering described by the Attorney General could have been cut off at the 
pass months ago if he had properly spoken with these people and treated them with some respect. He has not 
done that.  

Hon Michael Mischin interjected.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: They do not need to wind anyone up because those people are genuinely concerned. 
Again, the Attorney General will get his opportunity to make a speech. What I look forward to is his going out to 
meet with some of the people that I and the Minister for Mental Health and the Minister for Education have met 
with to see how he goes. I reckon they both could do a much better job than he could.  

Hon Helen Morton: That action group was in my office on Tuesday. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I know. 

Hon Helen Morton: There is a far better level of understanding when it is out of that political arena than it was 
being played out in before, which was deliberately instigated by your side. You know that.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I look forward to hearing that from them, rather than from the minister. I will move on to 
talk about the views made by — 
Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Go and ask them if I have done anything of the kind!  

Hon Ken Travers: The Attorney General’s comments will really help the debate when they read this section! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Which they will! Maybe I should encourage the Attorney General to say more.  

I know that the Commissioner for Children and Young People is one of the Attorney General’s favourite 
stakeholders. The commissioner states, amongst other things —  

In the interim, I have concerns about children and adults being accommodated together in the proposed 
disability justice centres. There is nothing in the Bill that addresses how residents aged 16 and 17 years 
will be accommodated separately from adult residents or how their specific needs will be met.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Perhaps the Commissioner for Children and Young People might come and talk to the 
ministers, rather than speculate publicly.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: They were asked to! All persons from the Department of Corrective Services, the 
Department for Child Protection and Family Support, the Council of Official Visitors et cetera were asked to 
provide comments.  

Hon Michael Mischin: By whom?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I do not know. Maybe by them; I will find that in my documents. The source I have says 
the disability website—the government website. 

Hon Helen Morton: Said what?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The Attorney General had just asked me who had asked them to make comment.  

Hon Michael Mischin: So the government website asked the people to make comment?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Yes, I will check that for the Attorney General because I know he likes it when I have my 
facts straight.  

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: In with love, out with hate! Is that not the expression? Even the other government agencies 
are not clear about what the government’s policy objective is in respect of the disability justice centres. By now, 
given that this announcement was made back in May, there appears to be some confusion within government 
agencies about what is the policy objective.  

Hon Helen Morton interjected. 
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Hon SUE ELLERY: I think it is a good policy; however, the government has completely botched its 
implementation.  

Hon Helen Morton: But why are the people not clear about the policy?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The minister will have to ask them. Why is the Department of Corrective Services not 
clear about the policy? I have no idea. I suspect, if the government’s education plan is anything to go by, it is 
because its great strategic communication plan does not exist. It is a complete black — 

Hon Helen Morton: There’s heaps of stuff on the website outlining the policy.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: It has been unsuccessful because these government agencies do not understand it.  

I want to wrap up my speech before the dinner break about Roe 8 highway extension, which I will do in two and 
a half minutes. In 2008, the member for Riverton made a promise that the bulldozers would be digging up the 
pathway for the Roe 8 extension before the next election. He said that in 2008. Surprisingly, that did not happen; 
I was shocked. The member for Riverton said that Roe 8 is the defining issue for the 2013 election. Therefore, I 
reckon he would have been surprised to have heard the Premier on the radio about a week ago say, “No, that’s 
not a priority for this term of government.” Whoops!  

Hon Helen Morton: I would say the bulldozers did not understand the policy!  
Hon SUE ELLERY: Who does not understand the policy?  
Hon Helen Morton: The bulldozers did not understand the policy. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: That must be it! I will tell the people of Riverton—I hope Hansard reported it—that one of 
the government ministers thinks that the problem was that the bulldozers did not get the policy!  

The member for Riverton made a solemn promise to his electorate that he would have the building of Roe 8 start 
before the 2013 election. Before the election, the member had put ads in people’s letterboxes; he had big banners 
placed on High Road stating he would build it; that it was the defining issue. Two weeks ago, the Premier said 
that it was not going to happen in this term of government. The people of Riverton have been badly let down. 
WA Labor does not support Roe 8 because it is a road to nowhere; it costs too much money and will not achieve 
the purpose it was designed to achieve. We did not make the promise; the Liberal Party made the promise. 
Mike Nahan has made the promise twice and has failed twice to deliver on his solemn promise to the people of 
Riverton. It is there that I will conclude my comments. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Members, in view of the time I will leave the chair until the 
ringing of the bells. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I will deal with that after the dinner break. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [7.31 pm]: Since the budget, this chamber has dealt with quite a 
few revenue bills, and we finally get to deal with the spend bills; the bills that will appropriate for the 
government the expenditure of some $18 293.633 million in recurrent, and about $2 985.489 million in capital. 
Earlier today, we passed a bill necessary for the government to have money to spend. The Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 
2013–14 Bill 2013 mean that the government will be spending more than it is getting in revenue if it wishes to 
meet the new financial targets it set in the recent budget that was supposed to produce a surplus.  

The other really interesting thing when considering the appropriation bills is the chaotic way this government 
runs its budget process. The budget was brought down in August, after the 9 July deadline. But since that budget 
was brought down, a whole range of things have changed. Very quickly after the budget there was the major 
backflip with respect to the solar tariff, which was supposed to be a measure to produce some $51 million in 
savings, as I understand it. That had to be scrapped because of this government’s sheer incompetence. Anyone 
with half a brain would have worked out that what it was doing was crazy, or at the very least part of the 
problem was, again, the mismanagement of the sale of it. The day the Treasurer conceded that it was a breaking 
of a contract was the day that the government realised it was going to have to renege on that. That was the first 
significant change.  

In more recent times there has been the change with respect to the charge—revenue measure—of $4 000 for 
each school-age child of a 457 visa holder. That measure has been significantly changed for two reasons. The 
government’s calculations were flawed, which emerged during the estimates hearings. The left hand of the 
Treasury, the right hand of the education department and the third arm that was Education and Training 
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International, which I think is in the Department of Training and Workforce Development, could not talk to each 
other to work out the real revenue that would have been raised if the government had implemented it in the time 
frame it said it would. The calculation of how much the government was going to raise was simply wrong 
because there were not that many children of 457 visa holders in Western Australian schools. By any measure, 
that was a major or embarrassment for any government. It should have been the humiliation of a Treasurer, but 
this is a Treasurer who has been so humiliated in the past that I suspect this was just water off a duck’s back! It 
was the humiliation of a government. Then of course it flagged the changes including the deferral and the 
reduction for second children. I still do not know exactly how much revenue—I suspect the government does not 
either—will ultimately be raised from that measure. There have been significant reductions.  

From the estimates hearings, I understand that since the budget the Department of Education has had to have a 
top-up. Is that right, minister? 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Since the budget! Again, how could the minister not have his figures ready by the 
middle of July this year on how much he would need for this year and next year?  

Hon Peter Collier: Because the census figures for the students came out after the budget; that was established. 
You can predict what may be —  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: “The dog ate my homework”! The minister would not accept that if he was a teacher! 
The minister got it so horribly wrong. I cannot believe that the minister could not have done a better job of 
predicting what the student numbers would have been before the final census! 

Hon Mark Lewis: People love WA.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes, but, Hon Mark Lewis, people have loved WA for an awfully long time. It is not 
new or fresh; it is not something that could not have been predicted. The problem with this government is that 
everyone knows that people love WA, but when I look at the transport policy the government took to the 
election, it was still talking about 2.2 million people in WA by 2031, although the Department of Planning, as of 
February last year, had already upgraded that prediction and said we would get there by 2025. Yet the 
government’s policy documents during the election had the wrong population projections. The information is 
there. We know people love WA and are coming here, but if the government does not read what its departments 
put out—if its left hand does not talk to its right—and if cabinet ministers are not actually putting any intellectual 
thought into what they do, the government gets it wrong.  

Hon Peter Collier: I would highly recommend that you go back and have a look at the midyear reviews for 
Education for the past 10 years, including the eight years you were in government, and then see if you still hold 
that line.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Minister — 

Hon Peter Collier: No, I do. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This is like the story I read the other day in The Australian, in which the Premier was 
saying that the problems of the budget are not his fault, they are happening because we did not get as much 
money out of GST revenue as we would have liked. We knew we were not going to get that money. The formula 
for the GST revenue has been around for an awfully long time. The government has to live within its means.  

Hon Peter Collier: No, I am talking about the midyear review for Education —  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, minister, there are tight budgetary situations. This year the government handed 
down the latest budget for the past 10 years.  

Hon Peter Collier: The figures came out after the budget. What about when you were in government and did the 
midyear review — 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes, when we were doing budgets in May! 

Hon Peter Collier: — was it okay then?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: We were doing budgets in May! 

Hon Peter Collier: You go and check your figures; you might be embarrassed. You will be embarrassed.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I remember the minister telling us we were hopeless!  

Hon Michael Mischin: And you were! 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: If we were hopeless; this government is double hopeless! That is my point. The 
government handed down the latest budget, and it still could not get it right. The government is in tough 
financial times, it knew what it was going to be given, and it should have been making bigger projections.  

The other difference between us and the government is that we ran larger surpluses. We would have met the 
government’s fiscal targets with respect to surpluses being more than 50 per cent of our asset investment 
program. We were operating financially responsibly. The minister’s problem is that he operates in a very 
financially irresponsible way. He make mistakes and has to make requests for funding literally within weeks of 
bringing down the budget to correct his figures, and that is why his budget is in such disarray. That is why 
ratings agencies do not make value judgements, they make comments about the reality of it, and they say this 
government does not have the will to run its finances properly.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Are you saying that the government should not have increased teachers’ pay? 

Hon Peter Collier: Under your government they were the lowest paid in the nation. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien): Order! I am sure that the honourable member would like 
to be heard between interjections.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon Michael Mischin, the government went to the election and made a commitment to 
spend $120 million more on teachers’ salaries than Labor had. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Yes. 

Hon Peter Collier: Was that a bad thing? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Let me finish. 

Hon Peter Collier: You had massive teacher shortages. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Let me finish. 

The government made that commitment. Having made that commitment, the government needed to find a way to 
fund it, and it did not. The bad decision was that the government did not find a way to fund the commitment. 

Hon Michael Mischin: So you’re saying that teachers’ pay should not have been increased and increasing 
recurrent expenditure at that time? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: If I go out and buy a new suit and say to Jodie, “I got it on special; I saved money—it 
was a great decision”, she says, “But we do not have the capacity on our credit card to pay for it.” 

Hon Peter Collier: Take it back. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Exactly. She would say, “It’s not a good decision if you can’t afford it.”  

Several members interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Minister, what I would have to do in those circumstances is say, “Well, Jodie, I won’t 
buy as much wine this week and I will eat sausages rather than steak. I will make other cutbacks in my 
expenditure, Jodie, so I won’t go to the movies.” 

Hon Peter Collier: So we won’t give the teachers their four and a half per cent in December? Is that what you 
are saying?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This is where — 

Hon Peter Collier: You can’t have it both ways. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, the minister is not listening, is he? 

Hon Peter Collier: I am. I am. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister is a very poor student. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Hansard can only listen to one speaker interjecting at a time. Hon Ken Travers 
has the call. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The government had a right to go to the election and make what it thought was the right 
decision about expenditure for the state. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Are you saying that it was the wrong decision? 
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Hon Sue Ellery: When are you going to finish? 

Hon Michael Mischin: It’s a simple question. Are you saying that it was the wrong commitment to make? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am saying that the decision the government took to make the commitment was not 
wrong; the government had a right to make that commitment. Where the government got it wrong, minister—
this is the point, and why the minister and his colleagues are such poor budget managers—was that it just looked 
at the decision of expenditure and said that this is a good decision on expenditure. What the government does not 
do, minister, is ask how the government will save in other areas to afford to pay for that decision. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Helen Morton: Do you support the fiscal action plan? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: What fiscal action plan? The sweet FA plan—it does not exist. It has already been 
discredited. The sweet FA plan has already been discredited. 

Several members interjected.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The fiscal action plan; there is nothing sweet about it. It is a nonsense and the credit 
rating agencies saw that immediately; it has unravelled faster than my old shirts with threads coming off them. 
The reason I have those old shirts is that I cannot afford to go buy the expensive ones that I want yet — 

Hon Michael Mischin: Ah! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: — until I find the money to do it. That is the difference; that is what the government has 
to do. The government cannot keep increasing expenditure. What this government does—this is classic—is 
denial; it is the denial of the Premier. I can clearly see that he gets the same cheer-squad mentality when he goes 
to cabinet. I can see why the members opposite were chosen and why Hon Robyn McSweeney and 
Hon Simon O’Brien were pushed out of the front bench, because they probably challenge the Premier on these 
matters. 

Hon Michael Mischin: You complain about cutbacks in education, yet you tell us we should be spending more 
on education and, at the same time, that we have spent too much on education by paying teachers more. What do 
you want the government to do? Which part of government expenditure in respect to education should be cut?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This is where — 

Hon Michael Mischin: Yes, go on. Should we cut teachers’ salaries? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! This is Hon Ken Travers’ speech, and I invite him to address the Chair 
without interruption. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Thank you, Mr Deputy President; I am sure you understand that if a person wants to 
spend money, they need to have the income to spend. People need to cut their cloth to meet their income.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Does that include teachers’ salaries? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can the minister just be quiet for a moment—for a second, for a minute?  

Hon Michael Mischin: Teachers’ salaries — 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can the minister just be quiet for a minute? This is why the minister does not learn 
anything; he does not wait long enough to learn. Hon Michael Mischin interjects before he can learn anything. 
Let us be clear about this: if someone has X amount of income coming in, there are always lots of good things 
they want to do in their life, and there are always lots of good things that a government can do. If what someone 
wants to do is more than they can afford, they need to find either things that they can cut or more revenue. I 
accept that, as a government, one of this mob’s solutions has been to seek to find more revenue, and we have 
been dealing with that over the last six months. I do not recall a period in which so many revenue measures have 
come through a Parliament in a six-month period. I am losing my voice over the number of bills I have had to 
speak on in this place because of the government’s insatiable desire to raise revenue; and it still has not raised 
enough revenue to do what it wants to do. It is not my job to do Hon Michael Mischin’s job for him. 
Hon Michael Mischin’s job is to live within his means as a government. When we are in government, we will 
live within our means. At the last election, we demonstrated to the people of Western Australia that we would 
take the tough decisions required to cut expenditure in certain areas or defer or delay projects, so we could afford 
to do what we thought were the right things for Western Australia. If members opposite, as I am hearing from 
the prattling going on over there, live in a world where they believe that if it is a good thing to do, they should 
just spend the money and worry about how to pay the bill later, it is no wonder we have the problems we do 
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today. What is the government’s answer? Keep going back to American Express and getting the credit card 
increased. That is the government’s problem. 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Repeated interjections need to be discouraged, and I am discouraging 
them from the chair. Hon Ken Travers has the call. Although he is always willing to entertain interjections, they 
cannot just be a repetitive strain that prevents him from being heard. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Very good advice.  

It is like dealing with a two-year-old—“But it is a good decision; I want another ice-cream, dad.” It is not my job 
to take on the responsibility of government. Members opposite make promises, they get elected and become the 
government; it is the government’s job to manage its budget responsibly. It is the opposition’s job to highlight 
where the government is getting it wrong, and that is what we will continue to do. If the government makes a 
promise because it believes something is right—clearly, in 2008 what we thought was sustainable, fair and 
affordable was $120 million less than what this government did—it is the government’s job to find the savings to 
do what it wants to do. If the government wants to add royalties for regions—I am not disputing that it is a good 
program—it has to find other programs in its budget to cut to fund that, or the point is reached at which royalties 
for regions just becomes an ordinary mechanism for funding government programs, which is what we have seen. 
The government never found the cuts, so royalties for regions just funds those things that would always have 
been done by government anyway, even down to funding the Department of Regional Development.  

One way that this can be done is to have a good foundation for budget processes; the government actually tries to 
establish its budget at its budget cut-off date and tries to maintain that throughout the year. I accept extraordinary 
and unforeseen circumstances will arise—that is the language for the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bills. 
This government has got to the point at which it is skating on thin ice with its surpluses and, within days of 
bringing down a budget, had to go back and cut revenue sources, education charges and solar tariffs, and top up 
the Department of Education and the budget for the children’s hospital. I would argue that the government still 
has not gone far enough. I will give the government a good example. If I had a choice between a children’s 
hospital and spending over $600 million on Elizabeth Quay—Perth waterfront is probably easier to say—I would 
spend the money on the children’s hospital. But the government chose to put it into Elizabeth Quay. That was its 
choice. It will be condemned for that. I remember when efforts were made to create more parking bays at 
Hillarys Boat Harbour and the solution was to make the parking bays smaller. I always thought that was a joke. 
Little did I know that one day the government’s answer to creating more beds at the children’s hospital would be 
to make the bays smaller and fit them into the same space and, therefore, immediately use up that future 
capacity. On the day the children’s hospital opens as the sole tertiary hospital in Western Australia for young 
people, it will already be at capacity. That is a lack of forward planning. This is a very easy decision for which 
the government has choices. It has a choice between projects like the waterfront or the Rolls Royce model for a 
stadium, and the government has chosen them at the expense of the children’s hospital. It did that within days of 
the budget. Why was that decision not made before the budget cut-off date? It did that because the government 
wanted to hide those figures; that decision could have been made.  

Hon Helen Morton: What funding are you talking about?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The additional funding for the expansion of the children’s hospital.  

Hon Helen Morton: That was funding already allocated to the children’s hospital, and was making use of the 
existing funding for the children’s hospital. It is about making additional wards out of the existing space within 
the children’s hospital.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has any money been added to the budget to do that?  

Hon Helen Morton: As I recall, that was part of the provisional funds that were—what do you call it when you 
have a discretionary level of funding over and above the actual capital for that particular facility? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am going by an article in The West Australian on 1 October.  

Hon Michael Mischin: The basis of your information is newspaper articles? Newspaper opinions form the 
ALP’s policy! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I do not have the time to use freedom of information and I do not get the answers by 
asking questions in this place, Attorney General.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien): Hon Ken Travers will address the Chair. 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: Today a very simple question was asked about how much has been spent on advertising 
by the TAB, and the government refused to provide it and said to FOI it. Do not tell me that we cannot use 
newspaper articles as our source of information. I can tell members that question time is not the source of it 
because this is a secretive government that hides the truth.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Why don’t you read the stuff off the wall down the local latrine and you will find some 
facts you might be able to use too!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am sure if I went into some latrines around Perth, there would be some lovely 
comments about Hon Michael Mischin and some of his colleagues!  

Hon Michael Mischin: And you would accept it as fact, wouldn’t you?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Only if it fitted what I also knew.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Whatever you read in the paper; whatever you see written on the wall.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: If it said Hon Michael Mischin is full of himself, I would probably agree with that.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The debate is becoming a little personal. Hon Ken Travers will address the 
Chair while the Attorney General will desist from interjecting.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can the government tell me whether additional money was added to the budget post the 
budget to top up Muja A and B?  

Hon Helen Morton: I cannot tell you that, but I can tell you it was contingency funding that was already 
allocated to PMH, out of which that funding came for the extra funding.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The problem I have, and the reason that I am cynical and sceptical about the 
government, is that so often I see things that I cannot explain and when I ask questions, I do not get a straight 
answer.  

Hon Helen Morton: You can’t find what you were referring to before even in a newspaper article, can you?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I started with the decision to add a $34 million, 24-bed facility to the new children’s 
hospital. 

Hon Helen Morton: It does not say it was new funding, does it? That just says how much it cost.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: If the decision was made afterwards, it does seem odd that the minister is telling me that 
the money is already in the budget. I suspect that this might be where it is: there was money for escalation built 
into the capital costs of the budget, and as a revision, that $38 million can be found within the existing capital 
costs. That may be an explanation. I am not sure that it was made clear at the time. The fact that the government 
made the decision after the budget cut-off date means that we will not know those details until the midyear 
review.  

I have an interesting question that perhaps the minister will answer in her response to these bills. The 
government has broken a promise and moved the Perth Airport rail line and the Metro Area Express light rail 
projects back by a year, so they will now be completed a year later than the government originally committed. 
By doing that, over the current period of the forward estimates, the government has moved $1.4 billion worth of 
expenditure out of the current forward estimates into future forward estimates but has not changed the total costs 
of those projects. If we are to understand anything about those projects, if they are being pushed back by a year, 
there will be an additional increase in the cost because the costings that Treasury used at the time of the election 
were just over a five per cent escalation in each year of the final four, at that stage, on the original 2018 timetable 
at the end of the forward estimates period. We would have to assume that there would be an increase in the total 
cost of the project, but there is not. I would be fascinated to know why that is the case.  

Then there is the Muja A and B decision. Again, I look forward to the minister telling me whether or not that has 
been a top-up. We have just had a fantastic evening out there tonight.  

Hon Helen Morton: It was great, wasn’t it?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It was great to support the agricultural industry and acknowledge the Royal Agricultural 
Society of Western Australia. I put on the record and declare that I took my two granddaughters to the Perth 
Royal Show and took advantage of the free entry for them.  

Hon Stephen Dawson: Granddaughters?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Jodie’s granddaughters. I get told off by Sue if I do not acknowledge them as my own 
these days. They are beautiful and I am more than happy to claim them as my own. If Hon Stephen Dawson ever 
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gets to meet them, he will find they are gorgeous. We had an absolutely fantastic day at the Royal Show. The 
girls enjoyed themselves, despite the fact I made sure we walked down the cattle runs, went to the Farm 2 Food 
exhibition and district displays—all the things I like. I made those seven and eight-year-old girls watch the 
woodchopping and the sheep dogs.  

Hon Mark Lewis: You tortured them.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. I have to say that they probably enjoyed some of the rides a little more; 
nonetheless, I made sure that as part of getting free entry they got an education from the exhibitions. I am not 
sure every parent was as cruel as I to their children and grandchildren.  

Hon Helen Morton: What age are these children?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Seven and eight. I have enjoyed going to the Royal Show since I was about 12. I used to 
go every year because my mum organised the Scouts and Guides to lead the animals in the grand parade. I had 
plenty of time in my youth to explore the Royal Show and find the areas I liked. Unfortunately for my 
granddaughters, they get the educational benefit of that as I take them around. They got to milk cows and 
enjoyed it. However, my point is, apart from acknowledging the great work of our agricultural industries, I 
understand that the decision to fund the free entry for children to the show was made after the budget cut-off 
date.  

Hon Helen Morton: I can’t remember now.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister cannot remember! That is my understanding, minister. That decision was 
made after the budget cut-off date. I wonder how many other decisions the government has made after the 
budget cut-off date. Again, the minister can say that it was a great decision and was warmly welcomed by 
parents across Western Australia, but I am sure that when they find out their local school budget is being cut, 
they may have a different view about which way it should fall. My point is that if the government wanted to do 
that, as it has done for the last two years, why did it not make that decision earlier? It would have actually helped 
the organisations that the government funds. The Wanneroo Agricultural Society is, again, a group that runs a 
great show, and it always has great difficulty in accessing that money because of the lateness of decisions being 
made and the way things are done. 

The government took that decision after the budget process; again, I accept that it was not a huge amount at all, 
but for the government to take decisions like that just shows its incompetence. Those decisions could have been 
predicted, could have been known and should have been made before the budget cut-off date, but the 
government did not do that. As I say, I wonder how many more there are like that. When we sat through 
estimates this year, I lost count of the number of times someone asked a question about a particular election 
commitment, and the minister answered, “Oh, well, it’s not in the budget or the forward estimates. We’ve got 
four years, so we didn’t say when we would do it.” This again highlights the government’s poor financial 
management. If the government has made a commitment that it is going to do something within the four years of 
the current Parliament, we must bear in mind that the current forward estimates run through to 30 June 2017, but 
the next election will be in March 2017. If the government is going to deliver on a commitment during this term 
of government, it should fall within the period of the forward estimates. 

Hon Helen Morton: What if you don’t know which year it’s going to start in? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The government could make provision for that, but this government does not do that, 
and then wonders why it can never post a surplus. The government has not even taken decisions on all the 
commitments it made at the last election that were supposedly part of its fully funded, fully costed plans to go 
into the first available budget. Those commitments have not appeared in the budget, not because the government 
does not know what year in which they will occur, but because they would make the budget bottom line look a 
lot worse than it currently does. If the government cannot meet its targets now, it will be struggling to meet its 
targets then. If we were to take a snapshot of everything we know today, it would be interesting to see whether 
the budget is likely to produce a surplus this year because of the number of things the government has done post 
the budget period. It is not a case of the ratings agencies making value judgements; they are doing what they are 
supposed to do, and they are looking at this government and saying, “This government doesn’t have the capacity 
or the financial rigour to manage this state’s finances; we don’t trust them with the state’s finances. We are going 
to downgrade their credit rating.” That is what they are doing, because that is what they do: they make 
judgements on the government. I would love to hear from the minister just how many other decisions her 
government has made since the election that have had a financial impact. 

Hon Helen Morton: Are you seriously suggesting that, from the day the budget is handed down, no decision 
that has a financial impact can be made over the next 12 months? 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: I think when we get to a point at which the state’s fiscal situation is in the state it is in, 
yes, the government does actually need to be quite rigorous. So, yes, absolutely. I would say that unless a 
financial decision is unforeseen or extraordinary, the government should have done its work. The government 
had a delayed budget; it was elected in March and it did not come into this Parliament with its budget until 
August. It had until 9 July for its budget cut-off date. It should have gone through with far more rigour than it 
did. The government should have made it clear to ministers that if they had something they needed to spend 
within the next 12 months, they would need to get it into the budget so that we could debate it, or at least make 
provision for it, because we do not have surpluses as a fallback provision. The government should put some 
rigour into its processes. I do not know what goes on in the government’s Economic and Expenditure Reform 
Committee, but under the current financial circumstances, it clearly is not applying what I would consider to be 
the sort of financial rigour that should be occurring, and the ratings agencies agree with me on that. This breeds a 
situation in which ministers think that the budget is an ongoing, rolling process, so the government puts up half 
its projects during the early days of the budget process and then brings in its other measures post budget. That is 
a poor process. If there were a cyclone tomorrow and the government had to spend money on that, of course that 
is an extraordinary and unforeseen circumstance; but providing money for kids to go to the Royal Show is not 
unforeseen or extraordinary. The government has done it for the last two years, and it was a Labor government 
that did it originally for the centenary of the Royal Show. Why could the government not have made that 
decision before? Was it incompetence, laziness, or a deliberate attempt to hide the true state of the budget 
picture? I do not know which one it is, but it is one of those. The government has regularly taken a whole range 
of decisions like that. 

I now want to talk about another couple of portfolio areas that I deal with. During the estimates hearings there 
were some questions on notice to the Department of Agriculture and Food about the number of jobs that have 
been cut in regional Western Australia. What has happened over the last four years of this government is quite 
extraordinary. The current round of cuts is somewhere in the order of 200 jobs, predominantly from the 
wheatbelt, but also from the rest of regional WA. I then heard Hon Sue Ellery talking today about a further 17 
jobs being cut from Kununurra. What use is royalties for regions if the government is going to cut so many jobs 
across regional Western Australia? What is the point? I remember attending a forum at Ascot racecourse 
organised by the country urban councils and country shire councils. It was about the threat of job losses in 
regional Western Australia, but those were nothing compared with the recent job losses that have occurred in 
regional WA. When we look around at portfolio after portfolio, jobs are being cut in WA. This will only 
exacerbate the problem of Perth’s resources being stretched. If we can keep jobs in regional Western Australia, 
the multiplier effect in those small country towns is enormous, and Department of Agriculture and Food jobs are 
driver jobs—research positions, extension work and the like. They are driver jobs that will create other jobs and 
attract teachers, teachers’ aides and jobs at the local supermarkets; but this government has been cutting, cutting, 
cutting those jobs. We will then end up having to spend more and more on building more and more schools in 
Perth. 
I was down in Collie and Boyup Brook last week; they are losing their bus services, and people are now talking 
about having to leave town because Boyup Brook will not have a public transport service. Hon Col Holt must be 
pretty proud of himself now; they are his constituents and this is his government. 

Hon Col Holt: You don’t know what you’re talking about. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I do not know what I am talking about? Is the member saying these are not being cut? 

Hon Col Holt: I’m saying that you’re talking about job cuts from regional Western Australia. We’ve done more 
for regional Western Australia than your government ever did. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: This government has cut jobs, and that is part of the ongoing decline of jobs in regional 
WA, particularly in the wheatbelt and parts of the south west. The urban areas of Perth are where the growth is, 
and this government is responsible for that. I have to say that I cannot believe how silent the Western Australian 
Local Government Association has been on these matters over the last couple of years. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Which jobs are you talking about? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Department of Agriculture and Food jobs, Hon Michael Mischin. More than 200 jobs 
have been cut. They have been cut in metropolitan Perth, but they have also been cut in regional WA. If the 
member has a look at the questions on notice from estimates, he will see them all there; it is not me making it up. 
I now would like to turn to transport. 
Hon Michael Mischin: Sustainable rural communities aren’t founded on government jobs, are they? You don’t 
have a sustainable rural community just because the government is employing all the people in it.  
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: No; they are not founded on it, but they support it. If we are trying to grow 
communities, we do not cut jobs. In fact, we should be finding more jobs to support those communities.  
Hon Michael Mischin interjected.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: It depends on the type of jobs. We also have to create other jobs. Every time I drive past 
the Avon Industrial Park I remember going out there and being part of the process that got that park underway, 
which will create jobs out there.  
Hon Michael Mischin: At the end of the day, rural communities cannot be viable if they depend simply on 
government jobs.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am not saying they should depend solely on government jobs; I am saying government 
jobs support communities.  
Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: That is the social Darwinian theorist of the other side.  
Hon Michael Mischin: If those jobs do not contribute to the creation of wealth and are unnecessary, isn’t it a 
waste of valuable taxpayers’ money that would be better applied to reducing debt and creating infrastructure 
simply to support jobs of that character? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I let him go on because I think Hon Darren West was correct —  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien): Order! I will not let lengthy interjections go on. The Hon 
Attorney General will get the call if he asks for it. Hon Ken Travers has the call for now.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Quite a few of those jobs would have been research jobs or extension jobs, and if we 
talk to the demographers, they will say that they are “driver” jobs, not population-driven jobs. They will create 
other employment and drive employment in those areas, so they are beneficial to those communities. I now 
realise the challenge for the Western Australian Local Government Association given the response of people 
such as this minister.  

I want to turn to some transport matters, but first I want to comment following on from the speech by the Leader 
of the Opposition earlier tonight. Suggestions were made about fearmongering and scaring people. I have not 
been involved in the disability justice centre issue but I have been to meetings with Hon Sue Ellery regarding the 
group homes for child protection where there were very angry people. They wanted Hon Sue Ellery to say that it 
was not the appropriate location for these group homes.  

Hon Michael Mischin: And I bet she said it, too. 

Hon Sue Ellery: No.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That is where you are wrong, you silly man. She stood there and said, “I know you want 
me to say that this is not the right location.” But she did not; she said, “This is the right location for these homes, 
but we need to work with government to make sure your concerns are addressed.”  

Hon Michael Mischin: In that case, I have done Hon Sue Ellery an injustice and I withdraw the remark. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Excellent.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: They are in our electorate. I am sure they would have contacted the minister at some 
point. They wanted people in government—the reality is that to most people, a member of Parliament is 
government—to listen to their concerns and to work to address them. We took those concerns back to Hon 
Robyn McSweeney. Those people had not been impressed with the original process. As a result of that, we 
worked with that community. They have not always been happy with this government’s response, but we have 
tried to assist them and to address their concerns and take them to government to address them. I wanted to raise 
it because Hon Michael Mischin’s allegations about Hon Sue Ellery and fearmongering are completely at odds 
with the personal experience I have had of Hon Sue Ellery’s approach.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The interesting thing is that at the end of the process, the people thanked her for her 
honesty and the approach she took, even though they acknowledged that they did not like what they heard, but 
they accepted it.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Credit where it is due. I have apologised for misconstruing her remarks. The fact is there 
has been fearmongering by some of your colleagues in the other place.  
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: I was making the point that Hon Michael Mischin was making an allegation about Hon 
Sue Ellery, and he was wrong. 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: As I said at the outset, I have not been involved in the disability justice centre issue, but 
I have watched from afar and it strikes me that the Attorney General’s government has been going through its 
usual incompetent process of implementing a policy. In my view, it took Hon Sue Ellery to get the process back 
on track with those community group homes for child protection.  

Hon Michael Mischin: You are disagreeing with your local members in the other place who were trying to wind 
up — 

Hon Sue Ellery: We are talking about two different things. Perhaps if you listen, you will realise you are talking 
about something else.  

Hon Michael Mischin: All right. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: They did say that there has been a flood of ecstasy. Some people seem to have very 
heightened awareness tonight!  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! There is too much cross-interjection, which is distracting Hansard and I 
am sure it is distracting Hon Ken Travers, who has the call.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That is my point. I have seen Hon Sue Ellery, through the work she does, get back on 
track the implementation of good policy that has been badly handled. I am confident that if she had met with the 
people at the disability justice centres, she would have attempted to do the same thing. The argument about 
misinformation is normally an argument about the government mishandling its communication strategy. The fact 
that the government is not able to clearly explain it in this place highlights that.  

I turn now to a couple of transport issues. This government now has a long history of making commitments at 
election times and breaking them. At the 2008 election, of course, the government promised to build a flyover at 
the Eelup roundabout, but never did it. We talked about the Roe 8 project earlier tonight, which too was 
promised. The interesting thing about this government is that its central policies are signed off by its ministers 
and they do not even meet those. They then have their candidates running completely new lines about things they 
do not meet. In 2008 the government said in its central policy that it would begin the construction of Roe 
Highway stage 8. It has never happened. There is not a bulldozer in sight, which, I would say, is a good thing. 
But it made a promise and it has not owned up to breaking it.  

The government said that it would upgrade within three years the Coalfields highway but did not do it. It has got 
around to doing some work on it and will do some more work on it, but it did not meet its commitment. The 
government promised to upgrade the Greenbushes railway but did not do it, and it promised to build an 
Ellenbrook railway line but did not do it.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon Robyn McSweeney, in the Liberal Party policy it says that from 2008 “A Liberal 
Government will contribute an additional $5 million towards the upgrade of the Greenbushes railway.” She is 
right; there was money there from the Labor government and her government promised to put in extra money to 
upgrade that railway line. Has a single dollar been spent on upgrading it, Hon Robyn McSweeney? No, not a 
single dollar under her government. It is extraordinary.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Go and look at Alannah’s history.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am happy to look at Alannah’s history. I drove down the Forrest Highway last week 
and had a good look at Alannah’s history. As I drove down the extension of the freeway, I drove past the 
Mandurah railway line. I am very proud to see Alannah’s history. I have been to Thornlie and seen the railway 
station. I often drive past the Greenbushes railway and I drive on the Tonkin Highway and on the Roe Highway 
extension. I am very proud to see the history of Alannah MacTiernan’s contribution to infrastructure in this state.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney: You’re going to lose your voice in a minute.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Don’t bet on it.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: My colleagues will warn the member of my resilience and my propensity to keep going.  

Hon Michael Mischin: It’s the Rasputin effect!  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 October 2013] 

 p4757d-4789a 
Hon Sue Ellery; Deputy President; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson; Hon Darren West; Hon 

Stephen Dawson 

 [20] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That was the government’s history prior to 2008. What did we get in 2013? The 
government committed to build the Metro Area Express light rail system by 2018. Will the government meet that 
commitment? It has already broken that promise. In fact, the Premier said the other day that it is possible those 
projects will be pushed out by another two years. However, six months ago those commitments were part of a 
fully funded, fully costed plan. Apparently, those commitments were there for everyone to see! Now the 
government does not have the money to deliver on its commitments and it is having to push them out. It is 
already a broken promise. The interesting thing about the airport rail line is that the government has undercooked 
its costings. Today in question time I asked whether the estimated total cost of the airport rail line included a new 
railcar depot. Originally, the government promised to run six trains an hour, so I would have thought it would be 
ordering at least 10 or more railcars to achieve that. The answer I received was that the new railcar depot was not 
included in the cost; the government did not allocate that money. The government is going to store those railcars 
at the Claisebrook depot, which is already overfull. That is another story highlighting the incompetence and 
mismanagement of this government. Work started on an extension to the Claisebrook depot before receiving the 
necessary planning approvals. The government could not organise planning approval before it started work. How 
incompetent is the government when this Premier proposes to build railway marshalling yards in an area that it 
has never mentioned before? The Premier wants this great new eastern corridor into the city, but he will put the 
storage yards there. I suspect that the new railcars for the airport rail line will be next generation railcars. The 
government will not be able to use the existing facilities at Claisebrook. I imagine these railcars will need new 
facilities for maintenance, cleaning and the like, and the government will need to build a new depot to deal with 
them. By the time the airport rail line is built, we will need more railcars. This government has not ordered them 
yet, but we will need them. The government has said that it will order them, but it has not done that. There is 
nothing in the forward estimates to allow for that, despite the fact that within the period of forward estimates the 
government will need to order additional railcars, not just for the airport rail line but for the rest of the system. 
The government has not allocated any money for a simple thing such as a depot. The government wonders why 
its budget is a mess. It cannot plan for even simple budget items such as building a depot. I would have thought 
that if the government wanted to build a railway line and to buy more trains, that would be one of the first things 
it would do. Where will the government put the trains at night? Maybe the government will pull them up at the 
station and leave them there! It is extraordinary stuff. With Hon Michael Mischin’s view of the world, he will 
probably make the passengers clean them as well!  

They are the first two big promises that the government has broken. The government has met its commitment on 
the transport of carers with an allocation of $1.2 million. Funding for the car park at Edgewater station is 
included in the budget. The government promised to index the Country Age Pension Fuel Card to inflation. Has 
that happened? It did not happen when it was supposed to. The government promised additional money for 
principal shared paths. It has not met those commitments. The government was rescued by the federal Labor 
government over its commitment to the Perth–Darwin highway.  

Hon Helen Morton: It was predictable.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Members opposite were in complete disarray. If the federal Labor government and then 
the federal Liberal government had not come to this government’s rescue, it would not have been able to deliver 
on its commitments for the Perth–Darwin highway. People are not getting what they thought they would get, but 
they are getting something.  

The government committed to constructing passing lanes on Albany Highway. If members opposite want to talk 
about people’s records, I remember Hon Muriel Patterson coming into this place and asking about passing lanes 
on Albany Highway. This government committed to them. Is there money in the budget for those passing lanes? 
Construction is supposed to start this year. Was that the commitment that was made, Hon Jim Chown? I think the 
parliamentary secretary knows the answer to this. There is no money in the budget for that, is there?  

Hon Jim Chown: You are telling the story.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I just wanted to make sure the parliamentary secretary is still awake. In a press release, 
the government committed to constructing passing lanes on Albany Highway this year. That is not happening. 
The government has pushed back the installation of the flashing speed signs. Of course, at the local level, Roe 8 
has again not been done. There were other projects as well, such as the Malaga Drive overpass and Mitchell 
Freeway extension. The government said in December 2012 that the money was in the budget and that these 
projects would happen. Both projects have already been deferred by a year. I suspect that because the bulk of the 
money for the Mitchell Freeway extension is in what I call the fifth year of the forward estimates, the 
government is going to struggle; it is not going to be able to afford all the things it has pushed into the fifth year 
of the forward estimates.  
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What have we seen since? I have talked about the bus services being closed in regional WA. The AvonLink rail 
service has been shut down, despite the government promising before the election that it would expand and 
enhance that service. Then there are the tier 3 rail lines. We had the Liberal Party with one policy to invest in tier 
3 rail lines and the National Party with a different policy to invest in tier 3 rail lines; both of those policies are 
out the door. The government has not done anything about implementing either party’s commitments; both 
parties have misled the people of Western Australia. In fact, it gets worse. What did we learn recently? The 
government is also starting to now close or run down the tier 1 and 2 lines. I asked a question today about how 
much of the money promised by Hon Simon O’Brien back in November 2010 had been spent and was told that 
only $145 million has been spent. At the time, $187.9 million was committed to re-sleepering works and rail 
siding upgrades. Of that money, the government has spent only $145 million; there is still $19 million to spend. 
Interestingly, I asked where that $19 million would be spent and I did not get an answer. I wonder whether that is 
because the government does not intend to spend it. What we know from the answer is that the tier 2 line from 
Milling to Bolgart — 

Government members: Miling!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I always say that the wrong way! I have said it five times. I will not keep saying it 
wrong; I keep correcting my spelling of it, too, to make sure I put only one “l” in it. I do know Bolgart because I 
invested in the Bolgart bell. One of the great stories at the time of the building of the infamous belltower in 
Barrack Square was that the Bolgart community sought to raise money for its own belltower. It got more money 
from Labor members of Parliament than it did from conservative members of Parliament, despite the majority of 
its local members being conservative members. How much has the government spent on the Miling to Bolgart 
tier 2 line? One would have thought a few hundred thousand dollars at least. Does Hon Darren West know how 
much it was? It was nil.  

Hon Mark Lewis: Didn’t you know that?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: What? 

Hon Mark Lewis: He didn’t know that!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Sorry; did Hon Mark Lewis know that no money had been spent on it? I wonder how 
many Liberal backbenchers knew that the government had not spent any money on it. It is a disgrace. It is no 
wonder that a decision now has to be made to reduce the capacity of the trains that can operate on that line 
because the government has not lived up to its commitment to invest in it, even with what it promised during the 
last election campaign for tier 1 and 2 lines. It has failed to deliver on its tier 3 promises and we now find that 
there are certain tier 2 lines into which it has not put a single dollar. I asked whether any agreement had been 
reached regarding the ongoing operation of these lines before making the investment. Apparently, an agreement 
was reached that the lines would continue at the required performance standards. Does that include the Miling to 
Bolgart line? Will it continue at the standard? What standard is it going to continue at? Is it going to be below 
standard? This is an area that is heavily represented by members of the Liberal and National Parties. They have 
four of the six upper house members in that region. Those members are just sitting back and watching key 
infrastructure in their communities being destroyed. It is a disgrace. I feel very sorry for these local communities 
that they do not have anyone in government fighting for them—not one single person. 

Hon Helen Morton: Not even an upper house member? 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, not even an upper house member. 
Hon Helen Morton: Not anyone on your side? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: They have Hon Darren West. But they have no-one from the government. If the minister 
had listened to what I said, she would know I said from the government. They have someone from the future 
government, yes, but not someone from the current government.  

Hon Helen Morton: What you are saying is something that is actually really bad for you—it is that despite all of 
that, people still want to keep voting for us and not for you guys. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It is a disgrace. That community wants to know that there are people who are standing 
up and fighting for them. They want to know why the government has not spent one single dollar on upgrading 
the line. They want to know why this government and their local members are happy—some of them are almost 
cheering—about the move from rail to roads. 

I was in Collie the other day. That community is very unhappy at the prospect of an increased number of trucks 
on its roads as a result of the fact that the government has put in place a plan for Bunbury port but has not put in 
place the infrastructure to support that plan.  
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If the government wants to make decisions, it has two choices: either it needs to cost them correctly and find the 
money to do it or it needs to live within the means that it has.  

These are the spend bills. We have had the tax bills. I wonder whether we will get any more tax bills through. 
That seems to be almost a regular occurrence. That seems to be the solution of this government. I think that 
anyone who looked at this budget and at what has been committed and what has not been committed would 
clearly accept that any claim that this government had to a fully funded, fully costed plan is a complete and utter 
nonsense. The Liberal Party was lying to the people of Western Australia when it made that claim at the election. 
I think the people of this state will see over time the build-up. After the 2008 election, the government did not 
meet its commitments. After the 2013 election, the government has not met its commitments. I am sure the 
people of this state will not trust the government in 2017 when it makes commitments that it clearly has no 
intention of delivering upon. This was the budget in which the government had that opportunity. The 
government has three and a half years to show the people of this state otherwise. I expect, however, that unless 
there is a dramatic change in the way this government operates and it reaches the point at which it has sound 
financial management, it will not be able to deliver even half of the commitments that it has made.  

HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [8.33 pm]: I rise tonight to make a few comments 
on the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013 and the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Capital 2013–14 Bill 2013. From my point of view, it is fair to say that for a budget that was brought 
down by what is claimed to be a re-elected new and fresh government, it has a tone of disappointment and 
desperation. It has a tone of desperation for the government in trying to meet the many, many fully funded, fully 
costed commitments that it has made across a range of electorates on a range of issues, and it has a tone of 
disappointment for local communities and for the people who need to use our public services, our public schools 
and our public hospitals.  

I will start with our public education system. Shortly after the budget was handed down, despite stating clearly 
on radio that there would not be any job cuts in public education, the education minister announced a suite of 
cuts couched as reforms. No-one has yet bought into this Orwellian attempt to cover up what are simply cuts to 
schools dressed up as reforms. No-one—schools, principals or P&Cs—I have spoken to in the East Metropolitan 
Region has told me that these are necessary reforms. I will list how some of these will manifest. There will 
obviously be around 500 job cuts, including 100 anaphylaxis education assistants from kindy to year 2 and 250 
EAs from kindy to year 2. As Hon Sue Ellery stated, early years childhood education is of critical importance 
and there is a plethora of evidence stating that early years pathways laid down are critical to a person’s education 
and development, and to their educational abilities and outcomes. Why these cuts are focusing on these early 
years, I do not know. There will be 150 positions cut in central and regional offices. This is 500 jobs on top of 
the 1 200 jobs already to be cut from the public sector announced as apparently voluntary redundancies. There is 
also a 30 per cent cut to the school support program resource allocation, which is a fund used for literacy and 
numeracy programs, behaviour management, Aboriginal student needs, English as a second language and 
children with learning difficulties. It also targets priority country areas and areas of significant disadvantage. The 
majority of schools access this fund and it is targeted funding to those areas that will take a 30 per cent hit. An 
average high school in the East Metropolitan Region with around 900 to 1 000 students will probably lose 
around $700 000 a year from its budget, which is a huge amount of money to lose in one hit. A small primary 
school with 300 to 400 students — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: If they are contacted and asked, that is how much they will say they are 
losing. A small primary school with 300 to 400 students will stand to lose around $150 000 to $300 000. The 
government says that this is a move to a new funding model in 2015 based on student needs, but this cut will 
apply from next year, not 2015, and it is therefore not based on the funding model. There is no commitment at all 
that the new funding model will guarantee that schools will get more money or be able to make up what they lost 
in 2014. This is simply a cut and we do not even have a new model to refer to.  

Local principals I have spoken to, particularly in the Morley region, are very unhappy about the long service 
leave liability. They say that it is basically a tax paid by schools to help the department shift its financial liability 
for long service leave; it is simply cost shifting back onto the school budgets. The levy is $600 per teaching staff 
member and $400 per support staff member, so a school with around 10 teaching staff and 12.5 support staff will 
be about $11 000 worse off, which is a huge amount of money, particularly for a primary school. In 2014 there 
will be a shaving off of the formula to calculate the FTE and a 1.5 per cent cut to schools’ procurement budgets. 
The sector is not happy. Parents, parents’ associations, principals’ associations, unions and the workforce are not 
happy about this; no-one is saying that these are welcome reforms in any way. Stephen Breen from the WA 
Primary Principals’ Association describes them as extensive cuts and the worst he has seen.  
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I will provide some detail on the impact of the cuts in the East Metropolitan Region. I will not name the schools, 
because, frankly, they feel it has been made clear that they are not to speak publicly on how these cuts will affect 
them and specific principals do not want retribution, they do not want their names in Parliament and they do not 
want their schools targeted for any further action. One primary school, for example, in the inner East 
Metropolitan Region, closer to the city—we could say the Morley region—will lose $77 000. Another big major 
high school will lose $410 000. This will include 2.5 FTE teachers, the Aboriginal and Islander education 
officers will be down from 0.9 to 0.65, the long service leave levy will be $43 000, the Sound Way program will 
go from four classes to one class and the students at educational risk program will remove the education 
assistants, so there will just be a teacher in a classroom with students who are deemed at risk. There will be no 
EAs and no support for those teachers. The school also runs a college program for disengaged girls. These tend 
to be Aboriginal girls in years 10 and 11 who are not interested in academics. This program diverts their 
attention to vocational studies to keep them in school. They have no idea whether they will be able to continue 
this program because of these cuts. This school has made a significant turnaround in its student outcomes in the 
past seven years and the school community has put in a lot of work. There is significant concern that those 
achievements and the progress that it has made over the past seven years will really move backwards under this 
model. The other great concern this school has with this particular budget is that in the next couple of years it is 
expected to accept year 7 students. This is a school—many schools suffer from this—with incredibly ageing 
infrastructure. I attended this particular school. The facilities are still the same as they were when I was there in 
1988. This school will accept year 7 students and it has had no budgeting support, nothing in terms of — 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes, they will.  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It has not heard anything about modifications of its school to accept those 
year 7s.  

Level 3 teachers have also been targeted by the government. Level 3 teachers are highly qualified teachers who 
are given extra time to support other staff and provide mentoring and professional development to other teachers. 
Children in public schools will lose access to many of those programs under these cuts. These level 3 classroom 
teachers, the highest paid teachers, also receive an extra time allowance of half a day a week to share their 
experiences with other teachers. The department has told schools that, under the reforms, the time allocation will 
be withdrawn. Again, the Western Australian Primary Principals’ Association is very unhappy and describes it as 
“a massive hole” in some schools. The president of the State School Teachers’ Union of Western Australia, 
Anne Gisborne, says that to remove these people from our schools will be a fundamental blow to the curriculum 
support for young children in our schools. These cuts are not building the educational future of our communities 
in any way and they are fundamentally wrong in our government system and for people who depend on 
government education to further their ability to earn a reasonable wage, to live a good quality of life and to 
progress through the education system.  

Cutting administrative and classroom support always pushes the burden onto teachers so that removing 
education assistants’ support increases the burden on the teachers. Cutting administrative support means that 
teachers are doing more work. In none of this debate has there been any discussion about the profound effect that 
this will have on a lot of the education assistants who will not have their contracts renewed. The minister says it 
is not a permanent job but it is still their job that they depend on to pay their bills, to send their kids to school and 
to send their kids to soccer practice. It is a contract that they had that had been rolled over and over. Now it will 
not be continued. Those families of those 250 education assistants will lose a whole income.  

This budget is upside down. I have said this before. The government’s priorities are absolutely topsy-turvy. It is 
like something out of a bizarre Enid Blyton novel that I read to my daughter, where we go up the magic faraway 
tree and we do not know which land is going to arrive next. We are going to build a stadium next to Crown 
Perth, a gift to Crown, with public money. It will have extraordinary facilities but we are going to take money 
out of schools. It is completely back to front. Funding Elizabeth Quay and Muja is the way the government 
chooses to spend its money—not on schools and not on hospitals but by building big stadiums and big waterfront 
projects. It is not at all the expectation that the community has.  

Hon Michael Mischin: You need to talk to some of the construction workers working on those projects about 
whether they agree that the money ought be spent on them.  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Get the private sector to build the stadium. Government should run 
hospitals and provide education. 
Hon Michael Mischin: They employ your union mates. Perhaps we should not give jobs to them!  
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Unions still work on privately run construction sites.  
Hon Michael Mischin: That is right.  
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Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: They do perfectly well. They are not afraid of that.  

I now refer to Fiona Stanley Hospital. Another major issue for the community and for people who use public 
health services is the pretty much open-ended line item in this budget on negotiations with Serco over the delay 
in opening Fiona Stanley Hospital. I want to take us back to the beginning of this contract to put some 
perspective on where we are now. The total cost to subcontract services to Serco to run Fiona Stanley Hospital 
will be $3.2 billion. That is the biggest privatisation contract ever in Western Australia. It is an absolutely huge 
contract. The previous Labor government set aside funds for this hospital; the Liberals came along and privatised 
the running of it. I will demonstrate the scale and size of the money spent on the process to privatise this 
contract. The privatisation of these services usually results in governments spending more than they will save.  

Once the tender was announced, two major organisations were short-listed—Multiplex and Serco. In 2006, 
talking of Serco, the Committee of Public Accounts in the United Kingdom released a report into the Norfolk 
and Norwich University Hospital. Serco was part of a consortium that decided to refinance a joint working 
group, Octagon. This consortium was responsible for the redevelopment of the hospital and was part of the 
private finance initiative arrangement that was entered into with the National Health Service. The UK 
parliamentary committee made a number of findings including that Serco had increased borrowings from 
$200 million to $300 million, making over $115 million, and that it passed just $34 million on to the hospital 
trust. Serco basically increased its return from 16 per cent to 60 per cent. The committee chairman, Edward 
Leigh, a Conservative—this is what makes his comments all the more extraordinary—stated — 

“My Committee would not expect to see appearing before it another Accounting Officer defending 
what we believe to be the unacceptable face of capitalism. Such a face was shown by this private sector 
consortium in its dealings with the public sector.”  

Hon Michael Mischin: Where was this?  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It was in the UK. Serco was running and redeveloping hospitals—the 
same company that will run Fiona Stanley Hospital. The quote continues — 

“The Trust might now have to pay up to £257 million pounds more if it needs to terminate the contract 
early. This is taxpayers’ money and the risk of this large liability was incurred essentially so that 
investors could have fatter returns. 

The report painted a picture of crafty contractors running rings around ineffective negotiators. On 16 November, 
Roger Cook in the other place asked Minister Hames if he had even read the report. The answer was no, he had 
not read the report. I would have thought that being responsible for entering into a $3.2 billion contract, the 
Minister for Health would make himself aware of the full dealings of this company.  

Hon Michael Mischin: Which government entered into that contract in the United Kingdom? Was it a Labour 
government?  
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It is bad whatever it is.  
Hon Michael Mischin: Serco’s dealings in the United Kingdom are irrelevant here, but the fact that the Labour 
Party over there entered into it — 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I did not say it was not relevant at all.  

Hon Michael Mischin: You are talking about it. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Serco is under fire — 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Who is giving the speech here! 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The Attorney General should make his own speech! 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! Come on; I have let members go for a little while but 
we will bring it back to order now. If Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson addresses her comments through the Chair and 
if the Attorney General would like to keep his comments to himself, we will all get along very well. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The Independent in the UK also recently revealed that Serco is under fire 
after an audit discovered that taxpayers had been overcharged £50 million for monitoring non-existent electronic 
tags. Some of them had been assigned to deceased offenders and some to those who were already back in 
custody.  

Another public accounts committee report, this time investigating an out-of-hours GP clinic in Cornwall run by 
Serco, found that the service provided by Serco was short-staffed, substandard and that service data was being 
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manipulated to make the company’s performance look good. Despite all that, Serco still got the contract. It does 
not really make a lot of sense.  

I will go back over the time line again. In 2009 there were expressions of interest and Serco and Multiplex were 
the final companies in contention. In 2010, the Western Australian health department sent an evaluation team 
over to the United Kingdom to look at a Serco hospital. None of that is public information. All the dealings 
around this negotiation and contract have been veiled in secrecy and treated as commercial-in-confidence. This 
information had to be the subject of a freedom of information request. A range of senior executives from the 
health department went to the UK at a cost of more than $40 000, plus salaries. They inspected Wishaw General 
Hospital, Forth Valley Royal Hospital, and Norfolk and Norwich University Hospital. In September, just after 
they inspected Wishaw hospital, the Healthcare Environment Inspectorate announced an inspection of Wishaw 
General Hospital and found that in six out of eight wards, Serco had failed to meet basic hygiene standards, and 
it listed two pages of improvements that that hospital had to make. This hospital, visited by the evaluation panel 
while assessing which company to award this contract to, failed on six out of eight wards. The mind boggles at 
the processes and the ability to assess whether this contract that involves a huge amount of taxpayers’ money 
will be properly managed by this government.  

So where are we now? That is where we were; this is where we are now: the opening has been delayed 
from April 2014 to October 2014, and the government has no idea what the cost of this delay will be and has, 
essentially, written a blank cheque to Serco. Through the incompetence of this government and the hospital not 
opening on time, taxpayers are now exposed to an open-ended negotiation and liability for this contract. During 
the estimates hearings, Roger Cook, MLA, asked where Serco had even opened the batting in these negotiations, 
but the minister refused to answer. This is taxpayers’ money; where is the transparency?  

The minister was also asked whether he was aware that Serco and G4S were under investigation by the serious 
fraud squad in the UK over charging the British government £50 million, and his response was that it is not 
relevant. I think it is very relevant, and I think the people of Western Australia who are paying for that hospital 
think it is entirely relevant in that this organisation will be running this hospital.  

I have serious concerns about the government’s ability to manage such a huge contract. Serco is expert at 
squeezing taxpayer dollars out of governments. That is what it does; it is the reason for its existence. It has teams 
of people working on contract negotiations and government relations. It is expert. The Under Treasurer, Tim 
Marney, gave evidence to the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations that he doubts the 
ability of the Department of Health to manage and deliver this project within the accepted parameters of risk to 
the taxpayer; not only that, but also the government has not been entirely transparent about the current state of 
the project and its expected delivery date. Tim Marney signed off on the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement in December, stating that Fiona Stanley Hospital would be delivered in April 2014; however, the 
department knew in November 2013 that that was not true, and allowed the Under Treasurer to repeat that 
statement in the midyear review. So, given the skills and expertise of Serco in managing government 
departments and contract negotiations, and the entirely open-ended nature of the current negotiations, I have 
concerns about the secrecy around them and the costs associated with this contract.  

Another hospital recently privatised by the government is Midland Health Campus, and there is still no 
indication of how much it will cost to provide the extra services that St John of God Health Care has refused to 
provide. So, $360 million is the cost of the hospital, and the government will have to foot the bill for providing 
the services for public patients for terminations and services that are already provided at Swan District Hospital, 
but it is still not providing any information on that. 

Hon Helen Morton: Except that you’re now conceding that those services are going to be provided on campus.  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: No. 

Hon Helen Morton: No? What are you saying? 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: No, I am not conceding that at all. 

Hon Helen Morton: Are you saying they are going to be provided?  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Terminations? 
Hon Helen Morton: You’re saying they are going to be provided. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: By the hospital? By St John of God? 
Hon Helen Morton: No, I am not saying by St John, but they are going to be provided.  
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Okay, they will be provided, but how much more — 
Hon Helen Morton: People in Midland will be able to get those services in that community.  
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Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: How much more is it going to cost to build a separate facility to provide 
those services? 

Hon Helen Morton: Just confirming — 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Because the government made the decision to privatise it and give the 
contract to an organisation that has a philosophical objection to those services, it is now going to cost the 
government more to provide those services. 

Hon Helen Morton: So you are saying that they are going to be provided. That is what I want to make 
absolutely clear. I want to put on the record that you are saying and agreeing that those services are going to be 
provided for people. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes, I am sure they will, but they will cost more and go off-site. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member on her feet has the call. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The other aspect that is near the Midland Health Campus is the Lloyd 
Street southern extension and underpass. In a recent question without notice of which some notice was given, 
Hon Samantha Rowe asked the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport whether he could 
confirm that the current estimated cost of this project is between $60 million and $80 million and how much 
funding has been allocated in the budget. Hon Donna Faragher replied that the current estimated cost of the 
extension for this project is $106.6 million, with a total of $38.2 million allocated in the budget. It is a joint 
project between the City of Swan, the commonwealth government and the state government. The commonwealth 
is providing around $10 million and the City of Swan around $3.1 million. That is a total of $51.3 million. That 
project is $55.3 million short of what is needed for it to be completed to allow people to come in and go out of 
the area and access the hospital. The local government and the people around that hospital certainly expect that 
to be done, but the project is missing more than half of its required funding. 

I note that another line item in the disability services budget is for component II funding. Component II funding 
is part of the government’s overall strategy to increase recurrent funding to non-government organisations to 
essentially allow them to continue to contract out to those services that are run by the Disability Services 
Commission such as accommodation homes and support services for people with disability. There was a big 
funding announcement in 2011–12 by the government of $600 million for the not-for-profit sector. A large part 
of the issue in contracting out to the not-for-profit sector is the lack of capacity to bring more people in, to create 
more beds and to create more funding to essentially provide more services. One of the significant issues with the 
lack of capacity is the wages that those NGOs are able to provide. They have not had enough funding over the 
years. More funding to the NGO sector is great. It is a good thing, is welcome and is useful, but that is 
government money and it needs to be properly monitored to ensure that it goes where it is supposed to go. There 
has been a $600 million funding increase to address a significant pay disparity between the Disability Services 
Commission, government-provided disability services and the not-for-profit sector. For many of those people 
who were to receive a significant 20 per cent wage increase, it was—I do not overstate this—a life-changing 
wage increase for incredibly low-paid workers who thought that they would never be able to go on that holiday, 
would never get on top of their bills or would never be able to comfortably meet their mortgage repayments and 
provide for their families —  

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Or even get a mortgage. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes, or even get a mortgage. People were very, very excited about this. 
The Premier made statements and the then Treasurer, Christian Porter, also made very carefully crafted 
statements that this money was to go towards significantly improving the wages that those organisations were 
able to pay front-line staff. Some organisations did the right thing; they passed it on. Some staff got a 20 per cent 
pay rise. A 20 per cent pay rise for a low-paid worker is life changing; it is incredible. They were very lucky that 
they worked for the right employer, because someone doing the same job for another organisation providing the 
same services in the same kind of environment received none of that. There has been no accountability back.  

Hon Helen Morton: Are you saying some staff did not get one single cent increase in their pay?  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes, I am.  
Hon Helen Morton interjected. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It is not a lie. Those staff received only the non-government health social 
services index increases over the years; they have not received a cent of that increase in pay. That is 
fundamentally unfair. I do not believe it achieves in any way the aim of that money, because that organisation 
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has still not improved its ability to provide any more services. Those organisations have used that money to pay 
down debt and do whatever they needed to do. The Auditor General’s report which examined this stated that 
around 73 per cent of that money was spent on wages, but it is still not sure if it was spent on wages for front-
line staff or management, senior executives or anyone else. There was no mechanism for managing and ensuring 
that the money went to where it was most needed—that is, to the people who actually do the work, those who 
look after and have relationships with people with disabilities and who desperately want to stay in that sector 
because they love it. Frankly, people do not stay in those jobs because they get rich; they stay because they are 
committed to the job and feel that they make a difference. Many people have to make the difficult decision to 
leave those jobs for financial reasons, particularly in those organisations. That money has also created an 
unequal playing field so that an organisation that does not pass it on will lose staff to the organisation that does. 
Good on the organisation that does, but that will not help the sector in any way. 

Component II procurement reform promises are still vague. I am interested to see how they will be manifested. It 
is a watching brief. I genuinely hope that the minister takes note of what has happened with that money and that 
if there are any significant funding increases in that sector, taxpayer’s money will be accounted for and targeted 
to the most necessary and in-need areas rather than just leaving it up to organisations with no strings attached. 
The Premier used those words on budget day: this is money with no strings attached.  

There are a range of other local budget promises that we see in parts but not all of this budget. Hon Ken Travers 
talked about the Metro Area Express light rail, which is due to run through the East Metropolitan Region and 
which has a total budget allocation of $1.8 billion. Planning has started, but there was a failure before the 
election to get a commitment for federal funding in this budget. The opposition highlighted that at the time. The 
Labor Party committed to it, but the federal Liberal Party did not—it committed to roads, not rail. Work is 
expected to commence in 2019. Private sector funding will have to be sought or the government will have to 
come up with a lot of money. I think it is highly unlikely that the government will be able to deliver it by 2018. 

Hon Donna Faragher mentioned in her in-reply contribution to the budget debate that the government is 
absolutely committed to the overpass at the intersection of Reid Highway and Malaga Drive.  

Hon Donna Faragher: That is right.  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Not all of that is in the budget. There is an initial $500 000 for this year, 
nothing in 2013–14, nothing in 2014–15, $11 million in 2015–16 and $35 million in 2016–17. That is just over 
half of what is required in four years. It is unlikely that this project will be completed in the East Metropolitan 
Region before the next election. That is not a true commitment to that project at all.  

The major upgrade of Morley Police Station is a beauty! An amount of $11.7 million was promised. A number 
of glossy leaflets were sent out which highlighted that thugs and criminals were roaming the streets of Morley. 
What an extraordinary way for a local member to talk about their local community! The leaflets said that local 
communities were being terrorised by thugs and criminals roaming the streets of Morley. So we have to upgrade 
Morley Police Station. It was on that material; members should look at it. It will be $11.7 million for Morley 
Police Station. Nothing is itemised in the budget. When questioned in estimates about this, Minister Liza Harvey 
stated that there were no significant upgrades; the government was just going to put in female toilets. I do not 
know how adding female toilets to Morley Police Station deals with the issue of thugs and criminals roaming the 
streets of Morley. Eighty police officers were supposed to be based there. I went to a briefing at police 
headquarters, and there are no plans to increase the number of police officers based at stations. Someone is not 
talking to the minister’s office and vice versa. They are obviously not communicating. 

The Ellenbrook bus rapid transit system is another issue. It was promised instead of rail in 2011 as part of the 
draft public transport plan, which is clearly another broken promise in the electorate. Despite spending $630 000 
on the design, the government has cancelled it. That is not happening. There is no rail and no rapid bus transit 
system. A number of small grants across the budget have also been cut. The Swan River Trust has been cut. That 
is just extraordinary. The Swan River is one of the most iconic aspects of our city. Its health and vitality are 
essential to our economy and our tourism sector, and also to my electorate, but we are just going to cut it off. It 
does not need to be looked at; we will just let local governments deal with it section by section. There is no 
overall plan. 

Hon Donna Faragher: What are you talking about? 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: That is what has been done. There is no serious plan for that at all. 
Hon Helen Morton: That is absolutely ridiculous and you know it is. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: No, it is not. This budget is desperate and disappointing. 
Several members interjected. 
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! We do not need six members speaking at one time. It is 
hard enough for Hansard at the best of times to hear the one person who is speaking. Can we return to that one 
person speaking now? 
Hon Jim Chown interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I will sum up my remarks. I provided a lot of facts and figures in my 
budget speech and in this appropriations — 
Hon Helen Morton: It’s made up. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: A lot of it is facts obtained from the government through freedom of 
information applications. They are not made up at all; they are hard facts about taxpayers’ money being spent on 
huge contracts, with questionable ability to manage them, and cuts to front-line schools. That is from talking to 
schools in the electorate that have to — 
Hon Helen Morton: That’s made up. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: That is from talking to principals in the electorate. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: That is offensive to the schools. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: That is offensive to the schools. The minister is essentially saying that 
they are lying. This is a budget of cuts, of mismanagement — 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! If the member on her feet would like to address her comments through the 
Chair and not respond to interjections from the other side, I think we would all be in a better place.  
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I will conclude my remarks. This is a budget of cuts, a budget of 
disappointment, and a budget that is hard on the people who can least afford it and who most need to access 
services. 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [9.09 pm]: I rise to speak to the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Recurrent 2013–14 Bill 2013 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2013–14 Bill 2013. It will 
be no surprise to the house that I will once again vent my tremendous disappointment with the current state 
government’s fiscal management of the state of Western Australia. Every time I stand, I raise the point that there 
are more and more examples of poor judgement by the current government. For Hon Dave Grills’ information, 
there are 35 police in Morley, not the 80 that the government promised. That is yet another broken promise by 
the Liberal–National government—the National Party are in on this as well. I would also like to touch on a few 
points that have already been raised. As I have said in the past, this is a horrible budget. I think I referred to 
Gareth Parker’s reference to it as a “dog”, and how I thought that was unfair, and I still do; it is a budget of cuts, 
cuts and more cuts. There are rising fees and charges everywhere one looks and broken promises at every turn, 
and every government department is being asked to offer reduced services. I note that Hon Ken Travers 
mentioned the Department of Agriculture and Food; it is a department that is close to my heart because I have a 
background in that industry, and I was quite shocked to learn that over the last five years the Liberal–National 
government has cut 350 jobs from that once fine establishment, which led the way in Australia for innovation, 
plant breeding and extension services to agriculture. Indeed, the department was the envy of the rest of Australia. 
There have been 353 jobs cut from it, of which 173 are from country areas. Of course, that is of concern to me; 
that is 173 families who have now moved to Perth and 173 families who could have used our existing 
infrastructure in regional Western Australia, including regional schools that are not at capacity. Instead, the 
government’s short-term measures have resulted in more schools being required in the city. However, the 
government has budgeted so poorly that it no longer has the money to build those things, and that has become 
clearer everywhere I go. 

Before I entered Parliament, I chaired the Wheatbelt Development Commission. Around 2009, maybe early 
2010, the Liberal–National government cabinet came to Merredin, and the development commission hosted a 
function at a nice venue run by a very nice lady who was more than pleased to have us along. We invited about 
150 stakeholders from the wheatbelt, including many farmers, but also many people from the business 
community who rely on the farming industry for their livelihoods. I distinctly remember that I thought I would 
pump up the Premier’s tyres a little; as members will know, the Premier owns 100 acres of land at Toodyay, and 
because it is in the Toodyay shire, it is technically in the wheatbelt. Given that he was in the company of 
substantial farmers who have much larger landholdings and are successful wheatbelt businessmen, I thought the 
Premier might like to be referred to as a wheatbelt farmer, so I introduced him as a fellow wheatbelt farmer and 
the Premier was clearly very pleased, as most small landholders are, to be recognised as a legitimate farmer. 
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Today I retract that description because genuine wheatbelt farmers—people who have worked hard and 
understand that they have to live within their means, spend less than they earn and act fiscally responsibly to 
keep their business alive—would not run the state of Western Australia in the way that the current Premier is 
running it. It was very remiss of me to compare the current Premier of Western Australia with anyone who farms 
in the wheatbelt, because anyone out there at the moment has had to live through some tough times and exercise 
some fiscal prudence and responsibility, and I do not see any of that from the current government of Western 
Australia. 

This government’s gross mismanagement of the finances of Western Australia, within pretty much any portfolio 
that I have been able to dig around and find information about, has resulted in a huge level of uncertainty in my 
sector and many other business sectors around the state.  

The cuts to public services to which I have alluded are not sustainable. I think that the members opposite — 

Hon Jim Chown: Give us an example.  

Hon DARREN WEST: I have just given members one. I have said to Hon Jim Chown before: can we please 
have interjections that are somewhat intelligent and on the subject? The Department of Agriculture and Food 
will lose 350 jobs over five years. Is that not a cut to the public service? I still have 39 minutes and 57 seconds 
and by the time I have finished the member will have heard plenty of examples — 

Hon Jim Chown interjected.  

Point of Order 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am really struggling to hear Hon Darren West speak on this issue. He has the call. 
It would be good if members also listened.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): I remind members that it is very difficult for Hansard reporters, 
who do a very important job in this chamber, to take down the words of people in a correct manner when there 
are constant interjections. All members should pay attention to that fact. Could all members on their feet not 
invite interjections and address their comments through the Chair? Could members on the other side of the 
chamber let others make their contribution so that we can get through this in a better fashion?  

Debate Resumed 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you; that is very good advice indeed. I will follow that.  

Given the time of the year, it is quite pertinent that we are talking about matters fiscal because it is approaching 
Halloween. I was fortunate enough to win an agriculture scholarship to the University of Minnesota and I 
became familiar with Halloween when I spent a year in the USA. It is more of an American celebration than an 
Australian celebration, but members may know that a quaint feature of Halloween is that young people run 
around the streets; they call it trick or treat. I can provide some good analogies for the way the government is 
performing and for the budget. Gee, we have had plenty of tricks. We were told that the government’s election 
commitments were fully funded and fully costed. Wraparounds showing the beaming faces of the Premier and 
other Liberal candidates were put around Farm Weekly to advertise that the government supports a viable tier 3 
rail system. The government did not mean a word of that. That was just a trick. There have been lots of tricks. 
For example, a trick around land tax popped up today. Some people have worked really hard and been 
successful; they have stashed away a bit of money and taken prudent advice to put it into real estate. There are 
three rules about land: location, location, location! Another true thing about land is that we are not making any 
more of it. We buy a bit of land. We work hard. We pay it off. Then we get this little trick around Halloween 
time with the introduction of a 12.5 per cent increase in land tax. Thanks for coming! That was a beauty, I think. 
I have not seen many treats from the government at the moment, but the tricks are flying thick and fast. I have a 
few more that I will talk about.  

We sat here all night and debated another little trick when we discussed the Duties Legislation Amendment Bill. 
An amount of $500 million is to come out of small business for the duties. It was supposed to go into the goods 
and services tax, but we were here all night trying to defend small business and do the right thing by those who 
have worked hard to build up a business and do not want to sell it. That was another little trick from the 
government, “We will have our arm down the back of that couch too—half a billion dollars out of small 
business!” Every time we register our cars, it costs a bit more than it did last year. So does insurance. That is 
another trick from the state government around Halloween time. The increases in power bills are well 
documented; they were on the rise before the carbon tax. I cannot help but notice that everyone is blaming the 
carbon tax. Power bills rose 63 per cent even before the carbon tax came in, so it is a bit rough to blame the 
carbon tax for the increases. That is another little trick from the Liberal government. God help us if someone has 
a broken pipe on the farm now. The water bill would frighten the life out of them. If someone brings in some 
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seeds from Queensland, it will cost them $224 an hour to have someone look at the bag and ensure that it 
matches what the list states. They do not inspect the seeds, but they still charge people $224 to check that. That 
is another little trick from the government around Halloween time.  

Hon Michael Mischin: It was all free under your government!  

Hon DARREN WEST: We will get to treats, but I will tell members something: there are more tricks than 
treats. It used to be that at Halloween all the kids ding-donged on the door and got a treat. There were treats 
everywhere. It is not like that in Australia. We have a very different version of Halloween in Western Australia. 
The government was to charge 457 visa holders $4 000 for each child in school. I met a family in Kalannie who 
do not earn a lot of money; they earn less than $50 000 a year. They have four children at school, so it would 
have cost them $16 000. 

Thankfully, the minister has reduced that to $10 000 a year. They still cannot afford it and they will keep their 
kids home from school. The government will create a hidden class of kids who do not go to school or, even 
worse, the 457 visa holders will send the wife and kids back to the Philippines and see them once a year. I do not 
know why the government would encourage that. It is having a cheap shot at a group of people who have come 
to Western Australia to do vital work. Remote communities need these workers because it is difficult to entice 
people out of the metropolitan area, especially to the north—the powerhouse of Australia. Western Australia 
needs these 457 visa holders. They came to Western Australia in good faith.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! I cannot hear what is being said now, and I am sure that 
Hansard cannot.  

Hon DARREN WEST: What incentive is there for these people? They came here in good faith to make a new 
and better life for themselves and to fulfil a role. They tell members in this place that it is not about them; it is 
about their kids. They have come to Western Australia and, all of a sudden, the rug is pulled out from beneath 
them with another Halloween trick from the Barnett–Grylls Liberal–National government.  

Hon Rick Mazza will agree with me that gun licence fees have increased in the order of 250 per cent. People 
cannot go out and shoot a few rabbits any more. If they need another gun, there is a charge! It is another trick 
from the Liberal government. They cannot get rid of those pesky emus from along the back fence. They cannot 
get another gun because it will cost them an arm and a leg. When people use public transport, they cannot go as 
far as they used to on $5. That amount used to get people around the metropolitan area, but not anymore! That is 
another little trick from the government. My favourite trick from this government is the teacher tax. What a 
beauty that is! The government has imposed a tax on teachers’ accrued long service leave. Teachers get long 
service leave, just as we do. We have encouraged people to enter the teaching profession, now the government is 
saying, “No job for you!”, and if there is a job, they will be hit with the teacher tax. That was a nice little hidden 
trick that took a bit of finding. People who are involved with schools and parents and citizens associations are 
concerned about the future of their schools, as we are. They have brought to our attention a few more of these 
tricks in the education package put forward by the government. They are not part of the Gonski reforms, but are 
a classic cut to education funding. I will have a bit more to say about the education system in a minute.  

Members on this side mentioned rail passenger services. The AvonLink to Northam was established in 1995 by 
the then Liberal government, and in 2006 there was a major upgrade of the infrastructure with brand new trains. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan took the plunge and decided to support rail for the long haul. The passenger rates on 
the AvonLink are not high, but if we provide a service this will give people in the area certainty—public transport 
is available and it is reliable. People said they wanted a rail service. The studies were done. It took the opposition 
two weeks to find out that this service would be taken away; it was hidden in the budget. The people of Northam 
have been told they will have a bus service. The parliamentary secretary has told us it will have disabled access. 
How does he know that? The tender has not been let. How does he know what the bus will look like? The 
successful tender could result in a 12-seat minibus for the Northam route. This government is all about 
privatisation and outsourcing; it cannot guarantee the route will have a 62-seat coach with a wheelchair lift. The 
parliamentary secretary cannot make those statements in here. The AvonLink has disabled access and operates at 
20 per cent capacity. It is a service that is paid for by taxpayers in the same way we pay to register our cars, pay 
power and water bills or stamp duty when we buy a house. The parliamentary secretary said on radio that 67 per 
cent of the AvonLink’s operating costs were not recoverable. If he wants to make money, he should go into 
business! This is about service provision. The government owes it to taxpayers to provide these services. We pay 
for these services. 
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I refer once again to road passenger services. I know for a fact that on a Monday, after a boarders’ long weekend, 
the little bus that used to run from Mukinbudin to Northam would come past full of kids heading back to 
boarding school. That service has gone.  

All these families will now have to drive their kids along the road, because there will be no bus service for them 
at all. These are all people who traditionally vote for the Liberal Party. When we look through the results from 
the electoral booths, we see that these are areas that supported the Liberal Party. What a way to treat loyal voters 
who have fronted up at every election and voted National or Liberal. The government is saying to these people, 
“Thanks very much for your loyalty, but we are taking your bus service from you.” It is a classic case of safe-
seat syndrome. I do not think loyalty should be rewarded in that way. I have a very different view. I was brought 
up very differently. This government owes it to the people who support it to support them. 

I also want to mention some broken promises in the city. The Ellenbrook rail is another broken promise. I do not 
think we will ever see that in this term of government. The government cannot afford it, anyway. The 
government has made a hash of the state’s finances. It has taken us from the books that Eric Ripper left, with a 
debt of $3.8 billion, to a debt that will be about $28.3 billion from what I can calculate. The government has not 
set aside enough money for some major projects. It is a shemozzle. What will the government have to show for 
that? It will not have very much at all. It will have Elizabeth Quay. However, 99.5 per cent of the people of this 
state will not get much use out of Elizabeth Quay. Elizabeth Quay will be bigger than the Swan Bell Tower that 
was built by Richard Court. I am sure the Premier will be very pleased about that. I am sure the Premier will also 
be very pleased that he has done two terms, as Richard Court did. The Premier will go away with a little 
monument to himself. I do not think the Premier really cares that 99.5 per cent of the people do not want 
Elizabeth Quay.  

We will also have a stadium, which probably 80 to 90 per cent of the people of this state will not benefit from. A 
few more people are in favour of the stadium. But if the Premier is going to build that stadium on Jamie Packer’s 
land, he should go and talk to Jamie Packer about building it. Jamie Packer has a bit more money than the 
government obviously has; it will be in debt to the tune of $28.3 billion by the time it is finished. Jamie Packer is 
a good fiscal manager. He knows how to manage money and make good decisions. The Premier should go and 
talk to him! 

The Boyup Brook bus service has also gone. Hon Ken Travers has mentioned that. Boyup Brook is a good 
conservative community. It supports its conservative members. The government is saying to the people of Boyup 
Brook, “Thanks very much for your loyalty; we got your votes, and that is great, but we are going to take your 
bus service away, because it is too expensive and you are not worth it.” That is the message the government is 
sending to these people. 

One issue that I am passionate about is road safety in the wheatbelt. I remind members that at a rate of 
49.5 deaths per 100 000 of population, the wheatbelt is pretty much leading Australia in the number of road 
fatalities. That is a record that we do not want. That is a contest that we do not want to win. We do not want to be 
in the top three. From my recollection, the number of fatalities is double that of the midwest and the Murchison, 
and about three times the number in the Pilbara. We should not count just fatalities. There is also a lot of trauma. 
I do not know of anyone in my electorate who has not been touched by a serious accident in their family or 
among their close friends.  

It therefore makes sense to me to keep 60-tonne and 92-tonne mass trucks off small roads in the wheatbelt that 
were built in the 1940s and 1950s, and even earlier, and that are often poorly aligned, and where school buses 
and cars are often covered in dust that has come up from trucks that have gone off the edge of the road — 

Hon Jim Chown: How does the grain get to the receival points during harvest? 

Hon DARREN WEST: It gets there by truck. I will talk about that in a minute. These roads are often poorly 
aligned, and the afternoon sun gets into the driver’s eyes. I have a 19-year-old daughter who drives on these 
roads, and I am concerned that the government will be closing these railway lines, because that will put more 
trucks onto these roads. Hon Jim Chown has some experience in farming. Yes, we put the grain on the truck and 
we take it to the local wheat bin. 

Hon Jim Chown: That is not always the case, as you well know. That is an absolutely misleading statement. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Often we take that grain along back roads, and sometimes we take it along main roads. 
When we get to the wheat bins, we tip out the grain into a big central receival point, and we hop back into our 
truck. We do this for about six weeks a year. For much of that time, school holidays are on and there is not a lot 
of traffic on the roads. Everybody knows that during those six weeks, grain trucks will come along those roads. 
Those trucks contribute to some of the road statistics that I have talked about.  
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However, six weeks a year is a far cry from 52 weeks a year. The government will put the trucks on the road for 
eight and a half times longer. There will be trucks carting hundreds of thousands of tonnes of grain on roads that 
were never designed to cart grain. That grain should be on the railway.  

Hon Jim Chown interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will answer Hon Jim Chown’s questions in a minute. 

The most common sort of email I now get is from constituents in my electorate who have written to their local 
National Party or Liberal Party member and received this pathetic response that the issue is between Brookfield 
Rail and Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd or that there is $75 million in the “vision for agriculture” program. The 
constituents think that they are just being paid lip service and send their emails on to me. I am getting a list of 
emails sent to me via Hon Mia Davies or via a lot of the people sitting on the other side of the house. People are 
not happy with the government’s answers. They do not accept that the government is right about this and that we 
should close tier 3 rail lines. Now tier 2 rail lines will be closed. In Miling — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will continue. There was a meeting in Miling today. CBH has been advised that it will 
have to halve the length and the size of its train. This reminds me of the little story that my grandfather used to 
tell me about the stationmaster who was at the station — 

Hon Paul Brown interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Paul Brown can go next! 

The stationmaster was at the station. When he went to blow his whistle to let the train go out, the pea was 
missing. He ran into the refreshments car and said, “Do you have a pea for my whistle? I need to blow my 
whistle so the train can go out.” They said, “We only have split peas.” He said that would do and put the split 
pea in his whistle and blew his whistle, and only half the train left the station! That was one of my grandfather’s 
favourite gags! And here we go again. This is a Liberal government—our split pea! There is now only half the 
train running up and down the Miling line. My grandfather was a very smart man. Government members cannot 
look their constituents in the eye and say they are pleased about this issue. This is a tier 2 line that the state 
government has money to build, mainly from the federal government, and yet it has not built it. The government 
is letting down the communities on not only the tier 3 line, but also the tier 2 line, and we can just tell that it will 
let down more and more of them. There is this pattern of behaviour—I am no psychologist, but I can see it—and 
eventually we will have no tier 2 railway lines left. 

Hon Jim Chown interjected.  

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Jim Chown knows all this. He should talk to his constituents and listen to what 
they think about road versus rail. They will all tell him the same thing. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: What did they do with the commonwealth money? They should have spent it on the 
lines. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The government did not spend it on the lines; it will spend it on something else. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! One at a time. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I have 23 minutes left. There are 127 schools in my electorate, the Agricultural Region. 
I have written to all of them and asked them to get back to me about what they think the cuts to their schools are. 
It is very difficult for us to get this sort of information. I cannot believe how appreciative the P&Cs are that 
someone actually agrees with them that these cuts are not a good thing for their schools and I cannot believe that 
I so underestimated these cuts. I have made a little list. I will not run through the 127 schools or I will use up 
more than my 22 minutes, because I have a large electorate. I will just focus on Geraldton, which is a very 
substantial city with a population of 40 000 people. There is huge growth there. There was a lot of investment by 
the former Labor government in the foreshore and the southern transport corridor. The Labor government 
opened up an iron ore industry in the midwest, which was never done under a coalition government ever—we 
put it there. It is ticking along okay because with this embryonic stage of the iron ore industry in the midwest, we 
will get Oakajee. People run around saying we will never build Oakajee; of course we will build Oakajee when 
the need is there. The Labor government actually started that iron ore industry in the midwest. It saw the future 
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potential of Geraldton and the place was going along famously under the then member, Shane Hill, and Premiers 
Geoff Gallop and Alan Carpenter. 

Hon Jim Chown: Where’s Shane now?  

Hon DARREN WEST: He is not the member for Geraldton anymore. It is a shame, because if he was, I would 
not be reading out this list. Here is the list of cuts: Allendale Primary School has 354 students and will lose 
$107 970; Beachlands Primary School has 117 students and will lose $35 685; Bluff Point Primary School has a 
socioeconomic index of 84 and 374 students, and it will lose $114 070; Geraldton Primary School has 376 
students and will lose $114 680.  

I can tell members something about Geraldton Senior College. Four per cent of the kids who leave Geraldton 
Senior College go to university. Members can ring up the college and ask. It is a fact. The state average is 23 per 
cent. Why will the government cut $316 590 from the senior high school in Geraldton, with 692 students in 
years 11 and 12? There is no good reason why it should do that, none at all. It is shameful. It is a disgrace. John 
Willcock College, the other high school, has 592 students. 

Hon Jim Chown: Can you justify any of these figures? 

Hon DARREN WEST: These figures have come from the P&Cs and people who are associated with the 
schools. I have not made up these figures. There are 592 students at John Willcock College and its funding will 
be cut by $270 000. I have not come to the best one yet. Mount Tarcoola Primary School, with 566 kids, will 
have a $172 000 cut, while Waggrakine Primary School, with 399 kids, will have a cut of $121 695. I have been 
to Rangeway Primary School. It is the lowest socio-economic index school in Western Australia. It has the 
toughest teaching environment in Western Australia. I am told that 75 to 80 per cent of the kids in that school 
come from single-parent homes. There are enormous social problems in the Rangeway area. This is a beautiful 
piece of paradise overlooking the Indian Ocean with some of the most challenging environments for the most 
dedicated and wonderful staff, including an award-winning principal, and it will have a cut of $150 415. It is not 
justifiable at all. How will we get outcomes for those kids who do not always have the perfect model at home 
and are brought up in challenging domestic situations? How will we improve their chances to keep up with the 
mainstream kids in the higher grades of primary school and in secondary school? More importantly, how can we 
get some of those kids to even think about going to university and get a lift up from four per cent if we cut 
$153 000 from their school? There are 4 053 kids in primary school in Geraldton. With a few assumptions and a 
few assertions, my sums tell me that the cuts in those schools amount to $1.433 million out of education in 
Geraldton.  

Hon Peter Collier: Does that include staffing?  
Hon DARREN WEST: The minister can argue with my facts and tell me I am wrong if he likes but these are 
the figures that the individual schools and P&Cs are giving me of what they will have to manage without next 
year from their budgets.  
Hon Peter Collier: Does it include staffing?  

Hon DARREN WEST: These are the cuts that they have told me about that are coming next year. I know that 
the government has spent more money on staff wages on 8 000 places, and of course it has to do that.  

Even the minister’s agency people are unable to tell us what the $320 million is for. These are the amounts in the 
line items of the budgets of these schools that they will be less by next year than they will be the year after. That 
is what they tell me. The minister can go and tell them they are wrong if he likes. It is a consistent theme. Of the 
127 schools, I have not found one school yet that has said to me, “Darren, I’m better off under this package. I 
love it.” Not one school is pleased about what it has heard about these funding cuts.  

TAFEs are in the same situation. I bumped into a family in Geraldton recently whose child is doing a 
certificate III in disability care. If that young person wants to do a certificate IV in disability care next year, the 
fee would have been $631. That is probably not bad. Kids can commit themselves by doing a bit of work at 
McDonald’s, raise a bit of money and invest in their future. I am sure the parents will chip in if they can. It costs 
$631 for someone to get a certificate IV and get themselves a good job. It is a good message to send to young 
people, especially in Geraldton with some of the social issues that affect them up there. In 2014, it will cost 
$2 744 for the same course.  

A lot of those kids will say, “No thanks. I can’t get my hands on that.” As I said before, there are a lot of single 
income families up there. A lot of people in this beautiful piece of paradise that is Geraldton cannot afford 
$2 744. By the time we get to 2017 and their younger siblings want to do that course, it will cost $4 235. To me, 
that is lunacy. How will we ever address a skills shortage in Western Australia if we keep slugging people like 
this just to do the basic training to get a start? How will we ever change the culture if they cannot afford to obtain 
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the initial skills? People need to get an education. They need to get some skills to get a good job to live 
comfortably. This should be provided for people, especially people in places like Geraldton where there are a lot 
of young people but not a lot for them to do. They need to get skilled and learn trades. There are all kinds of 
examples. I have just picked this one because I bumped into this family.  

TAFEs will now be able to create all this extra income by charging all these fees, but an assumption is made that 
everyone will turn up and pay their fees. I can tell members that my guess is 20 to 30 per cent of kids will not 
front up next year. TAFEs will have fewer students—probably 20 to 30 per cent fewer—using services. They 
will lose money. They will still have to pay lecturers. Ninety-odd per cent of TAFE staff are permanent. 
Lecturers have to be paid, whether they teach five or 10 kids. There are fixed costs involved, including 
administration. If numbers reduce by 20 per cent, they tell me—I cannot get the information, after all that—that 
their budget will be cut by as much as $1 million. Their budget has been cut because the assumption is that that 
will be offset by higher fees that can be charged for training. Someone did not think that all these kids are not 
going to turn up. Just as it cannot be assumed that every 457 visa parent will pay the money, they cannot afford it 
and they will not pay. Fiscal commonsense is out the window right from the start. Everyone cannot be expected 
to front up and gleefully pay $4 235 in 2017 to do a certificate IV in disability care. It is just craziness. They are 
not going to do it.  

Another thing that I was involved in discussion about during estimates was the disability justice centres. The 
centres that I took an interest in were not in my electorate; it was more so because it is one of two farm schools 
in Western Australia. I think we need more city–farm interaction. It is good for kids to get a bit of a handle on 
where food comes from. The criterion is set to where they choose these places because it would be in proximity 
to a school.  

Hon Helen Morton: You missed an important word there. It was in close proximity. Do not forget the word 
“close”!  

Hon DARREN WEST: I have been out and had a look around. We reckon it is close proximity. I have a 
question for the Minister for Mental Health: does she think Dumas House is in close proximity to Parliament 
House? I do. I think everyone would agree that Dumas House is in close proximity to Parliament House. Dumas 
House is closer to Parliament House than the disability justice centre is to Lockridge Senior High School. 

Hon Helen Morton: What is between it?  

Hon DARREN WEST: The minister said “close proximity”. There are lots of things between here and 
Dumas House. If Dumas House is in close proximity to Parliament House, which I think we all agree it is, then 
those disability justice centres are in close proximity to Lockridge Senior High School. By that, they fail that 
important criterion and should not be there.  

The Treasurer—what a doozy he is! He is the fourth Treasurer in five years. He clearly cannot keep his mind on 
the job. There have been plenty of instances of that. He is quite easily distracted by lots of things. The Treasurer 
is a very poor performer. Look at the state’s books. There will be a bit of discussion about poor performers in 
coming weeks. I thought I would put it on the record that, according to me, the Treasurer meets the criteria of a 
poor performer. He is unable to deliver good fiscal management because he has lost the AAA credit rating. That 
would make him a poor performer and unable to complete his job. That is an important point that we might bring 
up again later in the week.  

Tourism has pulled up short. I will not go into details, but it has. I have received a lot of inquiries from tourism 
operators who are a little bit disappointed. I have talked about the solar feed-in tariff before. That was just a 
snorter too. It only lasted a few days. The Premier had to back down, quite embarrassingly. It was just a 
shambles. Talking about schools, the $6 million promised to Collie high school has gone. It is not in the budget. 
That is another broken promise. There is nothing in the forward estimates. Royalties for regions, as far as I am 
concerned, is gone. It is all over. It is just a cost shift to other departments. Hon Col Holt laughed last time; wait 
and see! 

Several members interjected.  

Hon DARREN WEST: As to the regional development commissions and the Department of Regional 
Development, I remember hearing in 2008 that royalties for the regions was over and above current government 
spending; it is not. It is a cost shift; it has gone. It is there in name only, and I am really looking forward to 
having a real good go at royalties for regions. I can do royalties for region better than the government, because I 
will spend it where it is needed, not just to win votes. 
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The opposition is quite justified in doubting the government’s ability to manage our funds. We have had power 
bungles, have lost a small fortune down at Collie, have had cuts to schools, and now there are the cuts to staff at 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital as reported at the weekend.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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