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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 18 May on the following motion moved by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 4085A–E 
(budget papers 2016–17) laid upon the table of the house Thursday, 12 May 2016. 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [11.41 am]: I rise to speak on the estimates of revenue and 
expenditure — 

Hon Ken Travers: Do you have unlimited time? 

Hon DARREN WEST: No, I do not believe I have unlimited time in this debate, Hon Ken Travers, although it 
would be good if I did. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us get off to a good start that complies with the standing orders. We will have 
one member on their feet and a constructive debate. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Mr President. 

I want to make some comments about the 2016–17 state budget, which was handed down last week. I note that 
this is a time-limited debate. Perhaps it would be useful to have unlimited time to speak in this debate, because 
so much is wrong with this budget that one hour for each member to speak on the budget is probably insufficient 
time. When budgets are brought down that are so bad and will have such an adverse effect on the finances of the 
state and every person who lives in the state, perhaps future governments of the day should look at giving 
members as much time as they need to point out, on behalf of their electorate, the problems with that budget. 

This state budget has received widespread condemnation from around the state. I have not heard one industry or 
interest group come out in support of this state budget. Some people have supported parts of the budget. 
However, as a whole, people believe this budget is unfair and has brought the state of Western Australia to its 
knees. This government’s ineptitude and poor financial management has brought the state of Western Australia 
fiscally to its knees. Western Australia was once the powerhouse of the nation. Western Australia once had the 
brightest economy in Australia, and the sky was the limit. In the 179 years of white settlement in 
Western Australia to 2008, the state had accumulated a total debt of $3.6 billion. This government will blow 
more than that—$3.9 billion—in one year. It is clear that because of this government’s poor governance and 
financial management, it has made a total mess of the finances of this state. The way this government has treated 
Western Australia is reprehensible. Western Australia has had the greatest mining boom ever recorded, and the 
highest per capita receipts of any government in Australian history. However, we now find ourselves staring 
down the barrel of a larger deficit in one year than we had accumulated in the 179 years to 2008. 
Western Australia will be in debt to the magnitude of $40 billion. That is billion with a “b”. I have explained to 
members that one million seconds is eight days, and one billion seconds is 32 years. To most of us, $1 is a lot of 
money. An amount of $40 billion is an unimaginable amount of money. However, that is what this state will owe 
by the time the voters of Western Australia get the chance to put this government out of office. 

Hon Ken Travers: To some people, $3 is important. 

Hon DARREN WEST: To people like Duncan Storrar, who was on the ABC Q&A program recently, $3 or 
$4 a week is important. An amount of $40 billion is unfathomable to most people. That is the debt that this 
government will leave for the people of Western Australia. That is the legacy of the Barnett Liberal–National 
government. Do not let the Nationals off the hook. I will talk in a while about the Nationals, with their constant 
changing of position on things like the sale of Fremantle port. We certainly should not let the National Party off 
the hook either. The largesse of some of the projects on which they have wasted taxpayers’ money is 
breathtaking. The monuments to the Premier at Elizabeth Quay, and the monuments to Brendon Grylls and other 
National Party leaders, have been a total waste of money and have led to the demise of what was once the 
proudest state in Australia. When this government came to office, Western Australia had the best set of books 
and the best economy in Australia. We were ranked number one on nearly every economic measure. We are now 
down to fifth or sixth on most of those measures. We are now at the bottom of the ladder, with Tasmania and 
South Australia. Those states have struggled over recent years because they do not have the mineral and gas 
resources that Western Australia has. Those states have done it tough. We are now at the bottom, along with 
those states. Thanks very much, Liberal–National state government. 

Many economic watchers and political watchers are genuinely shocked at how poorly this government has 
managed the finances of this state. We have had a lot of causes and a lot of effects. The other day I went on 
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a tour of schools in my electorate. I have 137 schools in my electorate. The government introduced an 
employment recruitment freeze. However, it has now hit the panic button and lifted that recruitment freeze. The 
government is a bit like a person who is paid on a Thursday, and by Sunday there is no money left so they hit the 
panic button. At every school I go to, the recruitment freeze comes up. My electorate stretches from Kalbarri to 
Bremer Bay. I found the doziest example the other day at Gairdner Primary School in the Shire of Jerramungup. 
Because of the employment freeze and the fiscal ineptitude of this government, there is no gardener at Gairdner. 
That is a good example, because it exemplifies the silliness of the recruitment freeze and the consequences of 
this government’s poor financial management. The recruitment freeze has been lifted, so I presume that 
tomorrow, or very soon, there will be a gardener at Gairdner Primary School. A member of the parents and 
citizens association raised that issue with me when I visited the school recently. 

As many members would know, my electorate covers parts of the midwest, most of the wheatbelt, and some of 
the great southern. This is a time-limited debate, so I will focus on the midwest and the wheatbelt. I like to give 
members the full gamut of information—as members would have learnt last week and earlier this week—and 
I am pleased to say that I work hard, do my research and get together a full and balanced case around the issues 
that we debate in the Parliament, and I will do so today. I, like everybody, receive all the bluff and bluster from 
government members about “our” state budget. It really should be described as “their” state budget. I do not 
think anybody else wants to take responsibility for, or even be part of, this state budget, so we will call it “their” 
state budget, because even though the government describes it as “our” state budget, there is not much in the 
state budget for the regions in Western Australia. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: There is not much in your speech so far. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Simon O’Brien is correct. There is not a lot for me to say about what is in the 
budget, because there is not very much at all in the budget. However, there is a lot for me to say about what is 
not in the budget, and that is what I will be talking about the most. I have raised issues continually in this 
Parliament, and I am sure local members from places such as Geraldton have also raised issues with senior 
members of the government, but no-one listens. No-one in the government listens to them. And no-one listens to 
National Party members because of all the things they have promised and not delivered. They have promised us 
a Geraldton hospital for as long as I can remember, and we still do not have any money for that. I will refer to 
that later on. 

The opening line in the wheatbelt region statement today states the bleeding obvious. It says that the economic 
and fiscal environment in Western Australia continues to be challenging. Really! I am not Sherlock Holmes, but 
I reckon I could have worked that bit out myself. This is all orchestrated by the Liberal–National government. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: No, and you’re no Einstein either. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I have never claimed to be Einstein—perhaps Hon Simon O’Brien may claim to be 
Einstein! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order member! Hon Darren West has the call. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Never once have I sought to be smarter than I am, and I do not claim to be the smartest 
person in Parliament—never have and never will. But I can tell members that I am in touch with my electorate, 
my community and my industries, and I bring the views of voters into this Parliament. Members do not have to 
be smart to do that. They just have to understand how people think, how they work and what their concerns are. 
I can tell members what their concerns are, because I spend time with people. Being very smart like Einstein or 
someone like that is not a necessity for the position I hold. I make that point very clear. I admire the work of 
people at primary schools such as Gairdner Primary School. I admire their work; they have a very challenging 
job to deliver the best education to the local community in a relatively remote environment—full credit to them. 
They are cleverer people than I am; I acknowledge that. 

The next paragraph says that general government revenue is expected to decline in 2016–17 for the third year in 
a row, which is unprecedented. The Treasurer tells us that revenue is declining because our representation in 
Canberra is weak. That may be one point of view, and I do not disagree, but the other point is that the Liberal–
National government signed a GST deal with Canberra in 1999. The then Premier Richard Court, who was also 
the Treasurer, and the then Deputy Premier, who I point out is the current Premier, went to Canberra and signed 
this arrangement. They did that against advice from other states and against advice from the then state opposition 
that in the long term this would be a bad deal for Western Australia. Members might recall that at that time in 
1999, the then Court government was on its knees and staggering towards electoral defeat at the hands of the 
new, refreshing Gallop Labor government that went into power and did great things in Western Australia. 

Hon Peter Collier: What? 
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Hon DARREN WEST: I can tell the Leader of the House about them, as there are plenty of things, especially in 
my electorate. The Gallop government did plenty of things for Geraldton. If the Leader of the House goes to 
Geraldton, I will be able to show him the initiatives put in place by the Gallop government. 

Hon Peter Collier: I’m going tomorrow. 

Hon DARREN WEST: That will be good. I hope the Leader of the House enjoys himself up there. I will be up 
there next week. I can give the Leader of the House a list of the large infrastructure projects — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I remind members that the matter before the house is the consideration of 
estimates of revenue and expenditure, consolidated fund estimates 2016–17, not the Leader of the House’s visit 
to Geraldton tomorrow. I also remind members that only one person has the call and that is Hon Darren West. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President, and having taken on board you words, I am 
pleased that the Leader of the House is going to Geraldton tomorrow. I encourage other members to go to 
Geraldton to look around the city at all the things that were done by the Labor government in those times. Very 
little has been done since—most of the infrastructure is over six or seven years old—but I am glad that the 
Leader of the House is going to Geraldton. I hope that he has some engagement with the local Indigenous 
community in his role as Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. 

As I was saying, the then Court government was staggering to its electoral defeat—it was not very long after 
that; probably only 18 months—and it had been advised strongly not to sign this deal because it would be all 
right in the short term but there would be long-term adverse ramifications for Western Australia. Did they listen? 
No, they did not, because they wanted the short-term political sugar hit that might come. Inevitably, it did not 
come. They sold out future generations and future governments of Western Australia. It was a very poor decision 
for the then leader of the state to sign that deal. When the Liberal government signed a document such as that, 
I am sure that it would have been well known by other members of the Liberal Party in the party room, and that 
the current Premier, who was the Deputy Premier then, would have been well aware of the ramifications of that 
decision and would have been able to calculate and predict the returns to Western Australia as a consequence of 
that deal. I am quite sure that he would have been able to do that. I have just established that I am not the 
smartest person in this Parliament, but I could have worked that out had I had the full understanding and 
knowledge of those arrangements and I could have calculated the returns in royalties and what offset that would 
have to the GST. We are down to the point now that we receive 30c in the dollar. It is a little intriguing to me 
why the Premier runs around saying, “This is not my fault. This is because we don’t get much return from the 
GST”, because the current Premier was the then Deputy Premier who signed the deal on the behalf of 
Western Australia. I do not accept the Premier’s claim for one minute. In farming, if we know it is going to be 
a tough season, we change our spending accordingly. This government has a spending problem. This 
government does have some revenue issues, but this government’s problems are around its spending, not its 
earnings. 

I refer to its spending on vanity projects such as Elizabeth Quay and a new sports stadium. Aside from being in 
the wrong place, the new stadium will cost double what it should have cost. I was in Corrigin recently and saw 
a magnificent new sports centre that cost $7 million. This is in a town of about 600 people that struggles to fill 
two footy teams. Everyone who knows about public infrastructure says that the build is about 20 per cent of the 
total cost of the project. That community is now lumbered with an amount in the order of a million dollars a year 
to maintain that asset over the next 30 years, and it will not be able to do so. It is a monument to branding. 
I know I will upset some people in Corrigin with those comments, but I do not think the whole community will 
disagree with me. We have this largesse, this pork-barrelling, these monuments and this unsolicited spending 
that cannot continue. It has to stop, yet there is no desire on the part of this government to stop spending. 

I will talk about this in more detail later, but in the budget, the single largest allocation in Geraldton is 
$67 million to pay out the port enhancement project loan. Does anyone really believe that the most significant 
priority for Geraldton was to pay off a loan that was already going to pay itself off? Does anyone really think 
that borrowing $67 million to pay off a loan for $67 million, scrapping the levy that would have paid that loan 
off and increasing the fees to pay off the money that was borrowed is good economic sense? Of course it is not 
good economic sense. We are screaming out for services for the homelessness, for a new hospital and for mental 
health facilities, yet this government’s number one priority in the region is to pay off a 30-year loan arrangement 
between the iron ore industry, farmers and Treasury. That is this government’s highest priority! It has put this 
above mental health, which the former Minister for Mental Health said was a priority. This was a higher priority 
than mental health, a higher priority than health, a higher priority than homelessness and so on. I will elaborate 
on that later. 
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I make the point that this government has its priorities all wrong. The reason it has its priorities all wrong, as 
Hon Simon O’Brien pointed out for us all to see, is that it thinks it is a little bit smarter than everybody else, and 
it is does not have contact and is not in touch with the community. It is out of touch and it has the wrong 
priorities; it cannot manage the state’s budgets. They are the problems with this government. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: I never pointed out any such thing. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I think the inference was that I am not very smart so Hon Simon O’Brien must be 
smarter. That is what I took from it, Hon Simon O’Brien. If I have misinterpreted the member’s remarks, 
I apologise, but certainly that is the inference that I took from his remarks. That is the point: he is not smarter 
than anybody else. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! If there were not any interjections, there would not be any capacity to 
misinterpret them.  

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. I look forward to Hon Simon O’Brien’s response 
to the budget at some point, and I am sure he can clarify any ambiguity that he may have perceived. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Darren West has the call. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The fluff in the regional budget highlights for the wheatbelt region from the 
government goes on — 

Against this backdrop, the 2016–17 Budget takes a cautious approach to spending — 

A cautious approach to spending—I wonder why that attitude was not adopted in 2008? Would that not have 
been nice—a cautious approach to spending? I have not seen it in the last seven years of this Liberal–National 
government. I have seen a cautious approach to spending in some parts of my electorate, but certainly not down 
here. A cautious approach to spending would probably have built a more modest stadium in the right spot, as the 
task force recommended. Anyway, the government has now adopted this cautious approach to spending and it is 
running up debt to $40 billion—but it will have a cautious approach to spending! The document continues — 

and keeps increases in household fees and charges as low as possible. 

How funny is that? We have seen increases in electricity and water charges in the order of 60 per cent–plus, to 
the point at which older members of our community are turning off their heaters in winter because they cannot 
afford the power. We have seen these increases in charges, but now, members — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon DARREN WEST: The government suddenly woke up one morning and it is now going to keep increases 
to household fees and charges as low as possible—fantastic! Where was that attitude back in 2008 when it might 
have been useful to us? The horse has bolted now, and people cannot afford their power, so they are turning off 
their heaters in the wintertime. Gas charges have risen and water charges have risen. The Water Corporation 
makes a $900 million profit in a year, which is returned to the general revenue, but still we keep putting up water 
prices. The way that water prices have increased in my area is astronomical. The cost of water is astronomical. It 
is becoming a real issue for members of our community, especially when there have been cuts to other services 
from state and federal governments. As we have talked about earlier, the federal government is not lily white in 
this either, with increases to the cost of things like Pap smears, blood tests and urine tests, and the GP tax by 
stealth and other cuts. We have seen this transformation of thinking within the government, once all of a sudden 
we realise that we have blown more money in one year than we blew in 179 years—all of a sudden the 
government starts to listen to the Labor opposition and to what we have been saying. I refer members to 
Eric Ripper, the best Treasurer Western Australia has ever had. In his valedictory speech before he left 
Parliament, he said it would end in tears. Eric Ripper presented the incoming government with the best set of 
books Western Australia has ever had, and he predicted this three years ago. Eric Ripper is a much better 
manager of the state’s finances than any one of the seven Treasurers that Colin Barnett has had. I will not repeat 
the gag I made before about Colin Barnett and the seven Treasurers. I am sure that members will recall that very 
funny little piece of Hansard—they can look it up. I even gave all the seven Treasurers names based on the 
names of the seven dwarfs in Snow White. Anyway, I digress. 
Hon Donna Faragher: You’re not meant to laugh at your own jokes! 
Hon DARREN WEST: I have to say, minister, that I did have a chuckle to myself; I do think that is quite 
funny! 
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The regional budget highlights document goes on to state — 
New spending initiatives in this Budget are focused on broadening the economy and creating new job 
opportunities. 

I wonder who wrote this. Has someone been listening to Mark McGowan? Is there a microphone planted in the 
Labor Party room or the Labor leader’s office? This is exactly what we have been talking about for many, many 
years. We are pleased to see that finally the government is listening to what the community has to say, and it is 
certainly taking some advice from the opposition. The opposition will be the next government, and it is good to 
see that the government is already starting to pre-implement some of the initiatives of the incoming 
Labor government, because only Labor has a plan for jobs. I am sure that members have all seen that large 
bound document entitled “Plan for Jobs”. I am sure they have all read it and I am sure they have all taken note of 
what is in that plan for jobs, because jobs are the big issue in Western Australia. People are very, very concerned 
about their jobs. 
Hon Helen Morton interjected. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Former minister—tell that to the people who are rocking up at Centrelink to claim 
Newstart; tell that to the people in the mining sector. 
Hon Helen Morton interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members. Hon Darren West is the only member with the call, and if you 
could just direct your comments to the Chair, there might be fewer interjections. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President, I will direct my comments through you, because 
I am sure your interpretation of them will be fair. 
The document goes on to list initiatives. It states — 

• initiatives to further limit the growth in spending, — 
Is that not funny? The document continues — 

including the new 1.5% Public Sector Wages Policy and an extended Agency Expenditure Review 
program, which together will deliver estimated savings of $1.3 billion across the forward estimates 
period … 

I do not decry wage increases to our public servants. They work very hard and they earn their money; public 
servants are vital to the government and the state’s ability to function, but I do not ever think they should be 
made an election issue. We have seen Mr Barnett in action—he has form on this—offering large pay rises to 
members of the public service to garner their support. There was the extraordinary set of circumstances during 
the last election campaign when he caved in while in caretaker mode and granted a pay rise to nurses, as he 
should have. Nurses should be well remunerated for the wonderful work they do, but they should not be made 
part of the political process and these wages negotiations should be kept free of that. Now we find the 
government has changed its tune on that and is limiting the public sector wages policy. I note that 
parliamentarians are also in line with that wages policy, and I think that is an important point to make. I do not 
have an issue with that. I think that if nurses and public servants are getting 1.5 per cent, I think it is fair that 
everybody should be treated the same. The document continues — 

• targeted increases in spending on priority services, including an extra $266 million … for 
public hospital services, an increase of $81 million in recurrent spending on education … and 
an increase of $67 million on policing … 

They are the three big areas for the government, are they not—health, education and community safety? I think it 
is clear to everyone that despite these increases, which, of course, reflect the increase in population in 
Western Australia, this government has failed in all of those three priority areas. It has failed in health, and I will 
talk about that a bit more. I am sure others will have something to say about the new hospitals and the fiasco 
around those. I am sure that many will have more to say about education and the real cuts to schools, the 
inequities in the new funding model and the freeze. I am sure that will come up in other people’s speeches. Of 
course, crime is rampant in Western Australia. We have a real problem with methamphetamine in 
Western Australia and this government is doing nothing; it is doing nothing meaningful about it at all. I am quite 
sure I heard somewhere the other day that our prison muster has now gone up to 6 000 inmates. We are putting 
more people behind bars than ever before, but our crime rates are higher than ever before—in the regions as well 
as in the metropolitan area. The government’s course is flawed on this. What the government is doing is not 
working, so it is time for some new and fresh ideas, and I think that next March the people of Western Australia 
will get to have a say about that. 

I turn to the highlights for the wheatbelt region listed in the document. I think there are eight lines of writing 
here, so it is not a very long highlights package. It is a bit like a day of test cricket on a very flat pitch, when they 
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just come in and bowl wide outside off stump and the batsmen lets it go all day. That does not provide very good 
highlights and nor does this budget provide very good highlights.  

The total asset investment spend in the wheatbelt is $97.5 million. I welcome these investments, which include 
$66.5 million to be spent on maintenance and upgrades of water and wastewater infrastructure, including new 
storage tank facilities in Barbalin, Beverley, Cunderdin and Wundowie. That is very important, because our 
goldfields water supply network, first engineered by C.Y. O’Connor over 100 years ago, is in much need of 
maintenance and repair. It is fair to say that all governments have been guilty of allowing this valuable piece of 
infrastructure in my electorate to degrade to a point at which major ruptures of the water pipeline system occur 
daily. We all know people who go to fill up their tanks or sprayers and find that the water is not flowing into the 
tanks because there has been a burst in the pipeline and a crew is out fixing it up. It is important that we invest 
back in the wheatbelt. We have a large reticulated water scheme, which is very important to the agricultural 
regions and communities in the wheatbelt. The Water Corporation makes a massive profit every year with its 
enormous increases in charges, so it is only fair that such a large piece of the infrastructure gets $66.5 million. It 
is in the minister’s electorate, but I also welcome the funding because I think it is important that we have 
upgrades to these vital services. 

An amount of $18 million will be spent on hospitals and health centres, including Narrogin and 
Merredin Hospitals and cancer services in Narrogin and Northam. I have been across these updates. I visited 
those hospitals. I am still trying to determine whether this is new money or a re-announcement of old money. If 
it is a re-announcement of old money, it is actually much less. It is a bit difficult to find that level of detail, but 
we will certainly ask the appropriate questions in coming weeks. I note that at the moment there are no 
gynaecological or obstetric services in Merredin and Northam, and in Northam there has not been any since 
2014, so we are upgrading a hospital that has lost a very important part of its medical service. I make the point 
that Narrogin Hospital is the only hospital in the wheatbelt to offer wheatbelt mothers obstetric services. It is just 
another cut that has come under this government despite massive spending on vanity projects and monuments 
and massive largesse. 

There is also $8.8 million for upgrades to power infrastructure in Merredin, Wundowie and Kellerberrin. Power 
outages are a part of our day-to-day life, despite Western Power being a government-owned utility. I make the 
point to regional members—I am sure they will understand what I am talking about—that we used to have 
a publicly owned telecommunications utility that had a community service obligation to ensure that the vast 
majority of the community had access to those telecommunications. We saw all kinds of arrangements for people 
in regional, remote and pastoral areas to have access to Telecom in those days, or Telstra as it is now, just like 
people in the metropolitan area did. One of our federal governments, the Howard government, was a very high 
taxing, high spending government that got through by selling off major public assets. Does that sound familiar? 
It was a federal Liberal government that was very high taxing and very high spending that got through by selling 
major publicly owned assets. I have repeated that for members opposite, because there are certainly some 
parallels between that regime and this state government.  

This state government is now proposing to sell off Western Power, with National Party support. What I can point 
out to members of the National Party, who claim to be from the regions—most of them live in Perth but the 
majority of them do represent regional areas—is that this will affect the regions more than it will affect the city. 
When there is a large, widespread outage, the crews come straight out. Even if it is just our little line that spurs 
off to our farm and the fuse has burnt out or the arm has fallen down, the crews will be out in a day to put it back 
on. They are great. The local boys come out from Northam in our case and fix those outages reasonably quickly. 
It is getting better and better with the investment that the state has made in poles. Fewer poles are now snapping 
off at the ground and there are fewer problems with the insulators and crossbars. We have fewer power outages 
in our area. Certainly Koorda and Kalbarri, although Kalbarri still has a lot of problems, are towns that have had 
outages every other day, despite Western Power being a publicly owned utility. The taxpayer picks up the bill to 
upgrade that piece of infrastructure so that those communities have the same access to power as every other 
community.  

When the government sells Western Power, we will end up with the Telstra model. We have about 
2 000 hectares in the middle of Northam, Goomalling and Toodyay, so it is not a remote area whatsoever. I can 
look at Perth from the top of Greenmount hill, an hour from our place. We have no mobile phone coverage to 
speak of. We used to have good coverage across the farm, but as the area of coverage by the towers has reduced 
because of demand, we now find ourselves in one of the largest blackspots in Western Australia. That is because 
there is no obligation for Telstra shareholders to give me the same level of service when a profit is to be made. 
I use the phone only very rarely in that 2 000-hectare space, whereas in Perth there are thousands and thousands 
of users in a 2 000-hectare area. That is where the government is proposing to send us with this asset sale 
program. 
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I will talk about that a little longer. I know that these funds have not been booked into the state budget, but make 
no mistake: after the next election, the Liberal–National government will sell Western Power. The Treasurer has 
made it very clear. Make no mistake, as we saw in the Legislative Assembly yesterday, the Liberal–National 
government will sell the Fremantle port. Yesterday was an opportunity for the National Party to stand up to the 
Liberals and show some spine by saying, “No; we’re not selling the Fremantle port. We’re not even going to 
have that debate because we’re ruling it out.” What did the National Party do? It did what it always does; it 
jumped into the Premier’s lap and became the lapdog that we have seen over the years. We will see the sale of 
the Fremantle port. Further, I suspect, from the very sneaky budget papers, that the Geraldton port will also come 
onto the asset sale register. I will provide some more detail about that later in my contribution, but the reason this 
will be sold is that the government has changed the charging arrangements for the port, taking away the need to 
pay a fee to government and putting the charges up on the Geraldton port, making the asset more attractive for 
a potential investor. Members should watch this space. They heard about it here first. I suspect that the changes 
to the arrangements with Mid West Ports are in the name of a potential privatisation of that asset, just like the 
Fremantle port. Do members know what else? The National Party will agree, because it always does. 

Hon Helen Morton: Are you saying that this will happen after the next election? 

Hon DARREN WEST: It will be after the next election. The point I am making is that the changes in this 
budget will enable that to happen in the future. 

Hon Helen Morton: What you are saying is that we’ll be in government again and we will make these things 
happen. 

Hon DARREN WEST: That is right; there is that possibility. The voters of Western Australia may choose to 
re-elect the Barnett government. After all, they have elected it twice before. I am sure that many voters regret 
that decision, but we cannot take it away. The voters of Australia elected Tony Abbott, and if that is what they 
want, that is their wish. We can only offer an alternative. We let the voters make their decision and we respect 
the voters’ decision, and we will act on behalf of those voters. The point I am making here is that should voters 
choose to re-elect the Barnett government and re-elect all the members here, the Fremantle port will be sold with 
National Party support. I think that the Geraldton port may also be sold. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: If you’re going to respect the voters’ wishes, it will be with your support as well. It’s 
a matter that is taken to the election. It is the same as Western Power. Let’s see how much respect you have for 
the voters’ decision. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Simon O’Brien has made a very important point. I will just elaborate briefly. The 
National Party was opposed to the introduction of genetically modified crops before the 2008 election and it sold 
out on that within weeks of the 2008 election. I will just use this as an example because it is still in my mind. 
What we will not do is give the voters of Western Australia a position before an election, such as, “We will build 
you a railway line to Ellenbrook”, if we are not going to do it. That is the difference between the Liberal Party 
and the Labor Party in Western Australia. We will not tell the voters of Ellenbrook twice that we will build them 
a railway line to Ellenbrook when we have absolutely no intention of doing so; we will build a railway line to 
Ellenbrook as part of the Metronet program. The architect of that wonderful initiative was Hon Ken Travers. If 
the Labor Party tells the voters of Western Australia that it will or will not do something, they can take that to the 
bank, unlike the Liberal Party, which twice told the people of Ellenbrook that they would get a rail line and 
Western Australian farmers and the Western Australian community that it would not introduce genetically 
modified crops. There have been many broken promises. There is a website full of broken promises at 
www.brokenpromises.org.au. Members with opened laptops, phones or devices can look that up right now to see 
the comprehensive list. Indeed, that is one of the reasons that the Liberal Party was elected; it was elected on lies. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Give a bit of credit to Kevin and Julia, for heaven’s sake. 

Hon DARREN WEST: We have already had a debate about the federal budget, Hon Simon O’Brien. That was 
a shocker for the Prime Minister and it has been described as a fizzer. We have moved on; I am talking about the 
state budget. 

I represent the Agricultural Region. I have a background in the agricultural industry and, as members would 
know, I still have an interest in operating a farm. We have been talking about agricultural subjects a lot lately, 
which is great. The first page of the state budget that I looked at was the page that referred to Geraldton Hospital. 
I looked to see whether it had been given funds, but it has not. I will talk about that later. I then went straight to 
the Department of Agriculture and Food page and looked up the total appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture and Food. During last year’s budget estimates, members would have heard me ask questions. Indeed, 
Hon Nigel Hallett was also asking some tough dorothy dixer questions. I asked the then director general of the 
Department of Agriculture and Food what was left of the department, because the cuts had been so harsh. The 
budget had been cut from $156 million to $128 million—a $28 million cut from last year. I asked the director 
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general what was left in the department and whether he could guarantee the biosecurity of the state of 
Western Australia. He replied, “I hope so.” With that backdrop and in an environment in which the director 
general himself could not guarantee the biosecurity of the state of Western Australia and could not tell me what 
was left of the department, one would have thought that consideration surely would have been given to 
increasing the funding to that vital department, the once flagship department that was the Department of 
Agriculture. Everybody talks about agriculture being the next big thing. They say that the mining boom is over 
and that we will turn to agriculture, tourism and other industries. Given all that rhetoric, one would have thought 
that it was not unreasonable for the agricultural industry of WA to expect more money be given to the 
department because it had been cut past the bone.  

Guess what, members? Last year’s budget was $128 million; this year’s budget is $118 million. Another vital 
$10 million dollars has been cut from the budget of the Department of Agriculture and Food. The government’s 
talk is cheap; it is not really serious about agriculture. The dairy industry will soon be in turmoil. Brownes is 
walking away from the dairy industry. The department has been cut to the bone. There were 2 000 staff at the 
once proud agriculture department. Over a 15 to 20-year period, that number diminished to 1 400 as a result of 
reduction, extension work and a few other changes. By the time you lot opposite get thrown out, the number of 
staff will be in the 600s and there will be less than half the staff that there once was in the agriculture 
department. The world renowned bee expert is gone. The government is cutting the jobs of very experienced 
staff, staff who have taken a generation to build up their experience. If the government keeps this up, there will 
be no agriculture department in 10 years; indeed, there will be nothing at all for agriculture. 

Another $10 million has been cut from the agriculture department. I cannot explain to members how 
disappointed I was to read that. The focus last week was on repealing an act that serves the agricultural industry 
well. No-one at all, not even rural journalists, have called me about the $10 million cut to the agriculture budget. 
Do members know why? It is because the government has cut the budget every year and it is no longer news. It 
has cut $38 million from the department’s $156 million budget. Something in the order of one-quarter to 
one-third has been cut from the budget in two years. The news does not get any better in the out years. In 
2017-18, the budget goes down to $114 million, so there is only a $4 million cut next year, according to the 
forward estimates. Perhaps that should be cause for celebration. I do not think so. Another $5 million will be cut 
from the department’s budget the year after that—it will be down to $109 million—and another $1 million will 
be cut from the budget the year after that. By 2019–20, the agriculture department budget will have been cut 
from $158 million in 2014 to $108 million five years later, which is a $50 million, or close enough to one-third, 
cut from 2014 to 2018. Remember, members, that there were a lot of cuts between 2008 and 2014 as well. The 
government has probably halved—or a figure of that order—the agriculture budget. I will dig the figures out and 
bring them in for debate another day. 

The talk is that agriculture is important to the government and that it stands up for and supports agriculture. The 
talk is that it is the next industry to boom in Western Australia, yet in its two terms the government has halved 
the department’s budget. That is great work. No-one can work that out. Agriculture department staff do 
a fantastic job. They are very highly trained, skilled and valued employees. Clearly, they are not valued by this 
government. There is a lot more to talk about in that space. 

I visit agriculture department offices regularly. I often find big buildings with no people in them. Buildings will 
not build a stronger agricultural industry; rather, people will build a stronger agricultural industry for the future. 
All facets of agriculture require that support from government. If the government is serious about developing and 
strengthening our agriculture industry, which government members suggested during debate this and last week, 
how about it does something about the continual, perennial, funding cuts to the Department of Agriculture and 
Food in Western Australia? 

I turn to the highlights for the midwest region. I have been a little bit critical about government priorities in the 
midwest. Anyone who has spent any time in the midwest knows that the most important issue in Geraldton is the 
hospitals issue. There are two hospitals in Geraldton—namely, St John of God Geraldton Hospital and the public 
hospital. St John still has capacity, but the public hospital is stretched beyond its limit. The emergency 
department was built during stage 1 of Geraldton Hospital in 2006 by the then Gallop Labor government. I note 
that Labor has built three hospitals in Geraldton over the journey and the Liberals zero. Labor has held the seat 
for 91 of its 126 years, so I guess that is not all that surprising. The point is that the emergency department at 
Geraldton Hospital was built when St John also had an emergency department. Geraldton Hospital was built to 
cater for 19 000 presentations a year and it now services about 44 000 presentations a year because St John no 
longer has an ED. The two hospitals work very well together. The state has an arrangement in which it leases 
beds from St John, and some services, such as ophthalmology operations, are done at St John via arrangements 
with Geraldton Hospital. I stress that St John is a very valuable part of our community and needs to be retained. 
It is good for the public to have a choice between public and private hospitals, but not at the expense of the 
public system. It is imperative that we sit down and work out a way to design, fund and construct stage 2 of 
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Geraldton Hospital, incorporating a co-located model in health service delivery. This government has failed to 
have those discussions and negotiations and has failed to put a single cent into health infrastructure in Geraldton 
during its term. That is nothing to be proud of. Stage 2 was always due to be built, but now the game has 
changed and we need a long discussion and negotiations with St John to determine how we can have a facility 
that lasts us well into the next 50 years. 

There is no health spending infrastructure in this budget at all. Of equal importance, there is no mental health 
funding. The local member seemed quite surprised that there was no funding in the budget for a mental health 
facility. There are new facilities in Broome and facilities are being proposed for Bunbury and Karratha, but 
Kalgoorlie and Geraldton got the chop and no-one seems to be able to explain why. Perhaps it is because the 
local members are not rattling the cage hard enough. Geraldton has its local member for Geraldton and an upper 
house member from the National Party who talks like he is the local member for Geraldton. Both members have 
failed to attract suitable funds for health and mental health infrastructure in Geraldton. 

The former Minister for Mental Health called it a priority. I have a large number of press releases and statements 
that state that. I think on several occasions it was described as a priority. It was implied that it would be funded, 
but it is not funded. The people in Geraldton felt very let down by this state government budget because that 
number one, vital piece of infrastructure that they asked for and thought would be delivered was not in the 
budget despite all the assurances and promises. The National Party has promised it in front of every election for 
a decade. It gets a photo on the front page of the paper with the heading “We’ll build you a new hospital”. After 
all this time with a Liberal–National government, Geraldton still has no new hospital. There is no plan and no 
funding—nothing at all! That is very disappointing. I am sure that during the next state election campaign our 
Labor candidate for Geraldton, Lara Dalton, will talk extensively about the government’s failure in the area of 
health and the hospital will be an election issue. Members opposite cannot promise one thing before an election 
and do something completely different in government. That is what they do. They make a promise but they do 
not follow through on it. The statements go on to repeat how we are in a challenging fiscal environment, that 
revenue is in decline and that the government will take a cautious approach to spending. It is all very fatalistic, 
so I will not repeat it all. They also go on to say how household fees and charges will be kept as low as possible. 
Members should remember that householders in Geraldton have also had, amongst all of this government’s 
exorbitant water and gas price increases, a 27 per cent rate increase. Geraldton is also listed in the top 
10 communities affected by taking away those rate and water concessions for seniors. They are copping multiple 
hits and they cannot sustain it. As Hon Ken Travers pointed out, $5 a week can be a lot for pensioners and some 
people. They cannot continue to sustain those — 

Hon Ken Travers: I said $3. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Sorry, $3 a week. Those households cannot keep paying for this government’s 
mismanagement. They cannot go on. I know that the government is finally taking steps on this and taking some 
advice from the Labor Party and members of the community, but it is too little, too late. It should have thought 
of this several years ago. This government’s legacy should have been to leave a good set of books for the next 
government, not an appalling set of books. 

I will now talk a little about an issue in Geraldton on which I have had a bit to say—that is, the Geraldton port. 
As members would know, I have talked about this before in Parliament. Before 2003, the Geraldton port had 
a very shallow draft, to the point that it was exporting about 2.6 to 2.8 million tonnes per annum. The grain ships 
that came into the Geraldton port had to fill to about two-thirds capacity and then sail down to Fremantle and top 
up at the Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd’s facility in Kwinana because the Geraldton port did not have the 
specification required to completely fill a grain ship. That caused inefficiencies in having two sets of demurrage 
fees, two sets of tug fees and two sets of berthing fees. The growers in the Geraldton area were financially 
disadvantaged by that arrangement and were paying $2.93 a tonne. That fee was called the two-port loading fee, 
as the name suggests. I note that the former Minister for Transport in the Court government was 
Hon Murray Criddle. He was a grower in that port zone and that government chose not to invest in the port of 
Geraldton and, instead, to set up the Oakajee port as a priority, so we move on that backdrop.  

The Gallop government was instilled and made some marvellous changes to Geraldton, including removing the 
railway line from along the Geraldton foreshore. It opened up that magnificent space that is now the centre of the 
community and is enjoyed by families all year around. It also created the southern transport corridor and, just as 
importantly, it ran a major enhancement project for the Geraldton port that involved the deepening of the channel 
to the tune of around $107 million. It also installed a shiploader for loading iron ore magnetite. Once that project 
was up and away, it gave birth to an iron ore industry in the midwest. That has been one of the success stories of 
Western Australia’s economic development over the last 15 years since that project was in its infant stage. It is 
a spectacular success. The $107 million invested has increased the port capacity from 2.8 million tonnes to 
17.5 million tonnes a year. The midwest farmers were better off because they had port security. At no point 
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would a future government be able to say, “This port is no longer viable. Let’s freight all that grain to Perth and 
load it out of the Kwinana port.” Certainly the port was assured, but growers were also charged a fee that was 
reduced from $2.93 a tonne to $2 a tonne for a port enhancement project levy to pay off the $107 million that 
that project cost. 

The former Labor government was all for economic development in Western Australia, as no-one could argue, 
and certainly the transport minister Alannah MacTiernan was of that view. The state took a role in ensuring that 
the project was enabled, but it then sought repayment for that project over a long period, which is a far more 
sensible way to move forward because those levies are now being collected to offset that debt. This 
government’s approach is to run around and wildly spend on projects such as Muja A and B, and then blow all 
that money into the wind and never get a return for taxpayers. We have a much more sensible economic 
approach. The levy over the last 13 years has collected $200 million as a consequence of such a massive increase 
in iron ore tonnes through the port. Remember, without that $107 million investment, there would be no iron ore 
industry in the midwest because there would be no capacity to load those ships with the iron ore and export the 
magnetite from the midwest. The levy that has generated over $200 million in 13 years has paid down that loan 
to $67 million. The rest of that money has been returned to general revenue. I thought that there was good 
capacity for those excess funds to be invested back into the midwest community on important projects that have 
not been funded by this government, which has garnered widespread community support.  

The hapless Minister for Transport, Dean Nalder, who is also now the Minister for Agriculture and Food, is 
a failed Minister for Finance and a failed Minister for Transport. Why do we have to have him in agriculture and 
food? I guess there is no-one else. He has decided that to repay that loan, he will slash the port enhancement 
project levy, which is now indexed up to $2.82 a tonne. I will just make a separate point. If the iron ore industry 
needs relief, it should get relief. If the agricultural industry needs relief, it should get relief, if that is what it takes 
to keep the important jobs. That is a separate issue and I support relief for the iron ore industry and, if needed, 
for the agricultural industry. But bear in mind that farmers were paying $2.93 under the two-port levy and they 
are now paying $2.82, so farmers are still better off because of Alannah MacTiernan’s decision to deepen that 
port. If relief is required, we should provide it. The hapless transport minister has chosen to borrow $67 million 
to repay a loan of $67 million, which had a mechanism of paying itself off over 30 years in a deal agreed to by 
the agricultural industry, CBH and the mining industry in the midwest. They all signed up to a 30-year deal to 
pay the levy over 30 years to enhance the port. Now we have money borrowed to repay a borrowed loan and the 
levy to repay that loan has been slashed and replaced by a port-user charge to pay the initial loan. Can anybody 
follow that logic? I have not met anybody who can.  

A structured regime was in place under which the users of the port would have paid down that $107 million loan 
and returned the money to the taxpayer over 30 years. Now we have borrowed another $67 million that goes 
onto state debt—part of the $40 billion debt that we will inherit from this government—to repay a loan. The levy 
has been cut to users of the port and replaced by a higher port-user charge of about 50 per cent, but it will be 
increased by government rather than by the consumer price index. In a few short years, users of the port will be 
paying more than they are paying now and all that money will go back to general revenue rather than repaying 
the $67 million loan. 

We missed a wonderful opportunity in Geraldton to invest the surplus funds for the port enhancement project 
back into the community. There was our once-in-a-generation chance to fund our new hospital and it has been 
taken from us by a minister who was hopeless. It is such a shame. Even worse, Hon Paul Brown, who is seeking 
to become the lower house member for Geraldton, somehow believes this is a wonderful achievement. I find that 
bizarre. We have created this opportunity. As I alluded to earlier in my contribution, this action perfectly sets up 
Mid West Ports and the Geraldton port for privatisation. My concern is for this government, which clearly has no 
financial future and no plan for how to deal with the state’s finances. It has no way of being able to repay these 
debts. We are paying over $1 billion a year in interest. It is now engaging in a fire sale of government assets, 
which in my view will widen to include assets such as the Geraldton port. There is a broader agenda at play here 
that we all need to be very concerned about. So far, the government’s assets sale program has failed. We have 
sold one piece of public infrastructure at a fire sale price of $135 million; that is, the Perth Market Authority. 
That took an all-night sitting of Parliament to be resolved, and the opposition was right. 

Let us go back a step to the poor financial management of Western Australia and the fact that in the past the 
government has not listened to its critics, and the critics proved to be correct. I think that it is a very sad state of 
affairs when we find ourselves in such a tough fiscal environment. The next government, whether or not that is 
a re-elected Liberal–National government, will have a very tough job managing the books without any fiscal 
credibility. It is most likely that it will be dealing with a federal Labor government, which I do not think will 
have much sympathy for a government that cannot control its spending and cannot manage the books. It is 
looking increasingly likely that there will be a change of federal government. This government cannot sell 
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a single message, other than that it supports rich people. If we have a state Labor government, which has some 
principles around flogging off monopoly-owned assets at a fire sale price, this will create — 

Hon Dave Grills interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: We do have a principle about flogging off publicly owned assets. We will not sell the 
Fremantle port or Western Power because it is not in the public interest to do so. The public interest is important 
to us. It is more important to us than being re-elected and it is more important to us than a cabinet position. The 
Nationals will sell out on any issue for a cabinet position; we have already seen that. 

Hon Dave Grills will see some policies from WA Labor. We have seen the government’s policies and they are 
all rubbish. That is why the state budget is the way it is. None of the members opposite can deny that they have 
not done a good job of managing the state’s finances and none of them can deny that this is a rubbish budget. It 
is the worst budget in Western Australian history. Government members should be ashamed of themselves. 

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [12.43 pm]: I note the budget papers before us, and on behalf 
of the Greens I would like to reply to them. For a government that purports to be about the bigger picture, the 
approach to this budget seems to be one of tunnel vision, both metaphorically and literally. There is no doubt that 
the WA government is facing an economic crisis. I will leave it up to others to debate the attribution of blame 
about how we came to this point, although I may indulge a little later. Today I want to question the effectiveness 
of this government’s budget as a tool for moving forward and best serving the people of Western Australia now 
and into the future.  

The budget address articulated some of the challenges currently facing us, such as lower than expected 
commodity prices, high population growth, increasing prison populations and the highest rates of 
methamphetamine use in the country. I would like to throw just a few more into the mix. We also have an 
increasing number of children going into care; increasing demand for community services, including legal 
centres, family violence and homelessness services; large-scale development that takes precedence over 
environmental protection; swathes of bushland being cleared, including sites that are meant to be protected under 
the Bush Forever program; building of roads prioritised over public transport and cycling solutions; and 
a changing climate. What we see in this budget is a short-term approach to addressing these issues through 
prioritising the building of more physical infrastructure and tertiary services and selling off public assets while at 
the same time neglecting to attend to the social and environmental foundations that are necessary for delivering 
a state that looks after its people and its land. This kind of approach will cost us in the long run. 

How did we come to find ourselves in this position? This is the Barnett government’s eighth budget and the 
eighth time I have stood to reply to it. There have been massive blowouts in government spending, the boom has 
been squandered and our GST share has been continually underfunded, in spite of the fact that 
Liberal governments have been at a federal level during much of this time that we have had a Liberal–National 
government in Western Australia. This government has failed tremendously to meaningfully tackle tax reform. 
We have had piecemeal approaches and multiple land tax bills. Most recently we saw the spectacular failure of 
the wind-up of the Bell Group, which will put a massive hole in the budget for many years to come. 

Often in my home culture in America, we do things in song. When things are getting us down, when people are 
getting low and when things are looking bleak, somebody writes a song. It is probably a bit unparliamentary for 
me to sing this song in the chamber but I am sure that as I say the lyrics, members will hear it in their minds, as 
I did when I was reflecting on how to address this budget speech. The lyrics are — 

You load 16 tons, what do you get? Another day older and deeper in debt. Saint Peter don’t you call me 
’cause I can’t go. I owe my soul to the company store. 

That could have been written for today’s economy and the economic crisis that the Western Australian 
government finds itself in. If one is unemployed, underpaid, underemployed or depending on a pension or fixed 
income, this is exactly the sentiment that goes through their mind. 

I wanted to address inequality and social infrastructure. We can all agree that Western Australians are facing 
some complex challenges. In commenting on this budget, it is imperative that we look for investment in 
initiatives that treat both the cause and not just the symptoms. One of the greatest threats to ensuring 
Western Australians enjoy a good quality of life and a strong economy is social inequality. Western Australia 
has the dubious honour of having the largest gap between the rich and the poor of all the states in Australia. Why 
is inequality so bad? Last year the Australian Council of Social Service released a report that articulates the 
broader effects of inequality.  
I would like to quote a passage. It states — 

Inequality undermines the fairness of our economic system and leads to division within society. 
Evidence shows that countries with lower inequality tend to have faster and more lasting economic 
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growth; and that countries with high inequality can experience high levels of violence, suicide, obesity, 
mental illness, imprisonment and shorter life expectancy.  
Inequality means that those in the lower groups don’t have the same access to opportunities as those in 
the higher groups. For example, someone in the lowest group would find it more difficult to get a loan 
to start a business or pay for an advanced university degree than someone in the highest group.  
Wealthier people can afford not to rely on shared services, such as public schools and public hospitals, 
by utilising private services. When this happens, they have less interest in supporting such shared 
services, leading to a more divided society. 

The Australian Council of Social Service put out that fact sheet in 2015 in a paper called “Inequality in 
Australia: A Nation Divided”. Accordingly, we need to review the government’s budget in this context: while 
we need treatment and emergency services, it is imperative that government funding does not neglect early 
intervention and prevention services that are attempting to break this cycle of disadvantage. Other members have 
already noted it, but I want to make particular mention of the media release the Western Australian Council of 
Social Service put out in response to the budget, because no organisation is better placed to chart the state of 
community services upon which vulnerable people depend most in Western Australia. The Western Australian 
Council of Social Service has said, and I quote — 

The WA State Budget charts a path back to surplus over the next four years, but it is not a sustainable 
path, … 
“We need to invest more in social services to reverse the alarming growth in high cost, acute services 
like prisons, hospitals and child protection if we are going to achieve a sustainable budget and service 
system,” … 
“While there is modest growth in social services across the public sector in net terms, a closer look 
shows that most of the growth is in high cost expenditure in expensive, tertiary service systems, while at 
the same time, overall spending on earlier intervention and preventative support services continues to 
decline.” 

Further on the statement reads — 
“This contrasts with predictable continued growth in assessments and protection services of $l0m and 
the unavoidable costs of the growing numbers of children in care of $63m.” 
A similar story is evident in corrective services, with new investment of almost $l50m in prison costs 
dwarfing the investment in crime prevention and diversion programs in the community. 

I will refer later to some of the other elements WACOSS has highlighted in its first response to the budget. From 
having worked at WACOSS in around 2015, I know that it puts a tremendous amount of effort into analysing the 
budget and its member groups feed back to it in quick fashion on how the budget announcements impact their 
organisations on a day-to-day basis. WACOSS has a wealth of information that we in this Parliament should pay 
attention to. 
I want to talk next about drugs and crime because the Premier has highlighted it as one of the key issues he 
wants to address should he continue for the next few years. If we do not make a greater investment in tackling 
the underlying drivers of crime such as inadequate support for parents, unaddressed health issues in childhood, 
substance use and untreated mental illness, our prison population will continue to grow. It logically follows that 
we need to build more and more prisons, which, of course, is what is currently happening in WA. This kind of 
approach not only impacts on us financially, but also causes great angst and affects our overall sense of 
wellbeing and health; it is not sustainable. 
Another classic symptom of how our current approach to an issue is failing is, of course, our unenviable position 
as the state with the highest number of methamphetamine users in the country. The Greens welcome the 
government’s commitment of extra funding in this area for additional treatment and education services for users 
and their families. Although we acknowledge the gesture made by the government, I argue that it again does not 
strike at the heart of the issue. Our current approach to drugs is not working. Members in this chamber will have 
seen the front page of yesterday’s The West Australian in which Judge Phillip McCann was quoted as saying — 

“It is now accepted in informed circles that it is impossible to stop the supply of methamphetamine 
from criminal gangs in Asia. That horse bolted years ago when WA’s rich booming economy allowed it 
to become the preferred market of the international drugs gangs.” 

We have, in effect, lost the war on the supply of drugs. The Greens have listened to experts in this field and we 
believe the way forward is to treat drug use and abuse as a health issue, not a criminal issue. A key component of 
drug reform should be focused on reducing the number of people who use drugs in the first place, through the 
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provision of policies that seek to reduce inequality in society coupled with well-funded social services that are 
able to provide intensive support to those who need it. 

We need a more nuanced approach to drugs. For example, the Greens support the use of medicinal marijuana in 
alleviating a number of chronic conditions. Members may have heard our current leader 
Senator Dr Richard Di Natale, who is incredibly passionate about drug law reform across the entire country. 
I hope we can take the opportunity that presents and that Western Australia can be part of that change because 
I know from having attended several forums with Dr Richard Di Natale that his experience and the expertise he 
has developed in his time in Parliament and studying what has happened in Portugal and its successful approach 
there, will put us on a good policy footing throughout Australia if we begin to move in that direction. It needs to 
happen sooner rather than later because once we lose someone to drugs, the cost to them as individuals, to their 
families and friends, and to the jobs they could have been in, and the loss to our state economy through 
supporting them in the challenge of overcoming their addiction, is too great. We need to reinvest our attention, 
our policy expertise and our services towards a better approach to drugs. We can do it. We have seen that happen 
elsewhere in the world. 

Hon Donna Faragher: Are you suggesting we should legalise meth? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: No. I recognise that the honourable member is listening to my remarks but perhaps 
has missed some of the pertinent points. 

Hon Michael Mischin: What does “treat it like a health issue” actually mean? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: That is correct; it needs more of a health approach. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I welcome the opportunity to discuss this in a much more fulsome way. Perhaps we 
can have a forum on drug reform along the lines of the national government’s approach. It is not something that 
will be well served discussing with the Attorney General’s interjections during my contribution to the budget. 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Lynn MacLaren has the call. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I will try to oblige the Attorney General by providing more detail to him because 
I see that his interest and that of the Minister for Planning have been piqued by my comments. I will be delighted 
to provide them with more information at another time. As I mentioned at the beginning, I want to go into detail 
about the community sector and support services. 

This budget has not brought forward the far-reaching cuts to the community sector that we saw last year; 
however, given the increasing demands made on all these already stretched services without additional funding 
to match this demand, more and more disadvantaged and marginalised people are being turned away. 
Worryingly, cuts have been made this year to programs that focus on early intervention and prevention. It is 
counterproductive to reduce funding to programs that have been shown to work. The budget flags significant 
funding reductions to the Best Beginnings program in regional areas. I heard Hon Sally Talbot yesterday discuss 
this in tremendous detail, and no doubt other members did too, because it is directly relevant to their areas. Even 
though this program has been shown to significantly reduce the number of children being taken into care, we 
have seen its funding slashed. The government needs to respond. In his reply to this debate, I hope to hear 
exactly what the justification is for cutting the Best Beginnings program. Similarly, cuts have been made to 
existing homelessness services and more are foreshadowed to the tune of $1 million each year in the forward 
estimates. Only two weeks ago, Swinburne University released a report on homelessness, spelling out the 
long-term implications of cuts to community services—greater pressure on health and justice systems and more 
anguish for those needing health and their families. This, along with the commonwealth government’s refusal to 
commit beyond another year to the National Partnership Agreement on Homelessness leaves service providers 
without certainty and has flow-on impacts on the quality of service they can provide. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Before we broke for lunch, the Attorney General asked for a bit more detail about my 
remarks on drug policy reform. Miraculously, over the lunch break the leader of the Australian Greens released 
an initiative called “Harm Reduction Innovation Fund: Reducing Harm, Saving Lives”. It provides a bit more 
detail and I thought I would respond to the earlier interjections by commenting more on the directions that we 
would like to see this very important area of the budget going into. My earlier remarks were basically that there 
is an opportunity at a federal level because there is an appetite for reform. If Western Australia prepares itself, 
and the services that operate within Western Australia, to jump on this bandwagon and learn from the policy 
expertise that has been developed at a federal level, we can value add, if you will, so that our services will be at 
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the leading edge of Australian services. The Greens policy initiative that was released over the lunch break 
states — 

The Greens will restore Australia’s reputation as a leader on innovative drug policy through the 
establishment of a Harm Reduction Innovation Fund. By investing in harm reduction, we create better 
health outcomes for drug users and for our communities as a whole. 

The current approach to reducing the harm that illicit drugs cause in our community is not working. 

I think I made that clear in my opening remarks. The policy continues — 

And right now, many of the things we are doing to address this issue are making it worse rather than 
better. 

The Greens recognise that when we treat personal drug use as a criminal issue, we use vital resources to 
punish the individual rather than focussing on illicit drug manufacturers and distributors who are the 
real criminals. We are also distracted from the opportunities to reduce drug users’ exposure to harm, 
and often avoidable deaths. 

There are five elements to this, including reducing harm; pill testing; and innovative harm reduction, which talks 
about the lessons learned from the Parliamentary Drug Summit in Canberra earlier this year, which I was able to 
attend. 

Hon Donna Faragher: Out of interest, what is the proposed pill testing? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: The document states — 

Pill testing can provide information to drug users on the content of illegal drugs to allow them to make 
more informed choices. Research shows young people are highly supportive of pill testing; more than 
82% of the 2,300 young Australians aged between 16 and 25 years surveyed for the Australian National 
Council on Drugs in 2013 supported its introduction. The finding is consistent with young people’s 
overall views about drugs: they want better information in order to make informed choices. 

Despite the public support, and successful international trials of pill testing, there have been no 
government commitment in Australia to introduce or trial it. Australian politicians need to remove 
barriers to sensible, targeted micro-policy trials such as drug testing at music festivals. The 
Harm Reduction Innovation Fund will help to achieve this. 

The policy initiative announced by the Australian Greens is to establish this harm reduction innovation fund. It 
includes expanded safe injecting facilities, peer-based initiatives and a holistic approach to the problem. There is 
much in here, but I want to talk about the four key services. The document states — 

The Greens will: 
• Establish a Harm Reduction Innovation Fund and commit $10million per annum over the 

forward estimates to foster the implementation of innovative harm reduction strategies in Australia. 

That is something that WA can do — 

• Prioritise investment in harm reduction measures that assist in building an evidence base for 
wider implementation of effective strategies. 

• Explore and review global harm reduction initiatives to keep up with international best practice, 
and restore our reputation as a leader in innovation in drug policy. 

• Ensure initiatives are evaluated and have safety controls and ethical approvals. 

Mr Acting President, I will seek to table this two-page document at the conclusion of my remarks so that 
members can read it in detail. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): I presume you mean a printout from your laptop. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Yes; or I could email it to you all! 

Hon Peter Collier: One of your predecessors wanted to table a fax machine. 

Hon Sue Ellery: He did. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Yes, he did successfully table a fax machine. It is famous lore. In this case it is just 
information that I think members might benefit from because the detail is there, which the Attorney General 
asked for earlier. 

I want to continue my remarks by talking about education, particularly public education, which is an obvious 
tool for building social infrastructure. Again we see in this budget that the government has prioritised 
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investments in physical infrastructure to reflect increases in population without the corresponding investment in 
social infrastructure. The increases in enrolment numbers outstrip the increased allocation in the budget to 
student funding, which represents a cut in funding to students on the ground. 

Schools also have an important role in promoting the wellbeing of students. Last week I spoke of my support for 
the Safe Schools initiative and the important contribution that it makes to support young people at a critical time 
while their identity is being formed. Members know well that the federal government has made cuts to this 
program; it has been highly publicised. I continue to call on the Western Australian government to commit funds 
to ensuring that the Safe Schools program can be available in its original form to all schools in WA, just as the 
Victorian state government has done. We had that debate last week, but it is important to note that there is 
nothing specifically in the budget for initiatives to — 

Hon Peter Collier: What do you actually need the money for now? The program is established; it is online. 
What do you need money for? If schools want it, they can access it. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I understand that schools currently have an option to access it. We would like to 
ensure that all public schools have it and that there are no economic barriers to them delivering it. 

Hon Peter Collier: What barriers are there? What do you the need money for? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: If a principal were to identify there was an economic barrier, the minister would 
apply what I am saying. 

Hon Peter Collier: You click on a website. What barrier is that? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I am sure the minister is aware that delivering an anti-bullying program is not as 
simple as clicking on a website. 

Hon Peter Collier: It is. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: No; resources and time have to be dedicated to do it. 

Hon Peter Collier: You can sign up; it does not cost anything. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I do not pretend to tell the member his task as an education minister, but I can say 
that it is not as simple as clicking on a website. 

Hon Peter Collier: But what do you want the money for? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: To ensure that the Safe Schools program is delivered throughout Western Australian 
schools. 

Hon Peter Collier: They can do that now. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: If they prioritise it in their budgets. Some school budgets do not have that ability. 

Hon Peter Collier: It is an online program. That is bizarre!  

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I can hear the Minister for Education arguing that it is as simple as the click of 
a button, but I can assure members that it is much more complicated. It needs teachers’ time, and sometimes 
resources need to be distributed or extra out-of-hours meetings are needed. These things do not happen with just 
a click of a button. 

Hon Peter Collier: If you’re going to suggest something, you really have to have a policy for it. You can’t just 
come up with ridiculous assertions — 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I hardly think it is a ridiculous assertion to want to ensure that all children in public 
schools in Western Australia have a safe school. If it requires an initiative by the state government to ensure they 
do, I would like to see no economic barriers to that. 

Hon Peter Collier: There are no economic barriers. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: That is not a difficult concept to understand. 

TAFE has not been immune to this budget, with fees continuing to rise and student numbers decreasing. The 
government continues to weaken this sector, with cuts of $13 million this year and a further $50 million in the 
2017-18 budget. That seems counterintuitive, given our future economy will rely on a skilled workforce. 

The Greens acknowledge the government’s formidable commitment to the disability sector, and the 
not-insignificant increase in funding since 2008-09. We will continue to advocate on the principle of 
“no disadvantage”, to ensure that people with a disability, irrespective of whether they are on the My Way trial 
or the National Disability Insurance Scheme trial, have the same level of access to services. We recognise, 
however, that there continues to be a gap in funding for disability-led systemic advocacy services that can 
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address the impediments and discrimination faced by people with disabilities on a day-to-day basis. The silo 
approach of government represents a missed chance for improving integrated access to transport facilities, 
employment and lifestyle opportunities. Clearly, WA needs greater, not less, investment in services to stem the 
increasing tide of social disadvantage in our state. We will all pay the price in the future for leaving people 
behind; we need to act now to ensure that our society is fully inclusive. 

An opportunity was recently presented through the 2015 Young Australian of the Year, Drisana Levitzke-Gray, 
who is an advocate for services for the deaf and those with hearing difficulties. We looked at the budget to see 
whether there was to be any expansion of Auslan funding or any opportunities to piggyback on the tremendous 
advocacy work achieved during 2015. We will continue to chart that during the estimates hearings; we want to 
ensure that services for people with differing impairments will be fully implemented. The shadow ministers have 
also welcomed that opportunity, and it will be good to see everybody working together to ensure that that 
impediment is not a furthering point of disadvantage for people with hearing difficulties. 

I turn to environmental infrastructure. Another area neglected in this budget is investment in environmental 
infrastructure. Two areas only of the Department of Parks and Wildlife’s budget increased from last year. The 
funding for parks and visitor services has increased from around $82 million in the estimated actual 2015-16 
budget, to $85 million in 2016–17—an additional $3 million. Prescribed burning and fire management received 
just under $38 million in 2015-16, and in 2016–17 it has been allocated just over $39 million. Those increases of 
$3 million and $1 million have been allocated to two elements of the Department of Parks and Wildlife’s budget. 
Meanwhile, funding for conserving habitats, species and ecological communities, which was drastically cut in 
2015-16 from 2014-15, has further shrunk, as has funding for the protection of the Swan and Canning Rivers. 
Presumably, no click of a button can ensure the protection of the Swan and Canning Rivers. This comes as both 
the Liberals and ALP claim tourism will be at centre of their campaigns to win the 2017 election. Extensive 
research published by the national body, Tourism Australia, has shown that it is our world-class beauty and 
natural environments that tourists, especially the lucrative international market—particularly China—want above 
all else. A major study by Tourism Australia found that in attracting major international tourist markets — 

• Australia’s biggest strength is its world class nature, well regarded from all markets and core to our 
global tourism offering 

The same study found that major international tourist markets ranked Australia first for world-class beauty and 
natural environments. More research published by Tourism Australia revealed that among the most appealing 
Australian attractions, top of the list, with the greatest appeal, was Australian beaches. Second was Australian 
wildlife; third was the Great Barrier Reef; fourth was rainforests, forests and national parks; and fifth was 
unspoilt natural wilderness. Australian cities ranked much further down the list, at number nine, and luxury 
accommodation and facilities, along with casinos, bars and nightlife, were at the bottom of the list. The evidence 
is unequivocal. It is neither, as the Premier would have it, Perth’s sparkling new buildings, nor, as the 
Western Australian Labor Party has said, big events, that international tourists value about our home. It is our 
wilderness areas, our unique and charismatic wildlife and the seemingly unspoilt nature of beaches and 
landscapes that will enable us to win at international tourism. Although I acknowledge that visitor services, 
including nature tourism infrastructure, is one area of the Department of Parks and Wildlife’s budget that has 
neither shrunk nor stagnated and has received a little more money this year, I warn of a problem: WA is already 
facing runaway biodiversity loss from pressures such as habitat loss through clearing, climate change, wildfires 
and burning regimes, feral animals and disease. If we continue in this way we are in grave danger of creating 
nature tourism facilities where the nature—by which I mean rare, threatened and endemic species—has already 
been lost. 

I wanted to bring to the attention of members who may have had very busy periods of late the latest 
Carnaby’s black-cockatoo numbers from Birdlife Australia. I participated in the Great Cocky Count again this 
year. The count is very relevant because the black cockatoo is an iconic species in Western Australia. I will 
quote some of the numbers reported. I was one of the more than 600 people who took part in Birdlife Australia’s 
Great Cocky Count at nearly 300 sites across the greater Perth–Peel region, as far north as Chapman Valley—
a place I am sure members are familiar with—and inland to Narrogin and east to Esperance. I was down at 
Manning Park in Cockburn. The Great Cocky Count press release states — 

This year, the minimum number of Carnaby’s Black-Cockatoos recorded in the Greater Perth–Peel 
Region was 5518 birds, continuing the drop in numbers from previous years’ counts. 

Analyses of numbers from seven Great Cocky Counts have shown a significant, ongoing decline in 
their population, a reduction in flock size as well as fewer occupied roost sites around Perth. 

“If the current trend continues, the Carnaby’s Black-Cockatoo population of the Perth-Peel Coastal 
Plain will continue to decline at a rate of roughly 15 per cent each year.” 
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Nearly half of the black-cockatoos recorded were in the Gnangara Pine Plantation, north of Perth, 
emphasising the site’s importance for Perth’s Carnaby’s population. 

“Perth suburbs continue to expand into the bushland that traditionally supported black cockatoos. So the 
black-cockatoos moved into the pine plantations for food and shelter, but now these plantations are 
being cleared and not replaced.” 

The Strategic Assessment of the Perth and Peel Regions currently being prepared must ensure 
protection of roost sites and feeding habitat to stem the decline and ensure these iconic 
West Australians survive in the region. 

“Carnaby’s are a big casualty of urban sprawl,” Tegan said, adding that bringing an end to clearing of 
native vegetation for urban expansion will protect the birds while also benefiting people through better 
urban design. 

Another area that my office has been closely involved with over the past year has been the numbat population in 
Dryandra. Quite a bit of scientific study has been done on the numbats, and I know personally someone who is 
working with the numbat breeding program at Perth Zoo, which is designed to return the numbats to the wild. 
However the important thing is that we have some wild to return them into. One problem that this issue revealed 
to us is that there are no clear guidelines for siting landfills outside Perth. One of the things that made the landfill 
proposal by the Shire of Cuballing fall over was that it did not give adequate consideration to the impact on the 
local population of numbats, because landfills attract predators. The obvious answer to this is to establish clearer 
guidelines for shires for the location of landfill sites. When I followed up a few months after this decision had 
fallen over and asked the Minister for Environment whether the issue had been addressed, the reply was that it 
had not; we are still in the same place we were before. No-one is more acutely aware of the need for reform in 
this area than all those shires that spent something like $600 000 researching and developing a proposal to site 
a landfill along the guidelines given to local government, which was to try to combine landfill facilities to 
achieve better management of waste, including the ability to recycle et cetera. However, a location was chosen 
that would put at risk the population of numbats and other small marsupials and native animals that could be 
preyed upon by cats, ravens and all the predators attracted by landfills. If the shire had known that information at 
the beginning, I do not think it would have spent that much money on developing that proposal, and today we 
would be looking at better waste management in the Dryandra area that does not harm the numbats. 

That was a win, and I wanted to mention it because, due to our close attention to this issue, we were able to 
prevent the landfill from putting those animals at risk. Dryandra is visited by tourists from all around 
Western Australia, Australia, and overseas, as one of those areas in which they can see echidnas, numbats, 
woylies and bettongs. All the native animals that used to cover the landscape are now finding refuge in the 
Dryandra area, so we do not want to put that at risk, and put our tourist dollar at risk either. This is another 
missed opportunity that I hope the Minister for Environment will address sooner rather than later so that we have 
better landfill guidelines and we do not have to do this on a piecemeal, proposal-by-proposal basis. Our wildlife 
should be protected as a number one priority, and the habitat of that wildlife must be protected with much 
stronger laws. None of that is evident in the environment budget this year or in the out years. We may in future 
have splendid access and accommodation to see wilderness sites that no longer have wildlife in them, or not the 
wildlife that is there now. It could be replaced by new wildlife populations of feral cats, for example. 

As I mentioned before, Tourism Australia’s research highlights that our beaches are attractions for visitors, 
especially international tourists, who value our country and come here to enjoy the beaches. I am particularly 
dismayed, therefore, to see in the budget of the WA Land Authority, also known as LandCorp, that, in my 
electorate, an area near Rockingham called Mangles Bay, located at the southern end of Cockburn Sound, is 
likely to be a recipient of funding allocated for encouraging commercial investment in activity centres, urban 
renewal and infill projects. Rare public coastal bushland at Mangles Bay, part of the stunning Cape Peron 
peninsula, has been proposed by the WA Land Authority and Cedar Woods as a large private housing estate and 
marina. This is despite the fact that the community in Rockingham has developed a costed alternative vision for 
nature tourism at that location that would tick all the boxes for things that Tourism Australia’s research shows 
we should be providing to attract international tourists. 

Our concerns about the government’s environmental record and approach were echoed by the Conservation 
Council of Western Australia in its response to the WA budget, titled “What does the WA state budget mean for 
the environment and climate?”. It states that the new Kimberley parks have received funding for management, 
and $6.7 million has been allocated over five years for a new Western Australian biodiversity science institute. 
These are great things that get a big tick from us. Royalties for regions is going to subsidise mining and fracking 
on farmland. We are less excited about that. In fact, I am sure members will hear Hon Robin Chapple go into 
great detail about how unimpressed he is with that budget allocation of $10 million a year. The CCWA also 
mentions that there is $1.8 billion in the budget for the unnecessary Perth Freight Link. Funding of over 
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$450 million is provided in the budget over three years for construction of the Roe 8 Highway extension through 
the Beeliar wetlands. Obviously, the Conservation Council, which has campaigned against this extension for 
decades, is not too impressed that this is appearing in the budget. I will address that later when I talk about 
transport funding. 

The other thing that the Conservation Council mentions is what has not been funded. The new biodiversity laws 
have not been offered any more funding commitment. We knew this from the get-go, but the budget confirms that 
although the new Biodiversity Conservation Bill 2015 will introduce a new regime of better protection for the 
environment, no funds have been allocated to support the increased protection of wildlife once the new laws come 
into effect. It is the view of the Conservation Council of WA that, to be effective, the new laws will require a major 
increase in resources for biodiversity science, planning and protection. However, this will not occur if we do not 
have funding commitments in the state budget. The council also points out that there is no climate change funding 
in this budget, and Hon Robin Chapple will go into more detail about that. He will also discuss the fact that there is 
no funding for transition in Collie from coal to renewables. 

The final point I want to mention on behalf of the Conservation Council is that the environmental policy functions 
in the Department of Environment Regulation have taken another cut. The important environmental policy 
functions in that department will suffer a 30 per cent reduction in funding, from $10 million to $7 million, in this 
budget. As we can guess, the Conservation Council is not too pleased with this budget. 

In the area of science, which is one of my 15 portfolio areas, I welcome the commitment to keep the funding for the 
Department of Fisheries shark monitoring network, including replacing the ageing receivers. This comes only after 
public warnings by the Greens and many other animal advocates last year that cuts planned then would leave the 
multimillion-dollar array of receivers in the ocean without crew to regularly check, maintain and replace them. The 
shark monitoring network is a sensible response to public demand for shark hazard mitigation and it will enable us 
to keep learning about the movements and patterns of large sharks. It made no sense to build the array over a period 
of years and then walk away from it. 

Likewise, I want to mention the Gravity Discovery Centre, because it is an important contributor to our scientific 
community and it should receive greater government acknowledgement and assistance. We are constantly hearing 
about how Australia is falling behind in the STEM subjects. Investment in science is critical. Mr Acting President 
(Hon Brian Ellis), you must have been up to the Gravity Discovery Centre; I know it is in your electorate. It is an 
exciting science education centre only an hour north of Perth. I encourage any member who has not been there to 
go. It is home to the Leaning Tower of Gingin, so members cannot miss it when they are in the area. People can 
experience hands-on science exhibits. It is really good for students to go there and learn. 

I love it because it has beautiful telescopes on the roof of the building, which enables people out in Gingin, where 
there is very little ambient light, to look at the stars and the planets. The centre has some really special telescopes, 
so that people can see the colour in the planets and the rings of Saturn. It is an amazing and world-recognised 
science activity centre right here in Western Australia, one hour from Perth. Recently the centre was involved in 
discovering gravitational waves, the existence of which was predicted by Einstein in his theory of relativity. The 
man who started the centre was part of a world first in science. Is the Gravity Discovery Centre in the state budget 
to receive any innovation funding for science? No, it is not. It should be at the top of the list for not only education 
but also scientific research, but it is nowhere in the budget. Some of the most valuable aspects of Western Australia 
are our innovative and creative people who have gone around the world and changed the world because of their 
ability to think cleverly and creatively and to contribute to society in a range of things, whether it is in the United 
Nations or, as in this case, scientific endeavour. This is a world-class, leading-edge scientific endeavour here in 
Western Australia by Western Australians. By the way, the son of the man who started the centre also works there 
and used his techniques from a different field—not in scientific measurement but engineering and communications, 
I think—to be part of this amazing discovery, yet the centre still struggles with funding and depends on volunteers. 
It does not have the support that I would like to see a future government give the Gravity Discovery Centre. If ever 
there is a parliamentary field trip, members really need to consider going to the centre, because it is one of my 
highlights. I took my mother up there. I am back on the subject of tourism now, but anybody who comes to 
Western Australia should enjoy the Gravity Discovery Centre. 

On the matter of sustainable development, our environment is a huge asset and its protection is vital to our tourism 
industry and the economy, but it also has deep personal importance for Western Australians. It is imperative that we 
have a robust planning system in place to help promote the liveability of our state while mitigating the effects of 
climate change. It is equally important that money is attached to planning to ensure that plans can be properly 
implemented. Members will have heard many times that the Greens have a vision for Perth to become a city within 
a protected network of urban bushlands, wetlands and parks that everyone can access and enjoy, but members may 
not be aware that this week at the State Library of Western Australia we launched our urban forest strategy. It was 
a packed room and the strategy has elicited great support. I am hoping that it continues to build and grow and that 
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whichever party takes the reins in the future will implement this beautiful integrated package of initiatives, because 
greening our city will keep it cooler, provide health and economic benefits, create a more liveable city and honour 
our place as one of the world’s biodiversity hotspots. We can do it. We have the policies and the experience 
elsewhere overseas that demonstrate how to do it. All we need is the political will and policy environment to deliver 
it here. Instead of lamenting the decline of our biodiversity, it would enhance it. 

In recent years as Perth’s population has expanded, our city has experienced rapid and uncoordinated growth that 
has resulted in the dramatic loss of most of our remaining precious natural habitats. We want to see that trend 
reversed. Our goal is that every Perth resident will live a five-minute walk from a corridor of native bushland 
and a 10-minute bike ride from protected parkland of regional significance. Again, it is disappointing to see that 
funding has not been allocated in the budget towards adequately ensuring that Western Australians protect and 
promote urban bushland. 
We discussed the area of transport thoroughly when we debated a motion on it, so I want only to highlight 
particular items in the budget. It is clear that the government has a chequered record on protecting the 
environment. There is no greater example of the government’s shambolic approach to environmental protection 
than that which surrounds the government’s flagship infrastructure spend—the Perth Freight Link. The 
government continues to throw money at this project and refuses reasonable requests to make public its 
decision-making process for how funding has been committed to. This is unbelievable given the financial 
position in which the government finds itself. Now more than ever it should provide evidence to demonstrate 
why this infrastructure spend should go ahead over other developments such as the Fremantle port outer harbour. 
Again, the Perth Freight Link is a short-term solution. Fremantle port is expected to reach capacity in 10 years. 
What then? The recent addition of a tunnel into the project adds to the madness of the situation. The government 
is throwing yet more money into this ill-planned road while ignoring the two legal challenges before the 
Supreme Court of Western Australia against Roe 8. That tunnel will emerge into that pinch point across the river 
to North Fremantle and it will cause all kinds of congestion in the heart of Fremantle. In his budget speech the 
Treasurer outlined some of the expected employment benefits of the construction of this road to nowhere. In the 
short term, the figures sound impressive. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: You’re looking at me. Do you want an unruly interjection? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I was just hoping that you were awake, honourable member. How’s it going, Simon? 
Hon Simon O’Brien: I am going well. Thank you for caring. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: How is it going, honourable member? As another member of the South Metropolitan 
Region, I have no doubt — 
Hon Ken Travers: He opposed Roe 8 originally. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Did he? Do tell. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: No, that is not the case at all. I said that a number of people would find it hard to reconcile 
some six-lane superhighway or something like that. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Everyone will dive into their Hansard search now to see what Hon Simon O’Brien 
said in the early days about Roe 8. 
Hon Ken Travers: This was in a public meeting about Roe 8. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: It was in a public meeting. It is highly controversial and I would not be surprised if in 
the early days or even now, an occasional member who cares about whether they are re-elected is opposed to the 
Perth Freight Link, because they should be opposed to it. 
Hon Ken Travers: It shouldn’t be about being elected; it should be about opposing it because it is a poor 
project. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I think the fact that most Western Australians recognise now, in spite of the lack of 
information — 
Hon Ken Travers: The electorate is smart. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: The electorate is onto it and that is a credit to all those people. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: The electorate is overwhelmingly in favour of it and keeps saying, “Get on with it.” That 
is what the electorate says.  
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I can assure Hon Simon O’Brien that the people who live in North Fremantle are not 
in favour of dumping all that traffic right on their back doorstep without any solution of how it will — 
Several members interjected. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order, members! One person has the call and that is 
Hon Lynn MacLaren. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I was making the point that the pinch point across 
the river at the end of the proposed Perth Freight Link, which will dump all that traffic, trucks and all, into 
North Fremantle without a solution for getting it to the port will cause even greater congestion problems than 
there already are. That is affecting the Fremantle area. The whole city is now aware of the tremendous impact of 
this, because a huge chunk of the budget is being thrown at this project that nobody wants. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: The people of North Fremantle want to leave the City of Fremantle, don’t they? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Is Hon Simon O’Brien aware that the people of North Fremantle want to leave the 
City of Fremantle? 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: In his budget speech, the Treasurer outlined some of the expected employment 
benefits of the construction of this road to nowhere. In the short term the figures sound impressive, but compared 
with the modelling undertaken by the Property Council of Australia in its “Keep WA Growing” report on the 
outer harbour at Cockburn, it seems clear which project would better benefit Western Australians in the long 
term. The Property Council’s report suggests that an outer harbour will initially create direct employment of 
13 757 people with an expectation for this figure to increase to 37 383 jobs. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: And you will be opposing it all the way, won’t you? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: The estimated cost of the outer harbour is $2.3 billion with $740 billion in 
development unlocked and $13.7 billion in economic activity enabled. Although more work needs to be done on 
establishing the outer harbour, all indicators are that it is a development that will benefit more people in the long 
term. At the very least, the government should be able to clearly articulate why it is choosing to fund 
a short-term solution over a potentially stronger long-term solution that is forecast to deliver greater economic 
benefits with fewer environmental and social impacts. I pick up the honourable member’s interjection in saying 
that that is the forecast. We need to invest more time and money in working out exactly what the environmental 
and social impacts of an outer harbour might be, and of course I will support any government in doing that. 
Despite my strong opposition to the government channelling state and commonwealth money into the 
Perth Freight Link, I welcome the allocation of money from the commonwealth GST compensation into the 
Metro Area Express rail project. 
Hon Ken Travers: There is no money for MAX. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: The Greens will continue to advocate for more rail and we are pleased to see the 
government taking some positive steps in this direction. It is the only light rail on the table. It is not my preferred 
project, as Hon Ken Travers knows, and we have a very well developed network that we would prefer. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: Your preferred project this week is? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Has Hon Simon O’Brien not received it? There are several projects that the money 
would be better spent on, but the government has allocated money for MAX light rail, so I am not going to argue 
with Hon Simon O’Brien. I will just say: yes, building light rail anywhere is good, but of course I would like to 
see that knowledge arc, connecting Curtin University, which is in my electorate, and Murdoch University with 
the University of Western Australia. That would be awesome. I would love to see that light rail between Freo 
and Cockburn. That is another awesome link that I would like to see. The City of Stirling has a plan for a great 
network of light rail that I would like to see implemented. 
Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: In this case, I am responding to the state budget, and the state budget has not 
allocated any funds for any of those projects, but it has allocated funds to the MAX rail. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: It is important that the positive comments I make are heard as easily as those that are 
more critical. 
It is positive that the government continues to fund the Western Australian bicycle network for the next 10 years, 
but no new funding and a spend of just $10 million a year means that there is no way the plan will be completed 
by 2031 as forecast. Indeed, calculations are that $25 million a year is needed, so we would need to allocate an 
extra $15 million each year in order to complete that by 2031. The network is still only 48 per cent complete. 
However, I acknowledge that it is good to see the funding there. A further, $172 million has been awarded to 
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local governments for roads. There seems to be no indication that local governments will need to commit 
a portion of this to bike paths. One way we can get more bike paths in more areas is if local government has 
some money to build those bike paths. I know Hon Simon O’Brien would like local governments to build light 
rail, but it would be more realistic for them to build some bike paths. I am sure that if local governments are left 
to their own devices, and it is the only way we can get light rail in this state, they will eventually rise to the 
occasion with the support of the federal government. The Road Safety Commission will spend $145 million from 
the road trauma trust account. As four per cent of fatalities are cyclists, I argue that four per cent of this money 
should be spent on making roads safer for bikes. It makes economic, social and environmental sense to 
encourage greater numbers of people to cycle. 

As members are aware, the Greens have a long history of support for animal welfare reform and have 
consistently advocated for strong legal protections for our companion animals, native wildlife and animals used 
in production. I am pleased to see that the government has honoured its commitment to funding the 
implementation of the 19 recommendations of the “Animal Welfare Review” report. This funding, if directed 
appropriately, would serve to improve animal welfare in Western Australia. In practice this will mean a funding 
commitment for some positive initiatives, including a new strategic plan and overarching policy framework for 
animal welfare; the establishment of a ministerial advisory council comprising stakeholders and animal welfare 
experts with an independent chair; the appointment of an additional five animal inspectors, along with a number 
of other governance and compliance initiatives; and a review of the act should be undertaken. It is imperative 
that any new plan is informed by extensive consultation and that the new inspectors have expertise across all 
categories of animals, including livestock, companion animals and native wildlife. Inspectorates must also 
extend to regional and remote areas. 

Mr Acting President, you may have noted that today the Select Committee into the Operations of the Royal 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Western Australia (Inc) tabled its report, and one of the 
recommendations from the minority report is that we have more inspectors in regional and remote areas. The 
committee made a series of other recommendations that over the coming weeks we will be able to debate. One of 
the most important things to recognise is that over time the agency that has carriage of the Animal Welfare Act 
2002 has been inadequately resourced to complete the task that it has. We hope that the next budget will see 
a more significant allocation to the implementation of the Animal Welfare Act and to whichever agency is 
charged with implementing it. One of the problems is the enforcement of the act. I am critical of the current 
agency, the Department of Agriculture and Food Western Australia, its prosecution rate and its ability to 
adequately enforce and monitor animal welfare across the state.  

Furthermore, it is essential that the important role of the Cat Haven, which has a long history of providing animal 
welfare programs and information about responsible cat ownership, is recognised. The Cat Haven needs 
government assistance to help it execute this crucial community service without having to divert significant 
efforts into fundraising. That would serve for many of the voluntary and non-government organisations that fill 
the gap in animal welfare in this state. The Cat Haven is just an example of the many voluntary animal rescuers, 
including the Shenton Park Dogs’ Rescue Home. Quite a few organisations have filled the gap to try to help 
people who are having trouble taking care of their animals. They really deserve support for their efforts at 
a government level. They are not in the budget this time, and not having enough funding for those organisations 
is a reason to criticise the budget because they play an important role in Western Australia. 

Given the concerns around conflicts of interest that arise through the various roles that government bodies 
undertake, we will continue to advocate for the independence of those who provide oversight of animal welfare 
practices and uses. I was disappointed that, yet again, there was no allocation of funding for a live exports 
transition strategy. Such a strategy would enable Western Australian meat processing industries to be established 
to enhance economic opportunities locally through boosting the number of meat processing jobs and at the same 
time eliminating the cruel practices inherent in long-distance live exports to overseas destinations. The live 
exports transition strategy is something we will advocate for long into the future—or, hopefully, we will have to 
advocate for it only once and when it is in place, we can transition to a new way for Western Australian farmers 
to operate. Despite the government’s lack of action in this area, I am somewhat heartened to see that some 
funding is allocated for the installation of a CCTV network at the Muchea livestock centre. There is something 
good for animals and farmers! I hope that this network will be used to monitor animal handling and ensure that 
appropriate animal welfare standards are adhered to. 

I was also pleased to note that the government has stopped providing a funding-subsidised interest rate scheme 
for live cattle exports to Indonesia. It is time we saw the back of that. In such a tight fiscal environment, it is 
galling that the government has directed $1.2 million to upgrade the plant and equipment at the Mandurah 
greyhound racetrack. That comes on top of the nearly $15 million given to the Cannington complex in previous 
years. Although a handful—I would say it is something like eight—of countries still permit greyhound racing, 
the government’s continual commitment of taxpayer dollars to prop up a cruel industry with a poor overall 
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record of animal welfare is outrageous. The government is missing the opportunity to phase out this “sport” that 
has been plagued by scandals across the nation. Assistance in rehoming and adopting greyhounds would be one 
area in which the government could make a positive impact, but that opportunity has been ignored in this budget. 
That is something that I will take up with the Minister for Racing and Gaming. 

This is a pre-election budget designed to go under the radar. In my concluding remarks, I want to say that the 
budget tells of a government that lacks the courage to tackle the complex challenges that Western Australians 
face now and will face into the future. We live in a time when we face an unprecedented crisis posed by climate 
change, and our families and communities are experiencing the effects of increasing social and economic 
pressures. There is no time to delay and business as usual is no longer an option. I, along with the Greens, have 
a positive vision for the future of this state. Our approach recognises that any plan for our state going forward 
must be underpinned by the four core pillars that are the foundations—not unsurprisingly—of the Greens policy. 
They are: ecological sustainability, participatory democracy, social justice, and peace and nonviolence. 

In making those remarks, I conclude my comments about the budget. Hon Robin Chapple will take an 
opportunity at some later date to comment on those areas of the budget that I have not been able to reflect on 
today. I hope that other members, in reflecting upon the budget, can take on board some of the things that I have 
raised and some of the issues that have been overlooked and perhaps consider adding them to any future budget. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Just before we move on, does the member still wish to table 
that paper? 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Yes. I seek leave to table that document. 
Leave granted. [See paper 4138.] 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Samantha Rowe. 
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