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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2016–17) BILL 2016 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2016–17) BILL 2016 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.06 pm]: Prior to the 
break, I was talking about the government’s fiscal mismanagement in this state. I will continue to talk about that 
while I provide one of the opposition’s contributions on the Appropriation (Recurrent 2016–17) Bill 2016 and 
the Appropriation (Capital 2016–17) Bill 2016. Hon Ken Travers will make his contribution at a later stage 
tomorrow. I have already talked about the financial difficulties the Western Australian community is facing 
because of the poor decisions of this government. I have touched upon the CommSec insights into how we have 
declined in a range of economic factors. I have talked about the downgrade of our credit status from 
Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s Investors Service. I need to go on and talk about a raft of things about how the 
government has attempted to try to remedy that, some of its solutions, its broken promises and its waste. I will 
then talk about a couple of other matters that are close to my heart. 

The government’s big solution to try to haul itself out of the huge debt and deficit situation, ever-increasing debt, 
which I will touch upon later, has been to put forward a proposal to sell off a range of government assets. We know 
that it has already sold off the Perth Market Authority. Earlier this year we had an extended debate in this place on 
that matter. After the sale, it was reported that there was a gap between what that property sold for and what it could 
have sold for. It was undersold. I think it went for a ballpark figure of $350 million. There has been ongoing 
controversy about whether the government can sell off the TAB. That is not necessarily due to disagreement 
between the government and the opposition; it is more about the friction between the coalition partners—the 
Liberal Party and the National Party—about whether that should be sold. The same issues have arisen around 
Western Power and Fremantle port, and also Utah Point, which is still a piece of legislation being dealt with by the 
Standing Committee on Legislation. We look forward to seeing that report when it eventually gets in here. 
Every single thing the government has put forward to shuffle off and bring money back into the coffers to deal 
with debt has been controversial. That is not necessarily due to our opposition on every occasion—although we 
are opposed to the government’s privatisation plans—but because the government has dissent within its own 
ranks and there is difficulty between the coalition partners. I do not know whether that is going be remedied now 
there is new leadership or whether there will be some compromise on the arrangements. There has been some 
movement from the National Party on the poles-and-wires sale of Western Power, but I imagine the 
National Party is still firmly locked into its opposition to the sale of the port. We never know. I am told that it is 
a brave new world with the National Party and we never know what will happen—all these things could change. 
There has been a raft of government proposals seeking to sell off state government assets to try to claw back the 
dollars it needs. It is not only looking at selling off assets; we also had the Bell Group bills. The government 
tried to introduce legislation to bring back money to the government from a matter that has been subject to 
ongoing litigation for 20 or 30 years.  
That did not work and after a short time a second piece of legislation came into the house to try to remedy some 
errors with the original bill. I am trying to think of some of the other issues that the government has tried to deal 
with. It is going to be an ongoing problem and will continue to be a significant issue for the government leading 
up to the election. I imagine the government would have hoped to resolve the privatisation issues before the 
election, but I do not think it will be able to. The Premier is getting a bit nervous about the public’s reaction to 
selling off some of those assets. Daily we see the Premier flip-flopping from one position to the other on which 
items will be sold off and which will not. 
I have already referenced the budget debt. When the Liberal–National government came to office in 2008, it had 
a healthy set of books. Since then, state debt has increased. This financial year it is standing at $27.8 billion and 
is forecast to extend out beyond $33 billion, before hitting $40 billion in 2018–19. 
Last week we had an interesting debate in this place around the government setting in place a GST floor and we 
looked at the projections for when that would come in, which is about 2018–19 when WA would reach that 
75c limit anyway. WA Labor has taken a stronger position than the government on this and has said that if a floor is 
put in place, it should be at 80c. Mark McGowan has been clear on that, going back a number of months now. 
Hon Michael Mischin: You did nothing when you were in government! 
Hon KATE DOUST: The minister should go back and read all the comments made by Hon Eric Ripper, 
Ben Wyatt, Mark McGowan and a range of opposition members in this chamber and the other chamber about the 
carve-up of the GST. We have consistently shown a bipartisan approach to that issue. We know from either 
Mathias Cormann or Christian Porter that this matter was formally raised by this government only in about 2015 
at a Council of Australian Governments meeting. The Minister for Commerce needs to think about that. That 
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was not us; it was you guys who raised it. The opposition has consistently said that Western Australia should get 
a better share of the GST. 
It is interesting to hear the comments of and feedback coming from those leading lights—or as it was put last 
week, the usual critics—that the Western Australian Liberal–National government has blown the boom; it has 
blown the opportunities and has not managed its spending. It has built stadiums and quays when it should have 
focused on other things. It is interesting to hear individuals out of the Grattan Institute, and John Nicolaou, 
a respected economist formerly from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, now with 
ACIL Allen Consulting, also critiquing the government on how it has managed its finances. It is not coming 
from just the opposition, but a whole raft of people. I know that other members referenced Saul Eslake and 
others last week. A consistent theme is arising, not just from within this state but from economists in other parts 
of the country who have looked at how poorly the state finances have been managed during the last eight years 
of this government, and they are now stepping up and talking about how poorly this government has managed its 
finances and what it could have done better, and how it missed opportunities. We know that the government, 
because it was so reliant on the mining and resources sector, blew away the opportunities early in its term of 
government to diversify our economy and to plan for jobs in the future. The government is only just starting to 
get up on that horse now, late in the day after the boom has declined. Hopefully, it is not too late, but it is very 
much late in the day. 

I reference a recent information and communications technology summit that the government held. I know from 
another debate that Mr Acting President (Hon Simon O’Brien) is interested in this. I expressed my interest in 
attending this summit, because I thought that the opposition, hopefully, going into government, would have 
something to contribute to forward planning for ICT in this state. Unfortunately, my requests to participate were 
denied. I thought it was very narrow-minded on the part of the government to exclude the opposition from 
participating in planning our future in such a dynamic and wonderful opportunistic area as ICT. I will wait to see 
what sort of plan the government will roll out in October, and whether the detail is broad enough to create the 
opportunities that we would hope to see. 

Let us look at some of the other things that this government has done over the last few years to try to haul back 
the dollars. It has put in place relief for business, but in some cases it has not and has denied relief for small 
business. We had another extended debate around the duties legislation, and the government did not remove the 
duties on intangibles, and that has caused some difficulty for business. The government has put in place three 
land tax increases. In 2013–14, the government increased land tax by 12.5 per cent, and in 2014–15, by 
10 per cent. In 2015–16, whilst the scales were changed around the figure, it was not a clear percentage and the 
actual impact upon business of land tax increases would have cost landholders, in total across the state, 
$184 million in 2016–17, with an expected $826 million increase over the four years ending 2018–19. Again, 
this desperate government is trying to work out how it can claw back the dollars. 

We know the great myth that Liberal governments are better economic managers, but members who talk to 
anyone in small business know they are questioning what this government has delivered for them. They have 
seen payroll tax changes deferred and then finally introduced, not necessarily at the limits they wanted. They 
have been hit repeatedly over the last couple of years by land tax increases. I know this was a contentious issue 
for a number of Liberal members who were hammered by their constituents over these increases. A number of 
my colleagues also received numerous complaints from people in business about the costs they were incurring 
and the flow-on implications because they were having to find additional money to pay their land tax and would 
not necessarily have the money to employ people or to pay for other goods and services. The government did 
a bit of a shuffle around with that. The government has tried to be creative in managing its debt, but it has shifted 
the burden back on to the taxpayer. 

We know that over the last few years there have been significant changes around the cost of living. The 
overall cost-of-living increase under the Barnett government has been more than 48 per cent. Electricity 
charges have had a six-year increase to date of more than 76 per cent; gas has had a seven-year increase of 
90 per cent; water, sewerage and drainage has increased by more than 62 per cent; and for public transport 
we have seen a seven-year increase of more than 29 per cent. There have been massive increases in 
government charges. People are being hit with not only legislation that was pushed through Parliament to 
increase land tax, but also, to date, three loan bills have been brought in. If members look back, they will see 
that loan bills were introduced in 2009 for $8.3 billion, in 2012 for another $5 billion and in 2015 for another 
$15 billion. We saw in the media a couple of weeks ago that the Treasurer is already mooting another piece 
of legislation seeking another $1.7 billion so that the government can deal with its debt burden. All that 
means is that in the future it will be my children and grandchildren who will be paying off that debt. This is 
just another example of the poor fiscal management of this government. It has blown the myth—it cannot 
manage the state’s finances. 
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Those are some of the issues people have had to deal with. On the flipside, this government has become an 
expert in waste. We have seen a number of examples. One is the Bigger Picture campaign—that marvellous 
piece of advertising spin to promote what the government was doing. A $10 million campaign was meant to run 
over five years. That has now been stopped.  

We saw the expenditure of more than $21 million on the fiasco of failed council amalgamations. It is about not 
only what the government spent, but also the burden that local governments incurred financially to try to deal 
with the proposals that the government was putting to them. For some of those councils, it ran into the millions 
of dollars. For others, it was a lesser amount, but it all meant that money was being spent on dealing with 
amalgamations. That money could have been spent on ratepayers’ benefit or resources. At the end of the day, 
what happened? What were the outcome and the benefit of that expenditure of more than $21 million? Nothing. 
There has been no amalgamation. The plan fell apart. It was an absolute debacle and a total disaster. It was 
another example, if we think back to it, of the sort of division between the Premier and his Minister for Local 
Government when the Premier was saying one thing and the minister did not know what was coming his way. 

We have seen issues with MAX light rail. That is not happening. We have seen the cost blowout on 
Perth Stadium. Serco was paid $118 million to run Fiona Stanley Hospital with no patients prior to opening. 
Only in this last week we have become aware that the state government is paying $500 000 a month to the 
parking contractor at Perth Children’s Hospital. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Disgraceful. 

Hon KATE DOUST: It is disgraceful, because I had an email today from one of the subcontractors who worked 
on the Perth Children’s Hospital. He is one of many subcontractors who are still waiting for payment and 
probably will not be paid, based on the government’s responses. He is owed $53 000. That makes a huge 
difference in how he runs his business and pays his staff. It affects whether he keeps his home. These are major 
issues for him. He asked me today: how can the government blow $500 000 a month on this parking contractor 
for a car park that people cannot use, but it cannot pay him the $53 000 he is owed for the work he did on 
a government project? When I asked questions earlier today, I was not just blowing hot air. I am genuinely 
interested in what the government is doing to make sure that people working on government projects, large or 
small, will be paid for the work that they do. The government has come out with a half-baked proposal to deal 
with subcontractor payments. I note also that today Kate Carnell, the Australian Small Business Commissioner, 
has come out and had a go at the government and said that she does not understand why it will not expand its 
project bank accounts to the larger projects. I hope that she will be able to convince the government to do that. 
We in Labor have a better plan. We will expand and have those performance-based agreements on those large 
and smaller construction projects, because we think it is significant. We are of the view that if a subcontractor 
does a job that they are contracted to do, they should get paid for that work. That seems to be a different position 
from that of the government, depending on the size of the project. I will have ample opportunity to talk about 
those issues at length on another occasion, because the government tells us that it will bring in legislation to 
improve the timeliness and security of payments. It says that it will do it before the end of the term and with 
Labor’s cooperation, so I have been waiting for one of the ministers involved—be it Minister Mischin, 
Minister Marmion or Minister L’Estrange—to call me and ask whether I want a briefing on their legislation 
because they want to get Labor on board because it is important. I am still waiting for that phone call. 

Hon Michael Mischin: You had better finish and go back to your office so you don’t miss the call. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I have a mobile; the Minister for Commerce can leave me a message and I will call him 
back quite happily or he can tell me across the chamber when the briefing is on. If there is something to be done 
to assist subcontractors to be paid, we will be there. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Don’t get self-righteous about it. 

Hon KATE DOUST: We will be there. The government has been slack. It has come to the party very late and it 
is all about spin. You do not care what you are doing to these subcontractors. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! The member was addressing the Chair—from now on. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Absolutely, Mr Acting President. I will indeed. 

As I said, I will, hopefully, have ample opportunity to talk about those opportunities at a later stage before we 
rise in November. I hope that the government delivers on at least one commitment for working people in this 
state. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Don’t hold your breath. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will move on. Let us look at another piece of waste by this government. The government 
made an $8 million payout to Allia Venue Management for not operating nib Stadium. At the same time, the 
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government had to continue to fund the management of the stadium. I note also that a payment was made to 
Mr Sage for that and the National Party also received a donation after that event from Mr Sage, so that was 
a very interesting period for the government. 

Another piece of waste—quite an interesting one—is to do with Elizabeth Quay. We all remember that beautiful 
old Chinese restaurant and that lovely old building that used to be the childcare centre. When those people had to 
move, the government had to pay them $7.2 million in compensation because they had a long-term lease on the 
Florence Hummerston building, which had to close to make way for Elizabeth Quay. 

Hon Michael Mischin: How many people were employed on that project, by the way? 

Hon KATE DOUST: How many people have been paid on that project is the better question. How many people 
have been paid? Let us have that discussion. What has the Minister for Commerce done about making sure that 
everybody on that job has been paid for the work they have done, because I know a substantial number of 
subcontractors on that job have not been paid, and this government has turned a blind eye? 

Hon Michael Mischin: How many? 

Hon KATE DOUST: The Minister for Commerce should talk to his department. I am going to be careful about 
what I say because there has been litigation happening around that. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Talk to your union bosses about that. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Go away. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! One member at a time, please. 

Hon KATE DOUST: There is a lot of wasted money that could have been used in other ways. Most of it has 
been around spin or to fix up the government’s poor decisions. I will refer to some of the government’s other bad 
decisions. Let us look at the increase in TAFE fees. That was a substantial increase and it had a substantial 
impact upon people attending TAFE or young people who wanted to attend TAFE. As a result, we have seen the 
numbers drop. We have seen the plan to close remote Aboriginal communities and the outcry about that. We 
have seen the decision to cut the solar feed-in tariff. I noticed that last week Minister Nahan came out with his 
bold new plan to encourage people to take up solar panels on their roofs. He said we need to change it so people 
can go out and purchase solar panels before they have to enter into a contract with a supplier. That is very 
interesting. It might be attractive to people, but he neglected to talk about—I have not heard anyone talk about 
it—the consumer protection aspect. What sort of protection will there be for the consumer if they purchase 
before entering into a contract in terms of the state of the product or how they manage their contract? 
We saw the increase in school fees for children of 457 visa holders. I know that has been watered-down because 
there was such a hue and cry about that. We saw the sacking of 500 teaching and support staff from the 
Department of Education. We saw money spent on the baited drum lines that were supposed to catch sharks. All 
these things were controversial and the public responded in kind and the government had to either back down or 
pay out or do something else to shut them down. 
I am going to go through a whole series of broken promises that this government has made. Prior to 2013, 
Premier Barnett made a raft of promises and we now know that within a week or two, most of those were 
breached. Without any shame or embarrassment, he just walked away from them. The first one was tax cuts for 
WA families and small businesses. These commitments were to be made in the first 100 days of government for 
the Liberal Party. The first one was about finalising plans to deliver $250 million in tax cuts to implement a tax 
reform and reduction strategy. That included the delivery of a minimum $250 million in additional tax cuts for 
WA families and small businesses in the first term of government. What happened? Only half the tax cut was 
delivered by the Barnett government. We then have the Economic Audit Committee and the tax cut. The 
government pledged to return all savings identified by the economic audit to Western Australian taxpayers. The 
budget papers show the savings identified by the economic audit was $900 million. What happened? None of it 
has been returned via tax cuts. 
The next commitment was around the Bunbury–Albany gas pipeline. I know that is not only a 2013 commitment 
because I remember that discussion post-2008 when I was shadow Minister for Energy and we had those 
discussions then. There was a commitment that that would happen, but, to date, no work has been done on that 
pipeline. 
I know of members on the other side who were very keen to sustain Royal Perth Hospital, so the government’s 
commitment was to introduce legislation into Parliament that would transform RPH into a 400-bed trauma 
facility with a new emergency department and a new west wing. The introduction of the Royal Perth Hospital 
Protection Bill would immediately protect the long-term future of RPH, but none of that has happened. 
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I now look at police numbers. During the 2008 campaign, the government promised to bring on an additional 
500 police. That was revised down to 350 with 150 police auxiliary officers. By 2013, the government had 
delivered only 180 police officers—another broken promise. The government looked at its commitment on better 
behaviour in public schools. In consultation with school communities, it committed to have school-based police 
officers. Currently, there are no school-based police officers. That program was not reinstated—another broken 
promise. 
I will talk about the Ellenbrook train line. I am sorry that my colleague Hon Ken Travers is absent on urgent 
parliamentary business. If he were here, he would talk about the fact that much was promised and committed to 
happening around Ellenbrook but nothing has happened. That is a significant bone of contention for people 
living in that part of the city, which is a big growth area. The people living there are very desperate to have their 
train. Staying in the area of transport, the Liberal government promised to bring on 300 new railcars but that 
commitment was put on hold. What does it say now? In November 2015, it said that it has not delivered the 
railcars over 10 years. That it is just not happening. The Albany gas pipeline was repeatedly delayed. 
In May 2011, the government committed to add more than 50 million service kilometres and an extra 158 buses 
to the state’s transport system. In June 2015, the government said that the target of 15 million service kilometres 
would be wound back and spread out over seven years. 
We have discussed whether the TAB will be sold. The commitment was that the TAB would not be sold, but the 
government is now saying that it will be sold. I guess that is another broken promise. I will move on to the 
privatisation of Fremantle Ports. In 2012, the Premier Colin Barnett in Parliament stated — 

Can I categorically say that if this government is re-elected, there will not be privatisation of 
Fremantle Ports. 

Guess what? We have another broken promise, as that is high on the agenda. The government talked about no 
one-stop shop for child abuse reporting. We had an earlier debate around that. In 2012, it said that it would 
develop a central, child-focused complaint system. Now it acknowledges in June 2015 that it will not be 
proceeding with that recommendation—another broken promise. In 2009, we had the deficit pledge, which has 
since been broken. Mr Barnett said — 

“I’m not going to lead a government that goes into deficit, I can tell you that right now, …” 

Well he got that one wrong because the government’s deficit as well as its debt is growing. The social enterprise 
fund grants program was canned. The social innovation grants program was axed. Millions of dollars were cut 
from community sports programs. In fact, the budget papers reveal that there has been a $41 million shortfall in 
the community sporting and recreation facilities fund. The Aubin Grove station has been delayed. The 
government promised it would be completed in 2016, and it has now been pushed out to 2017–18. We know that 
more than $21 million was blown on local government amalgamations and nothing was achieved. 

There was the promise to protect retirement village residents from paying certain fees. The government said that 
owners and operators of retirement villages would not be able to pass on to residents costs that are not directly 
related to operating a village. We now know from 2014, that 50 per cent of those costs can be passed on to 
residents. An election commitment was made to relocate the Department of Commerce; it was mooted to go to 
Stirling, but it is now in Cannington. There are issues around funding for regional high schools—we had some 
earlier debate about that. Also, $3 billion was cut from royalties for regions, the North West Health Initiative was 
gutted, and the West Kimberley Aboriginal housing project was delayed for two years. I am starting to pick up 
pace because I know we are going to run out of time. 

Hon Peter Collier: No, you are not; you are going to have plenty of time. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I have actually. I could probably keep going through until tomorrow. What do you 
reckon? 

Hon Peter Collier: No, because we have reached an agreement that you will not, unless that agreement is off. 

Hon KATE DOUST: No, that agreement is still on; do not worry, but I will make sure I make all my comments. 

Another promise was made around funding for SuperTowns, which was a royalties for regions flagship initiative 
that has not happened. The government then had the funding cut from district hospital upgrades in the south of 
WA. I did not hear that referenced in the speech earlier today. The realignment of Curtin Avenue has been 
delayed until after the next state election. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Surely not. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I do not think that that will happen either; that has gone. The Great Eastern Highway 
upgrades have been delayed to 2019–20. I note a trend with a number of commitments made over the last few 
weeks in which the dates have been pushed out to 2018, 2019, 2020 or beyond in some cases. One might say that 
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this government is making promises that it knows it cannot commit to; it knows that it will not be able to deliver. 
The airport rail has been delayed by two years. The Broome boating facility has been axed. The extension of 
Mitchell Freeway has been delayed. The north Ellenbrook secondary school has been delayed by three years. 
The Yanchep District High School has lost $10 million for new facilities. 

In 2013, the government promised to keep tier 3 rail lines viable, and now it is saying that the tier 3 line between 
York and Quairading and Merredin and Trayning will be closed. Debate around those tier 3 lines has been 
ongoing, and I am sure that that issue will come up again at some point. 

There is also a funding shortfall to replace the river walls in South Perth. I remember the media, and the 
Mayor of South Perth and John McGrath, member for South Perth, looking very happy while announcing an 
investment of $1.35 million from the state government to fix those river walls, because we all know that it costs 
money. At least the quote I had a couple of years ago when I met with council was that it costs about 
$6 000 per metre to fix those river walls. The council was going to need $6 million. 

Hon Jim Chown: It has been done. The information is out of date. 

Hon KATE DOUST: According to this information, it did not happen. The City of South Perth, my friend, 
because it did not have that money, changed the way it manages river walls: it converted a lot of the walls into 
beaches because it was more economical to manage them. 

The Ellenbrook bus rapid transit project was not funded. In 2013, this government made a state election 
commitment that it would increase funding for the safety and security rebate to $15 million over four years. Then 
in the 2015–16 state budget, it was gone. The rebate ceased in 2014–15. We have already talked about the three 
land tax increases. A commitment was made in Bunbury for a Treendale bridge, which was delayed. Jobs were 
cut in education, upgrades to the Mount Hawthorn Primary School were underfunded, there was a shortfall in 
funding for Willetton Senior High School, the mental health facilities in Bunbury and Karratha were delayed, 
and the Royal Perth Hospital redevelopment was not funded, which we have already talked about. There has 
been a shortfall of $18 million in essential funding for medical research. Again, one would have thought that the 
government would be enthusiastic about that area because it is another way to diversify the economy and provide 
jobs for the future for people who work in the sciences area. It also provides an opportunity for our economy to 
create new lines of export and new ways of getting product out to market and to return value back to the state, 
but, again, that is another area blown. The list goes on. I thought I had finished. Electricity prices are greater than 
the consumer price index, Fiona Stanley Hospital was well and truly delayed, the Country Age Pension Fuel 
Card was not indexed in 2013–14, Metro Area Express light rail was not funded, changes to payroll tax were 
deferred, upgrades to Morley Police Station were delayed, Ballajura Police Station is not open 24/7 and there 
were public sector job cuts. This was a commitment that the Premier himself made in September 2012. I love it 
when he makes these really strong statements, because, quite frankly, they do not carry any water any more. The 
credibility of this government has just been blown. He said — 

“I want to make it very clear that there are no cuts, proposed or planned, for staffing within the 
public sector.” 

Then we had to deal with the public sector reform package. We now know that a significant number of people—
more than 1 000—have been made redundant. We have seen a whole raft of other changes. Who is to believe the 
Premier when he comes out and makes these statements with such emphasis? It is just unfortunate that he is not 
challenged, as he should be, by the fourth estate, because he never provides the detail. In fact, this government 
has become very good at not providing the detail. When we go back into the budget papers, we find that the 
amount of detail provided since the Liberal–National coalition has been in power has declined. It has become 
harder and harder to find out what is happening. That has been reflected in some of the Auditor General’s 
reports. Hon Ken Travers touched on this earlier today. In May, June, July and August this year, there have been 
reports from the Auditor General about ministers not providing information to questions. I know that one of 
them was a question to the Treasurer about Perth Children’s Hospital that I had asked. When the government 
was elected in 2008, the Premier said that his government would be transparent. We are finding that that is not 
the case. It is not just about the government not providing information; it is about the lack of detail. One of the 
Auditor General’s reports—I think it was the final one—states that government agencies are not providing the 
detail about their own estimates in their annual reports. I do not know whether those things are happening at the 
direction of the minister or whether the ministers responsible are just not doing their job and following up to 
make sure the information is there. All these things should be above board and be made available. It is very good 
that the Auditor General is absolutely doing his job, following up these issues to make sure that this government 
is held to account and delivering on the commitments that it has made. 

Having been through those few pages of headings, this government might have tried to make itself look very 
attractive and it might have clothed itself very attractively leading up to the election and made a whole lot of 
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what we might call snake oil promises, but it broke them very swiftly. The only things it has really delivered for 
this state are increased debt and deficit. 

Hon Sue Ellery: And unstable leadership. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, and unstable leadership. Thank you very much. Those are the only two sure things 
that we can guarantee have come out of this government. A whole lot of other issues come under waste but I will 
not go through those. 

I will pick up on the point that has been raised by my leader—that is, the uncertainty of this government. Over 
the last few weeks, we have seen the rumblings around whether the Premier will still be the Premier by the time 
we get to the election. We saw the change of leadership in the National Party. The new Leader of the 
National Party said that it was time for the Premier to go. Here we have a senior minister within cabinet, 
a member of the coalition partner, saying that the Premier of the state should move on. That was his opinion. It 
gets worse. 

Hon Jim Chown: No. When he made that statement, he was a backbencher seeking the leadership of the minor 
party. 

Hon Sue Ellery: And got it! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, and he got it—absolutely. He has continued to cause difficulties for the Liberal Party 
with his proposals for a new mining tax and his view on the government’s proposals around a GST floor. He has 
been entirely dismissive of his coalition partner’s plans. I do not understand how members can stay in the same 
room when they have that level of dispute around how they manage their business. I do not know which part of 
the coalition is dishonest in its dealings with each other. 

We now know, because it is now out in the public arena, that not only backbench members, but also other people 
in the party room and the coalition partner are concerned about the Premier. A group of senior businesspeople 
have put their hands in their pockets and commissioned a survey. We know that because it was reported today by 
Joe Spagnolo in both The West Australian and PerthNow. 

Hon Peter Collier: It must be right then! 

Hon KATE DOUST: It must be right if Joe has the story. If members have not read the article, let me share it 
with them. It is headed “WA Premier Colin Barnett in new leadership battle”. It was published today and 
states — 

The poll was done by ReachTel and polled some 9000 people over 11 electorates—some marginal and 
some safe. 

And the news is diabolical for both Mr Barnett and his Government. 

PerthNow understands that in some electorates, the swings against the Liberal–National Government 
are upwards of more than 10 per cent and that Mark McGowan is a more popular leader than 
Mr Barnett. 

That is a no-brainer, really. 

Hon Michael Mischin: You sound surprised. 

Hon KATE DOUST: No, I am not surprised. Mark McGowan has been working very hard. He has been 
constantly pegging better than the government’s leader. I am not surprised at all. When Mark McGowan goes out 
and says something, he means it and he delivers on it. The article continues — 

But significantly, those who said they would not vote Liberal at the next election were asked whether 
a change of leader would sway their vote. 

... 

It is understood that already, a number of Liberal MPs have been made aware of the polling. 

I assume all members have seen it. 

Hon Peter Collier: No. You’re telling the story. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am. It is all listed in this article. It continues — 

Sources said that those who commissioned the poll wanted to find out for themselves whether or not the 
Government—and Mr Barnett—were really on the nose. 

I do not think we need to do a poll. We just need to go down to the shopping centres, the pubs and the 
workplaces. People there will tell us. Members should go and talk to these subcontractors I have been dealing 
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with because they are not voting for the blokes opposite anymore. Most of these people were Liberal voters but 
the government has lost them because it has not looked after them. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! One at a time. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The article continues — 

There were suggestions that the polling could be used to convince fence-sitting Liberals to support 
a change of leadership. 

One MP told PerthNow that a leadership challenge could happen within weeks. 

Which member told Joe Spagnolo that there would be a leadership challenge within weeks? 

Hon Peter Collier: Okay. Put your hand up. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, put your hands up. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! I know that Hon Kate Doust almost invited those interjections by asking 
for a show of hands. If you want the house’s attention, I suggest that you direct your commentary through the 
Chair and not try to engage directly with members on the other side of the chamber. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Thank you, Madam Acting President, for putting me back on the path of light and 
righteousness. 

I am still intrigued. There was even another article in The West Australian, published today, about the very same 
ReachTEL poll. Obviously the news is out there and obviously government members are speaking. It may not be 
somebody in here but it may be other people. The article states — 

One MP claimed the polling was in the possession of Transport Minister Dean Nalder, who had shown 
it to a colleague. 

Now we have moved on from more than one member. One MP is talking about it, Dean Nalder has got it and he 
showed it to somebody else, so that is three Liberal MPs we know of so far. Obviously, they are not in this place. 

Hon Jim Chown: Three out of how many? 
Hon KATE DOUST: I do not know. How many members does the government have in this place? I know it 
will have a lot fewer next year. This poll has been commissioned by senior businesspeople like John Poynton 
and a range of others who have not offered to put their name out there. They are concerned about all of the things 
that have gone wrong in this state. They are concerned about the fact that the government has mismanaged the 
finances and that our state is losing opportunities, and obviously about the impact on the residents of this state 
from the poor decisions that have been made by this government. 
Hon Robyn McSweeney: They’ll be more concerned when your lot get in! 
Hon KATE DOUST: I do not think so, because I can tell members that when Labor was in government, we 
managed our budgets and our finances—you lot do not. 
I wanted to put on the record the detail about how things are now for people, and it is pretty dire. We hear about 
people who find it difficult to get homes, to pay their utility bills and to get around because of congestion issues. 
They have ongoing debt issues and access to services has declined. There are no new ideas in this government. It 
has not come up with anything out of the box that will fix the problems it has created for this state. When 
members have been asked to support these appropriation bills so that money is in place to deal with the things 
the government put forward in the budget, I want to outline how the government’s decisions are impacting on the 
taxpayers of this state—to talk about the decisions it has made that has involved the fiscal mismanagement of 
this state, the waste, and the incredibly long list of broken promises. 
When we work through all of that, we have to ask ourselves: why would anyone in this state want to give the 
Liberal–National coalition another go to make things even worse? That is the question I think people will be 
asking as they go to the polls. I certainly know that even in the subset of subcontractors who have worked on 
government projects, most of the people I deal with have made their decision. The people I talk to in my 
community have made their decision. They have had enough of Barnett. If today’s ReachTEL poll is anything to 
go by, obviously a number of people have had enough. The question will be: will Mr Barnett survive the next 
few weeks? The opposition wants him to. We want Mr Barnett to go to the election. We think he is the best asset 
we have going for us. However, obviously people within the Liberal Party will be swayed by this and are already 
talking about dumping their leader, but it will not save them. The challenge here is: what will the government do 
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to try to save itself? It cannot be saved. It continues to build upon its debt and deficit. It is a price that we will 
always pay into the future for the poor financial decisions that are made in our name. 
I wanted to make those few comments to outline the opposition’s concerns about how this government has failed 
this state over the last term and left it with significant financial debt. With those words, the opposition supports 
these bills. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Samantha Rowe. 
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