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FEDERAL BUDGET 2016–17 
Motion 

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [10.19 am] — without notice: I move — 
That this house notes the adverse effects imposed on Western Australia by the federal Liberal–National 
government’s 2016–17 budget. 

This morning I want to start on a positive note by explaining to the house what I love about the 2016–17 federal 
budget. It will not take long, Hon Darren West! I am a positive and optimistic person, so I will start on a positive 
note. What I love about this federal budget is that we do not need to have a background in economics, finance or 
banking. We also certainly do not need to have a background in accounting—not that I have anything against 
accountants; I am married to an accountant, and he is very good at his job. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: He is a very patient man! However, I just do not have the same passion for debits 
and credits as he has, and he understands that. 
What I love about the federal budget is that we do not need to be an expert in any of those fields to know that 
this is a bad budget. This is the first budget from Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull, and this is the first budget 
from the new Treasurer, Scott Morrison. 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: “ScoMo”! 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Yes, “ScoMo”. At best, the federal budget is a disappointment for 
Western Australia; at worst, it is alarming for people, particularly in Western Australia, who are already 
struggling and doing it tough. 
The federal budget delivers no new infrastructure projects for Western Australia. There is no plan for how the 
federal government intends to provide for the infrastructure needs of Western Australia. All we see in the federal 
budget is cuts to essential services in health and education. These are vital services for the people of 
Western Australia that we need to protect. 
The 2016–17 federal budget continues the uncaring and unfair theme that we saw in the 2015–16 federal budget 
from Tony Abbott. That budget outraged—quite rightly—many Australians. The person who holds the office of 
Prime Minister may have changed, but it appears that nothing else has changed. As federal opposition leader 
Bill Shorten remarked in his budget reply speech — 

This budget was meant to be Malcolm Turnbull’s justification for rolling Tony Abbott. Australians are 
left to wonder why he bothered. 

The federal budget contains cuts to schools and education of around $80 billion. It contains cuts to Medicare, to 
aged care, and to pensioner payments. That will damage working and middle-class families who are trying to get 
through the stressful economic times that Australia is facing. We have to say that in addition to not assisting 
these families, the federal budget is economically irresponsible. Under this federal Liberal government, in just 
three years, the budget deficit has tripled. However, what do we have to show for that? We have funding cuts in 
education and health. At the same time, we have real benefits for high-income earners and businesses through 
tax cuts. I am not sure that we are in an economic time that justifies those tax cuts. There is nothing in the federal 
budget for working and middle-class families. 
This is not a fair budget. It is what I call a very unfair and uncaring budget. What irritates me most is that there 
appears to be nothing in this budget for ordinary people. I will give one example. The impact of these tax cuts 
means that a working mum on around $65 000 a year, with two kids in high school, will be over $4 700 a year 
worse off. We can compare that with a person on a salary of $1 million a year, who will be almost 
$17 000 a year better off. Under this 2016–17 federal budget, around three-quarters of Australian taxpayers will 
receive zero relief through tax cuts. Clearly, this is not a fair budget. Over the coming 12 months, many 
Australians and many Western Australians will find it difficult to manage their household budget, given what 
this federal Liberal government has done to provide tax cuts for high-income earners. 
I would like to make some comments about education. The federal government has ignored the needs of 
education in Australia and in this state. Federal Labor has a very clear plan for education. We understand the 
importance of good public education. We understand the importance of investing in education for every child, 
not just those whose families live in the right postcode area and can afford it. That is why federal Labor has 
agreed to fund the Gonski education reforms. That is a massive increase in funding for schools, not just in 
Western Australia, but across the nation. The implementation of the Gonski system will distribute education 
funding fairly—to the students who most require it. The Gonski funding will ensure that we have a modern and 
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effective education system throughout the nation. It will mean that children will learn skills in coding, 
technology and science. These are the skills of the future, for the jobs of the future, and that is where we need to 
invest our education funding. The Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, has talked about innovation and the ideas 
boom. However, if they are just buzz words and his government is not investing money in education to make 
sure kids are learning those skills, what is the point of saying those empty words? There is no point. The 
Gonski reforms do not come cheap. They are very expensive. There will be an investment of some $37.3 billion 
over 10 years to implement the Gonski reforms. From Labor’s perspective, that is an investment that we believe 
should be made. We do not see it as a cost. It is important that we make this investment in education for every 
child in this country. 
I would also like to make some comments about the continual attacks on Medicare by every federal 
Liberal government that has been in power. The Labor Party brought in Medicare, and we are proud of that fact. 
Medicare is an important tool for many Australians, yet every time a federal Liberal government is in office, it 
tries to either privatise Medicare or bring it down. Labor is the only party that can be trusted to look after 
Medicare. We created Medicare and we want to make sure that it is never brought down. Bill Shorten has said 
that if he gets into government on 2 July, within the first 100 days of government he will legislate to protect 
Medicare. That is welcome news for many people in Western Australia, who quite frankly are already juggling 
a lot of other increases in costs. That is no thanks to the state Liberal government, which has put up utility costs. 
Many people in Western Australia are trying to manage their household budget, which is already stretched and at 
capacity, and if they are slugged extra every time they visit their GP for a simple blood test, or whatever, it just 
will not be affordable. Labor is the only party that we can trust to look after health and the safety net that is 
Medicare, and we are very proud of that. 
I will now make a few comments on jobs and infrastructure. As we are all aware, employment in 
Western Australia has become a serious issue for many individuals and families. I am sure many of us see this 
every day in our electorate offices. One constituent came in the other day in tears because she had been made 
redundant. She is in her early to mid-sixties. She does not know how to use a computer and she is not sure what 
she will be able to do now; she does not have many options left and she is facing a very competitive labour 
market. Investing in local infrastructure in the state is clearly going to create local jobs. As a state and as a nation 
we need to take this very seriously, particularly in WA, where after the downturn in the mining sector we are 
seeing a lot of people looking for work so they can continue to pay the mortgage, keep the household running 
and their children at school. The Barnett government has made TAFE very unaffordable for many people in this 
state, just to get the basic qualification and skills required to re-enter the labour market. A Shorten Labor 
government is committed to investing in infrastructure in WA, particularly in WA Labor’s Metronet rail plan. 
I welcome that, because it is a comprehensive transport plan that will set up WA well into the future in its 
transport needs. It is also about creating full employment for local people in WA, which is another thing that is 
very important to our party and our state. 
I will touch briefly on climate change and the opportunities that the federal Liberal government has missed to 
create jobs in renewable energy and climate change. The Labor Party is determined to take meaningful action on 
this issue. Climate change is real, and we believe the science. At one point, Mr Turnbull also believed in the fact 
of climate change. He also believed in pricing carbon, but all that has changed now. We have learnt from the 
new Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, that he is not prepared to stand up for the climate or for what matters. 
What is him important to him is that he is able to keep the top job. Malcolm’s ambition will always win, because 
Malcolm stands for Malcolm. The Labor Party takes climate change very seriously. 
Hon Donna Faragher: He is the Prime Minister! 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: He is the Prime Minister. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: We are about to see that. He is the Prime Minister for now! The Prime Minister and 
his Liberal government are doing us a disservice by shirking its climate change responsibilities. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I know several members are trying to be very helpful, but I do not think 
Hon Samantha Rowe needs your help. She is on her feet, making her own comments. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is flattering that members opposite want to contribute, but I say to them: sit back, 
relax and enjoy the contribution; there is something in here for everyone. I will touch on all of their portfolios, if 
I am given the chance and I have the time. All ministers opposite will get a chance! They should just enjoy it; it 
is going to be fun. 

 [2] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 May 2016] 

 p3276b-3288a 
Hon Samantha Rowe; Hon Michael Mischin; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson; 

Hon Darren West; Hon Nick Goiran; President 

I was talking about climate change. It is estimated that by 2030 there will be $2.5 trillion of investment in 
renewables in the Asia–Pacific region. That is a huge investment opportunity and Labor wants Australian 
workers to benefit from that investment. Labor wants Australia to be at the forefront of this market. Instead, we 
have a conservative government that is turning its back on this economic opportunity. That is incredibly 
disappointing and short-sighted, because in two short years the global economy added two million jobs in the 
renewable energy sector, yet Australia lost 2 600 jobs in this industry. I would like to see Australian scientists at 
the forefront, making leaps and bounds in this area, because it is the future for jobs. It is a future we could be 
proud of. Why would not we want to be leaders in this very important area of renewable energy? 
With the time remaining, I would also like to touch on an area that I am very fond, which is arts and culture. The 
film and television industry in Australia has a really important role to play. Many of us would want to make sure 
that children and the next generations grow up being able to watch Australian content and Australian culture, 
whether it be on big screen or television, as a miniseries or whatever format it might be. We do not want to get to 
a point that we are able to watch only American TV because the industry has died from governments not seeing 
the benefit in investing in this area. The federal budget that was handed down in May will result in a number of 
job losses in this area. It is not just actors and performers who will lose out. It is a strong industry in WA, but it 
has a really hard time trying to keep producers, directors and screenwriters in WA, and in Australia, working 
because there is no money. The government does not seem to see the value in making sure that we have 
a thriving arts and culture industry in the country. Job losses are set to occur at the National Gallery of Australia, 
the National Library of Australia and also the National Film and Sound Archive. I have some comments from 
different professors from different universities. After seeing the budget handed down, Jason Potts, a professor of 
economics at RMIT University—a great university, and one that I studied at many years ago—noted — 

The main thing that happened with the arts in the 2016 budget is that nothing happened with the arts in 
the 2016 budget. The arts and culture are obviously not to be part of this coming election campaign. 

That is hugely disappointing. Joanna Mendelssohn, an associate professor of art and design at the University of 
New South Wales noted — 

We had such hopes for Malcolm: A Prime Minister who revelled in an excellent art collection, … here 
was someone who could address Q&A in his snappy leather jacket. As a graduate of Sydney Grammar 
and then the University of Sydney, he surely knew that an excellent education is a pathway to success, 
and to the country’s future prosperity. 
Well this budget shows how wrong we were. 

She is correct. Many people across Western Australia and Australia are very disappointed in this new 
Prime Minister. They expected more. 
I would like to also comment in the remaining 50 seconds I have how disappointed I am that there was no 
funding for legal aid community centres. They are hugely underfunded, and have had to turn a way some 
160 000 people, and that is mainly because they do not have enough funding. That is a crying shame, because 
many of the people who need to access those services are some of the most vulnerable in our country and some 
of the most vulnerable in our country and in our state. Yet, for whatever reason, the federal Liberal government 
does not seem to care. That is very disturbing and very upsetting. The federal budget has been an absolute 
shambles.  

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [10.40 am]: I take this to be yet 
another of the Labor Party’s do as we say, but not as we do–type submissions as to how the world ought to work, 
by which Labor cannot actually do things itself. It must be remembered that the current commonwealth coalition 
government is struggling through a very difficult set of circumstances, all of them created by the last Rudd–
Gillard–Rudd fiasco that dragged on for almost six years. The federal coalition government has inherited that 
and I have a significant amount of sympathy for the fact that the commonwealth government is struggling, as is 
the state government, with depleted revenues, but also with a far greater debt because money was spent on pet 
causes that created nothing over six years of the Rudd–Gillard–Rudd government. While we are talking about 
visions for the future, it must be remembered that in the opening days of the original Rudd government—
Rudd 1—we had a big summit across the whole country, with people coming from everywhere and Kevin Rudd 
sitting there cross-legged making notes for the future about how he was going to set a direction for Australia. 
Whatever came of that? Absolutely nothing—hot air, as usual. 
Dealing with the commonwealth budget, there were no real surprises for Western Australia, and it is pleasing to 
see that it did contain some funding for a number of commitments that the commonwealth has made to 
Western Australia. There is $490 million in recognition of WA’s low GST share, which has been provided as the 
commonwealth contribution to the Forrestfield–Airport Link; $261 million for the Perth Freight Link tunnel; and 
an additional $701 million in public hospital funding over the period 2016–17 to 2019–20, relative to the 
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commonwealth’s Mid-Year Economic and Fiscal Outlook. Perhaps Hon Samantha Rowe has not quite got to 
those bits in the commonwealth budget yet, but no doubt she will when she stops navel-gazing and listening to 
the propaganda spouted by ALP head office. There will be $114 million in funding from 2015–16 to 2016–17 to 
the extension and expansion of the National Disability Insurance Scheme trial sites. That was one of the last 
commonwealth Labor government’s ideas, and it did not bother to properly explore how much it would cost the 
taxpayer. It has now been implemented and Western Australia is doing its bit in order to make it work. But what 
we will not do is follow the line that was advocated by the last Labor commonwealth government, which was to 
set up a vast bureaucracy on top of what already exists. We are demonstrating that we can do it far more cost 
effectively and far better than what the last Labor government had in mind. 
I will just say something about the subject of community legal funding. The Australian government has allocated 
$1 billion over four years for the National Partnership Agreement on Legal Assistance Services for 2015 to 
2020. The Western Australian allocation is $29 million in this financial year, which represents an increase of 
$8.5 million compared with the 2015–16 financial year, so it is not true to say that there have been vast cutbacks. 
We have obtained that benefit at the expense of some of the other states and territories, much to their chagrin. 
Given that under the previous Rudd–Gillard–Rudd regime we were receiving less per capita for legal assistance 
in Western Australia than the ACT, notwithstanding the geographical span of Western Australia and our large 
Aboriginal population, which has legal needs exceeding jurisdictions like the ACT, I think it is a credit to the 
current government that we have got a larger share of that investment. I admit that the cutbacks in funding to the 
Aboriginal Legal Service are to be deplored, but that is nothing new either. Over the period of the Rudd–Gillard–
Rudd government there was a progressive reduction in funding to the Aboriginal Legal Service, which always 
has been solely a commonwealth responsibility, and that has put an additional burden onto our legal aid system, 
notwithstanding the increased investment by the state government in our legal aid services. It might be a case of 
Hon Samantha Rowe looking in the mirror from time to time when she is making these comments about 
commonwealth cutbacks for legal assistance, because it is her side of politics that started the decline at the 
commonwealth level when the Rudd government first came into office. 
The state government also welcomes the tax cuts and other tax incentives in the commonwealth budget for small 
businesses with a turnover under $10 million. The personal income tax cuts for those people earning above 
$80 000 will allow a greater amount of disposable income to be spent on other investments in keeping the 
economy going, rather than supporting pet causes. 
The $1.2 billion in additional national spending on education is at face value encouraging. I will leave it to the 
Leader of the House, the Minister for Education, to say more about that. However, compared with the 
commonwealth’s December 2015 estimates, Students First funding for WA is lowered by $25 million over the 
five years from 2015–16, once other changes such as WA’s revised enrolments are taken into account. The key 
will be the understanding of the specifics regarding its allocation of the $1.2 billion in additional Students First 
funding across the states and territories, along with the new conditions the commonwealth has proposed to this 
additional spending and its treatment for the purposes of the GST distribution. The state government remains 
committed to ensuring that students will benefit from a fair, equitable and sustainable model of funding that 
provides maximum flexibility to schools, and I am sure that the Leader of the House will expand further on the 
state’s record of that. It must be remembered that the primary responsibility for public education resides in the 
states, not the commonwealth. Far too often we have seen the commonwealth setting unreasonable strictures, 
rather than providing money that allows the states do what they do best and what this state has done best of all. 

The commonwealth budget confirms that WA will receive 30.3 per cent of its population share of GST in 2016–17. 
For all the talk about how debt is unmanageable in this state, the fact is that we have had a significant reduction 
in our GST share. The GST was originally set up to provide a stable, predictable and sustainable level of funding 
for the states. That has not been the case, and it has precipitously dropped. The share of 30.3 per cent is 
deplorable. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: It suggests that Western Australia will receive about $2 billion of the $61 billion 
in national GST collections in 2016–17, which is less than any other state or indeed the Northern Territory. The 
recommended GST shares are based on calculations, amongst other crystal ball gazing, that are rather obscure, 
based on iron ore price levels that are long gone, as they use data that is on average three years out of date. This 
time the lag has created the extraordinary budgeting difficulties for the state government that it is trying to 
address with an equally prudent budget. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Although the commonwealth has provided WA with a $490 million grant towards 
the Forrestfield–Airport Link in recognition of WA’s low GST share, the need for such assistance highlights the 
failures of the current GST distribution system, and the state government will continue to advocate for change. It 
must be remembered that the current commonwealth government has been in office since 2013. For the previous 
six years we were dealing with a Labor government at the commonwealth level that had no sympathy for 
addressing the GST disparity and assistance, and indeed we received no support from any of the Labor senators. 
It may be argued that our coalition federal representatives may not have achieved as much as we would hope, 
and we would hope that they continue to advocate for us, but none of the ALP members seem to say anything 
about it all. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! The same rules apply to everybody here. Hon Samantha Rowe made her 
comments in relative silence. Let us apply that same courtesy to every member. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The ALP federal representatives over the period of the Rudd–Gillard–Rudd 
government made no noises about trying to address Western Australia’s concerns about its share of the GST and 
made no effort to try to fix it. They simply toed their line, which is essentially a centralist philosophy in any 
event that would provide all control to the commonwealth. Indeed, we saw the way in which that government 
addressed issues of need—by simply financing excessive and bloated bureaucracies rather than trying to fix the 
system at all. 
The commonwealth government also recently announced Henderson as one of two naval shipbuilding precincts 
in Australia. In line with this, it further announced that WA will share the construction of the offshore patrol 
vessels with South Australia and that the Pacific patrol boats are to be constructed in WA. More specifically, on 
18 April the commonwealth announced that WA was one of two locations to implement its commitment to 
a continuous build of naval surface vessels in Australia. From 2020, Western Australia will take over the 
construction of the offshore patrol vessels from South Australia in a contract worth more than $3 billion and 
which will create more than 400 direct jobs. Austal has been selected as the preferred tenderer to construct and 
maintain up to 21 replacement steel hull Pacific patrol boats at its premises at the Australian Marine Complex. 
That contract is valued at $500 million and is expected to create about 130 jobs. On 29 April the commonwealth 
signed a $2 billion long-term contract for sustainment of Anzac-class frigates centred at the Australian Marine 
Complex. The majority of the sustainment work will be done at the AMC starting in 2017, cementing Henderson 
as one of Australia’s naval shipbuilding sustainment centres. This will provide certainty for the partners in that 
particular sustainment project to continue to invest in capital, skills and capabilities in Western Australia. It will 
also provide increased opportunities for the local supply train and potentially create or at least maintain hundreds 
of jobs. Of course, we are hoping for a role to play in the SEA1000 submarine contract, which is still to be 
determined. 
I turn to some other features of the federal budget that are specific to my portfolio. The national coronial 
information system has been funded to continue. An amount of $10.5 million has been committed over four 
years from 2016–17 to reduce the occurrence of foetal alcohol spectrum disorders, focusing on the prevention of 
FASD in high-risk remote and rural communities, which is also to be commended. In respect of domestic and 
family violence, some new initiatives have been proposed. The Australian government will provide an additional 
$60 million over three years to the $101 million already announced as part of the women’s safety package. That 
has to be to the benefit of Western Australia as well. On that subject, CrimTrac, the national information sharing 
service, will benefit from another investment of $9.9 million for the development of a domestic violence order 
sharing system to be known as the national order reference system. That will strengthen the identification and 
development of domestic violence orders across state and territory borders for police and partner agencies and 
the courts. Funding for that measure has been provided in the women’s safety package. Under enhanced 
protective security arrangements for law enforcement agencies, $153.6 million will be provided over three years, 
including $65.2 million in capital funding, to enhance security arrangements for the Australian Federal Police 
and Australian Crime Commission. This will include protective security officers, upgraded physical and 
personnel security for both the AFP and ACC, and a scoping study for enhanced protective technical capabilities. 
This builds on the national security enhanced protective security arrangements program. Of course, 
Western Australia will receive some benefit from that. 
I have enormous sympathy for the commonwealth’s position. I regret that there is not greater investment in areas 
that the state would like to see investment in, but having said that, I understand entirely what the commonwealth 
government is struggling with—that is, the legacy of mismanagement of the Rudd–Gillard–Rudd years when the 
solution to the world’s problems was to look at a “sharing and caring” budget, never thinking for a moment 
where the money was going to come from. We hear platitudes from the federal opposition leader, or should I just 
call him “Shorten” in deference to the sort of respect that we hear from the other side? 
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Hon Ken Travers: You can call him Bill. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Bill or Shorten or whoever it is says things like, “If you invest a certain amount of 
money in education, tomorrow jobs will be created.” Of course, these sorts of platitudes are nonsense and show 
a failure to understand that governments do not get results overnight and a failure to appreciate the sort of 
investments that need to be made for the future. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I would just like to remind members of something. I know that tit for tat does not 
necessarily resolve anything, but we should refer to members of this Parliament and other Parliaments in duly 
deferential terms. If they hold the role of Prime Minister or minister or leader of this or that, that is the way in 
which they should be referred to. 
HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [10.55 am]: I thought that the motion moved by 
Hon Samantha Rowe would have given government members the opportunity to stand up and support their 
Treasurer, who has already pointed out what a disaster is the budget of the first Abbott–Abbott-nee-Turnbull 
government. Let us face it, there has been a change of leader, but the policies and underlying philosophy of the 
budget have not changed. It is an Abbott–Abbott-or-formerly-known-as-Turnbull government—however 
members want to describe it. In Western Australia we have a Leader of the Opposition, Mark McGowan, who 
has a plan for jobs because he understands that in Western Australia the number one issue is jobs and job 
creation. That is the thing that is hurting people the most. Mr Abbott mark 2, formerly known as Mr Turnbull, 
does not have a plan for jobs; he has a plan for cuts. He has a slogan for jobs, but he has a plan for cuts and 
a plan for a society that lacks fairness. That is what this budget is all about. At a time when Western Australians 
were looking for a government that would show them some vision, like Mark McGowan has done in outlining 
a plan for jobs for Western Australia and a return to prosperity for Western Australians, we have seen cuts. This 
is a time when people in Western Australia have lost the big incomes that they had during the boom years, just 
the same as the government has lost the dollars from the boom years. Most of them, unlike this government, 
planned for today, but what they did not plan for was a government that exudes unfairness in everything that it 
does. One would have thought that the Liberal Party would have learnt from the 2014 budget that Australians 
want fairness. They do not want a system that gives those of us who are wealthy a big tax cut, whereas those 
who earn under $80 000 a year are worse off. This budget is a winner for me. I earn over $80 000 a year. I am 
going to get a $315-a-year tax cut. But I did not come into politics to look after myself. Unlike many of those 
who sit within the Liberal Party, where it is all about the individual, I came in here because I want to make 
a better and fairer society for all Australians. I am one of the lucky ones who earn over $80 000 because I do not 
get the cuts. Not everyone who earns over $80 000 will be better off. I refer to those who were getting the 
schoolkids bonus. People like my grandchildren have lost that $860. The $1 806 is gone from the family tax 
benefit parts A and B end-of-year supplements. Many people in this society are worried about their jobs. This 
federal government has not given them a plan for jobs in this budget and has not shown any fairness, but if you 
earn over $1 million, off you go to the bank with the proceeds. Maybe it will trickle down one day. 
The Minister for Commerce was talking about the processes and benefits for Western Australia. It was, 
“We hope that we will get something out of the submarine contract.” We failed to get anything meaningful in 
terms of construction in Western Australia and jobs for Western Australia. In fairness to the Abbott–
Abbott-formerly-known-as-Turnbull government, one of the reasons we missed out was that the WA state 
government has not put a case forward; it has not involved itself, like the South Australian government did, in 
getting out and selling the expertise of our state to the commonwealth. 
I want to talk about the goods and services tax. There was nothing unpredictable about the amount that 
Western Australia would get. The amount we get is a disgrace, but there was nothing unpredictable about it, as 
the government speaker just said in this house a minute ago. Everybody knew what was going to happen from 
that day in 1999 when the deal was signed. The cabinet minutes that went to the Liberal government at the 
time—when Colin Barnett was the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party—warned it about long-term dangers. At 
that point in 1999, for those who can remember it—some of us are old enough to; some of us were probably still 
in high school—New South Wales said that the federal government should distribute the GST money on 
a per capita basis. The Liberal Party of WA said no. We would not have this problem today if in 1999 it had 
joined with the New South Wales Labor Party and demanded that the GST money be distributed on a per capita 
basis. Nonetheless, we now have ourselves a problem that needs to be fixed. That is not a debate for today, but 
hopefully at some point I will be able to outline how I think we can fix those problems, because it is about the 
horizontal fiscal equalisation formula and the fact that it fails the state of Western Australia. 
I want to talk about infrastructure funding for Western Australia. The fact is that there is no money for new 
infrastructure in the northern suburbs, yet we know from recently released data about the Perth Freight Link that 
Curtin Avenue and West Coast Highway will see a doubling of traffic. At the moment about 15 000 vehicles use 
Curtin Avenue each day, but as a result of the Perth Freight Link, 44 000 vehicles will head up that highway. 
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Where is the money to fix the problems in the western suburbs of Perth that will come about as a result of the 
government’s deliberate decision to create a flawed project such as the Perth Freight Link? That is the only thing 
the government can point to in extra infrastructure money. This government is assisting the federal government 
to be dishonest and devious in the way in which it is funded. 
I was at an RAC breakfast function in Western Australia with Darren Chester, the new federal Minister for 
Infrastructure and Transport, at which he was able to tell us all about what was happening with the 
Melbourne MetroRail project and the Cross River Rail tunnel in Brisbane, and how he expected to fund them. 
Then he threw in the line, “In WA, I think you have a few ideas.” A few ideas! That was his understanding. That 
is how well this government sold its message to the federal government. No wonder we got nothing. We did not 
get any money. This government is trying to do a double count. On the one hand when we say it has no money 
for public transport, we are told that it has $490 million for the Forrestfield–Airport Link project—I might add 
that that is $10 million less than what the last federal Labor government offered for public transport in Perth—
but in the next breath, the government says that the $490 million was to compensate WA for its GST payment. 
Which one is it? Is the $490 million to compensate us for our GST payment or to restore money that was taken 
out of it? The bottom line is that WA has been dudded. We did not get the full amount that Labor had in for 
public transport. If that is what we got, then we did not get any top-up for the GST. Members opposite and their 
federal Liberal colleagues have been trying to deceive the people of WA by hiding the fact that the state 
government has not fixed the problems of the GST. Mike Nahan was absolutely right; if ever we were going to 
get a deal out of the federal government, it would be when Western Australia has four federal cabinet ministers. 
They failed and the federal government budget is proof beyond reasonable doubt that they failed. Moreover, the 
government’s plans for privatisation failed as a result of the federal government budget. 
Surely one of the reasons that it wants to sell off assets in WA is because of the asset recycling fund. It certainly 
claimed that in its submissions about the sale of Port Hedland port, Utah Point. When the state sells an asset such 
as Utah Point, the state government loses not only the dividends, but also the tax equivalent payments. Let us 
face it: under an Abbott–Abbott-formerly-known-as-Turnbull government, big business probably will not pay 
tax anyway. But if it does pay tax, it would go to the commonwealth government. The commonwealth 
government said that if WA sells off its assets, it would give it a one-off payment as part of the asset recycling 
fund, which is a short-term measure, a continuation of the sugar hit–fix approach to the economics of this 
government. But now that offer has gone. The federal government has even sold out the government’s 
privatisation agenda. It did not support its buddies in the Western Australian Liberal Party, which is now 
desperately trying to flog off Western Australian assets in a fire sale. The federal government said that if the 
state government sold the one thing that it could use, it would get money through the asset recycling fund. 
However, it is not in the budget. The federal government has dudded Western Australian people looking for jobs, 
with cuts to a range of areas in job creation. It has dudded Western Australian school kids because of cuts to 
education, it has dudded Western Australia in infrastructure funding, it has dudded Western Australia on GST 
payments and it has dudded the state government’s privatisation agenda. It is a bad budget and it is an unfair 
budget. Unlike Mark McGowan, the federal government does not have a plan for jobs. Only Labor has plan for 
jobs. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [11.05 am]: I will make a few 
comments about the federal budget and national policymaking, in a collective sense, in education, because not 
only is that my portfolio area, but also the Leader of the Opposition at the federal level has been saying that this 
is an education election. I have absolutely no problems whatsoever having a debate about education funding and 
the federal budget at the federal and state level. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I have barely opened my mouth. I expect some respect. 
Fundamentally, the education agenda over the last four years has been generated under so-called Gonski funding. 
Gonski funding is needs-based funding, which is based on the fact that every single child deserves to be funded 
appropriately regardless of whether that child is perceived a mainstream child, an Aboriginal child, a child with 
a disability, a child who has English as a second language or whatever. Each child deserves recognition and, in 
fact, increased funding. David Gonski did a report on that needs-based approach, and it was a very, very good 
report indeed. I totally support it and, in fact, we have implemented a similar process with the student-centred 
funding model here in Western Australia. After that, the then Labor government at the national level decided to 
allocate $15 billion for Gonski funding. It asked all the states to sign up, but a condition was attached, as is 
typical with a lot of federal governments, whatever their persuasion. It was a tied grant. It said it would allocate 
money but the states that signed up had to sign up to changes to the Australian Education Act. The changes to 
the Australian Education Act meant that our public and non-government schools would have been answerable to 
the federal government in their governance arrangements. There is absolutely no way on God’s earth that I as the 
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Minister for Education in Western Australia would have signed up to an agreement that meant that the 
governance of our schools was answerable to the federal government. We fund our public schools to the tune of 
90 per cent. Why on earth would I allow the governance of our public schools to be handed over to, or at least 
shared with, the federal government? No way, Jose; it was not going to happen. We were never going to 
philosophically agree to signing up to Gonski; it had nothing to do with funding, but had to do with the 
governance arrangements. 

However, initially the funding was an issue. The first funding we were provided with was an absolute insult. Of 
the $15 billion allocated to the states, Western Australia got the princely sum of $188 million over six years. Our 
schools could hold a chook raffle each week and make more money. It was an absolute insult. The reason that 
we got $188 million was due to the fact that we fund our schools at a higher rate than do any other states in the 
nation. Western Australia was penalised for funding its schools at a higher rate. What a ludicrous way to run 
a Federation! The states that do well by their education and health systems are penalised. The federal 
government will not give those states any money. To easily resolve that, state governments can make massive 
cuts across the board and get the federal government to top them up. We are not going to do that. We have 
committed to education, which we always have done, so that was an insult to us; $188 million—give me a break! 
In total there was $300 million. There was $188 million from the feds and we provided the other one-third. 
However, the Labor Party saw the light and in June 2013, it upped the amount because we spat the chewy. We 
said there were two issues: we would not allow for the tied component of the agreement and we were insulted by 
the amount provided. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If the Leader of the Opposition does not mind, I am not taking interjections. I am on 
a limited time frame. 

In June 2013, the government upped the amount to $900 million—$600 million from the feds and $300 million 
from us. That was a better offer but let us put it in perspective. We would have got $900 million. New South Wales 
was getting $5 billion, Victoria was getting $4 billion, Queensland was getting $3.8 billion and 
Western Australia missed out. Why? I go back to the previous point I made. Western Australia was being 
penalised because we fund our schools so well. What a stupid way to run the Federation! So I said no. To bring 
that down to the base level, that means that Western Australian students would have received a princely sum of 
$1 601 extra per student. New South Wales students received $2 857 per student. Why on earth was a student in 
New South Wales receiving almost twice as much as a student in Western Australia? I will tell you why, 
Mr President. It is because Western Australia funds its schools better than any other state. Once again, the 
Federation should not be run like that and we are not prepared to accept that. Suffice to say, the unions and the 
Labor Party then said that we had missed out on this funding and that Western Australia was being penalised—
“Give a Gonski” and all that sort of stuff. I did give a Gonski. I agreed with what David Gonski said and that is 
why we have the student-centred funding model, but I was not prepared to prostitute Western Australia in the 
same way as other states with regard to funding. They signed up to that funding model to get the money. They 
were prepared to give away the governance of their schools to the federal government just to get that little pot of 
gold. It was an easy solution for those states that were bleating on about the fact that Gonski is not funded. I say 
this to all the other states: fund your schools the same as we do in Western Australia and the problem is solved. 
Only three jurisdictions refused to sign up to that original Gonski funding model; Western Australia, the 
Northern Territory and Queensland. We can hold our heads high because we said to the federal government that 
we would simply not allow a bag of money to determine whether the federal government would control our 
schools. I stand proud on that. 

Having said that, there was then a change of government. I am glad there was a change of government because 
Bill Shorten spat the chewy. He said that if the Northern Territory, Western Australia and Queensland did not 
sign up, he would not give us the money, so he took it out of the forward estimates. We would have lost that 
$600 million had Labor been re-elected in 2013. How mature is that? I remember vividly a conversation I had 
with Bill Shorten three days before that final signing day. He said to me, “Don’t worry about the 
Australian Education Act.” This is on the public record; I am not saying anything out of school. He said, “What 
we will do is change it by regulation.” I said, “You will do nothing of the kind. If you don’t make amendments to 
the act, we will not sign up.” So we did not sign up and neither did Queensland nor the Northern Territory. We 
went into that election as the only three jurisdictions that had the moral fibre to protect the institution of 
education in our states. As a result, the federal government changed. We were due to get $15 million out to the 
first year. We ended up getting $35 million or something to that effect because there were some changes to 
growth rates et cetera. We got more out of the incoming Liberal–National government than we would have out 
of the Labor government anyway. We were not penalised and we were not worse off. We have now got 
a funding agreement that is actually better off than that which was agreed to by Labor, because Labor was going 
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to take the funding out of the forward estimates. Not only did we get it back in the forward estimates, but also we 
got more than we originally signed up for. As the Minister for Education for all Western Australians, I can say 
that Western Australia is better off as a result of the fact that I held firm against what was nothing more than 
blackmail on the part of Bill Shorten, as the then education minister, and the Labor government. How dare they 
try to hold a gun to our head and say, “You will sign up unless you agree to changes to the Australian Education 
Act and allow us to govern your schools.” Get lost! We fund our schools to the tune of 90 per cent of the 
funding. We know exactly what is right for our schools and we refuse to have the federal government come over 
the top of us. 

As a result of the funding model in this budget, we get $598 million in 2016–17 and the commonwealth 
government has significantly increased funding across each of the years of the forward estimates from 
$598 million this year to $929 million in 2019–20. On the other hand, the Labor Party has said that it will give us 
an extra $3.8 billion, but that is in the out years, and, again, it will be conditionally based. Let us make one thing 
perfectly clear; the Liberal–National government at a national level has actually provided certainty for education 
funding that is not conditionally based. I know where my vote is going on 2 July. 

HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [11.15 am]: I rise to support the motion moved by 
Hon Samantha Rowe — 

That this house notes the adverse effects imposed on Western Australia by the federal Liberal–National 
government’s 2016–17 budget. 

The federal budget has been a fizzer. When we put it together with the Western Australian budget handed down 
by the Western Australian Liberal–National government, we can see that they are both appalling for 
Western Australia. No wonder Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull is struggling in Western Australia. A few days 
ago we saw him hold a press conference in Fremantle for apparently what should have been an incredibly 
important announcement for both the WA and federal party, but he held it without the federal candidate or the 
Western Australian Premier. It was absolutely extraordinary! 

Hon Peter Collier: He was in cabinet. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The government has cancelled cabinet before. I am sure heaven and earth 
could have moved to make that happen if the Prime Minister’s advance party had required the Premier’s 
attendance, but for some reason they did not. I wonder why? It is because he is on the nose. When I go out and 
about and talk to people, they are really concerned about jobs and the economy. They are wise to you guys. They 
are wise to the fact that this government has trashed the books in WA. They understand there is only so much 
money in the pot to be spent on things. They expect a government to prioritise funding appropriately. The 
Attorney General calls them “caring and sharing budgets”, but they are budgets that prioritise people over 
projects and communities over the individual. That is the kind of budget that Labor governments deliver. 
Government members might call that fluffy and caring and sharing, but people appreciate those services and 
those budgets, particularly when times are tough. When people are losing their jobs and finding it difficult, they 
need Medicare, job services and proper education services. 

Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull is simply continuing on with the legacy of the previous Prime Minister, 
Tony Abbott. At a town hall meeting when he was asked a very direct question about how he intends to deal 
with the banks he said, “Well you might recall, I gave them a very stern talking to.” How embarrassing—a very 
stern talking to! Yes, that will fix it; no problem then! That is absolutely ridiculous. People are not connecting 
with him because he is a visitor in that office and a visitor at those forums. He is not connecting because he is 
not delivering the kinds of policies and budgets that people really appreciate and believe will help them in their 
lives. 

We saw in the overall budget, cuts to school funding and continued cuts to Medicare with the ongoing freeze, 
which will mean more out-of-pocket costs for families and people who need to see a doctor. We saw cuts to 
families that will increase the cost of living, cuts to higher education—we are still on track for $100 000 degrees 
under this government—cuts to veterans’ hospitals, the general practitioner tax by stealth and tax breaks for big 
banks and multinationals. We saw nothing that genuinely addressed tax avoidance by multinational companies. 
We saw the federal government picking on the little people instead of dealing with those multinationals that are 
continuously using offshore loopholes to avoid paying their fair share of tax. 

The budget needs to focus on jobs and growth to diversify from the resources industry and recover from this 
slowdown in the economy generally, yet we saw a $1 billion cut in infrastructure—$162 million from 
infrastructure and $800 million from the asset recycling plan—and no infrastructure funding for 
Western Australia. As Hon Ken Travers said, the state government fails to put its case. The state government 
consistently fails to put a reasonable case to the federal government for funding. Although it might have some 
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ideas and plans, it is failing to implement those ideas and plans. Meanwhile, other states are benefiting from 
significant funding of infrastructure from the federal government, but not Western Australia. We have funding 
for the Perth Freight Link, which no-one wants and which will essentially be a road to nowhere, with no plan to 
deal with the final part of that project, Stirling Bridge. The priorities are completely back to front. 

We saw cuts of $2 billion to higher education, with $100 000 back after the election, cuts of $140 million to the 
job commitment bonus and cuts of $204 million to Youth Jobs. The government is cutting programs such as 
Youth Jobs but expects young people to work for free on internships. That is the golden bullet for youth 
unemployment, which is a significant issue across the country and a significant issue in WA. Entrenched 
unemployment can lead to long-term issues. The government’s resolve is to provide for free internships. I cannot 
see that being abused; can anyone else? That was sarcasm, for the purposes of Hansard. We have seen cuts of 
$300 million to the work for the dole program, $20 million in cuts to industry programs and $27 million taken 
out of the low emissions coal initiative. This is from a Prime Minister whose previous leadership stood and fell 
on what I thought at the time was a very principled position on climate change. It seems that he has thrown those 
principles out the window simply to be Prime Minister. The cuts to the community, low income workers and 
middle income families are also significant. It is okay if one is a higher income earner as they will be doing 
a little better, but those in the middle and on the lower end of the scale certainly will not. We have seen 
a $925 million attack on Medicare, with a continued freeze on rebates. GPs are certainly in revolt; they are 
letting the government know about that. Tony Abbott’s $13 billion cuts to family payments are still in the 
budget. We have seen an outrageous attack on paid parental leave, which I will get to in a minute, a $1.2 billion 
cut to aged care, the termination of the child health benefits scheme, cuts of $20.7 million to rural and general 
practice, which will interest my colleagues in the regional areas, and $80 million worth of cuts to the 
Department of Human Services. 

I want to refer to a question that was asked last week by Hon Stephen Dawson to the minister representing the 
Minister for Mental Health, Hon Donna Faragher, about cuts to federal funding to perinatal depression services. 
They are savage. That is really the answer. There will be over $1 million worth of cuts to perinatal depression 
services, affecting the Ishtar Multicultural Women’s Health Centre, Save the Children’s It Takes a Village 
program, Red Cross practical support programs, the Making Sense of Motherhood and Nurture programs for 
Womens Health and Family Services, the perinatal mental health program run by South Coastal Women’s 
Health Services, and the Port Kennedy supported playgroup run by Playgroup WA. Honestly—cuts to Playgroup 
WA! Also affected will be Babe Ease, run by the WA Country Health Service, and the Aboriginal Circle of 
Security program run by St John of God Social Outreach. Perinatal support and perinatal programs are incredibly 
important for families, not just women. They are important for children, they are important for partners and they 
help keep family units together. These cuts are just another example of the appallingly misguided priorities of 
this government. 

I have so much more to say that I am running out of time. I want to make a few comments about the complete 
lack of any additional initiatives or funding for homelessness in Western Australia. In an article in the 
Guardian Express, Shelter WA expressed its deep dismay at the complete lack of funding and new initiatives. 
These national partnership agreements of 12 months and two years are not sustainable for that sector. We cannot 
run long-term strategies when the entire workforce is living on a knife edge and when the entire strategy is on 
a knife edge. We cannot run sustainable programs like that. There has to be a longer term solution for those 
programs. The article states — 

EAST Perth–based housing and homelessness group Shelter WA has expressed deep concern at the 
Federal Budget’s failure to tackle the housing crisis in WA. 

Shelter WA said that there are — 

... “no new initiatives to address homelessness or housing affordability”. 

“The Affordable Housing Working Group canvassed options to develop models of financing for 
affordable housing—none of these options was included in the budget ... 

As the economy slows down further and as joblessness increases, this issue will become more and more 
prevalent in our society. The federal government is not interested in dealing with it. 

Child care is another massive issue. The federal government cannot deal with that; it is too late. On top of that, it 
has done nothing to address the affordability of child care, which is now at a rate of $100 a day per child. It 
makes it completely impossible for women to return to work, particularly those on middle to low incomes. 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [11.25 am]: I would like to support the motion put forward by 
Hon Samantha Rowe today that this house notes the adverse effects imposed on Western Australia by the federal 
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Liberal–National government’s 2016–17 budget. A lot of the points that I wished to raise have already been 
covered; they are already in Hansard. There are a lot of other points to make. It is a very unfair budget. It puts 
business before battlers, it puts high income earners above families and it undermines Australia’s future. I will 
go through the reasons for that. The budget was touted as a plan for jobs and growth but it is really a plan for 
cuts and unfairness. This budget promised fairness but it delivers tax cuts for the banks and multinationals at the 
expense of Australian families. It is a Liberal budget to the very core. It delivered cuts to schools, which has 
been explained, cuts to Medicare, cuts to families—it will increase the cost of living for them—cuts to higher 
education and even cuts to veterans’ hospitals. It is a GP tax by stealth and it provides tax breaks for banks and 
multinationals. The difference between the Liberal and Labor Parties today could not be starker. It is there for all 
to see. This budget puts business over battlers. We believe that people struggling to get by in modern Australia 
deserve a fair go as well. 

The Prime Minister, Mr Turnbull, was described by Peta Credlin, the former Prime Minister’s chief of staff, as 
“Mr Harbourside Mansion”. It is a very good description. It describes the very reason Malcolm Turnbull is so 
out of touch with Western Australia. I can remember Paul Keating describing Mr Turnbull many years ago; he 
said that he is like one of those cheap penny bungers on cracker night: we light him up, there is a bit of fizz and 
then there is nothing. That is why he has the nickname “Fizzer”. He offers a small burst of fizz and there is 
nothing behind that. 

I believe, and I think most people would believe, that the old Malcolm Turnbull whom we got to know back in 
the late 2000s—five, eight or 10 years ago—would not vote for this Malcolm Turnbull, the Prime Minister that 
we have today. The reason he would not vote for him is that the current Prime Minister has sold out on his views 
on climate change and now refuses to take any action on climate change other than those put forward by the 
previous climate-denying Abbott regime. He has now changed his position and sold out on marriage equality. He 
once believed in a republic; in fact, he was chair of the Australian Republican Movement, but still we cannot get 
any action on the republic. He once believed in Medicare and now he is trying to dismantle Medicare by stealth. 
He would have once agreed with Duncan Storrar on Q&A that rich people have enough money and do not need 
a tax break and that Duncan Storrar may have been able to take his kids to the pictures with the extra assistance 
that the government could have provided him. Malcolm Turnbull would have once agreed with that but no more. 
Malcolm Turnbull has morphed into Tony Abbott. 

I have seen a procession of Treasurers in Australia in my life. Keating was a great reformist and a great 
Treasurer, who made vital reforms in Australia that we are benefiting from today. I think there was a stand-in 
Treasurer for a little while when he became Prime Minister. He was followed by Peter Costello, who was the 
highest taxing, highest spending Treasurer in Australia, but was able to maintain budget surpluses by selling off 
assets. However, in the main, for the economics of the day, he perhaps served Australia reasonably well. Then 
Wayne Swan became Treasurer, and he guided Australia through and sheltered Australia from the global 
financial crisis. Australia was one of the few countries in the world that avoided recession and kept its 
AAA credit rating. I believe it was one of only three countries in the world that was able to withstand the 
onslaught of the global financial crisis, which brought most of the economic world to its knees. During that time, 
Wayne Swan also oversaw record low unemployment to below six per cent and kept it under six per cent for that 
government’s term. He also oversaw record low interest rates, which substantially assisted Australian business. 
I know through my business that we are benefiting from a lot of the reforms brought in by those previous 
Treasurers. However, since 2013, there has been Joe Hockey, architect of the most unfair, appalling budget we 
have ever had, and now Scott Morrison is proving his ineptitude as a federal Treasurer. The only consistent thing 
about Malcolm Turnbull is that he still believes in a substandard national broadband network. That is one thing 
he has kept true to. 
In regional Western Australia, the biggest single issue in this budget is the backpacker tax. It will deplete all our 
regional businesses of that very useful and necessary workforce that can quickly get done jobs such as picking 
fruit. Backpackers also serve in many of our country pubs. In a lot of the little country towns, there is a great deal 
of anticipation amongst the younger members of the community of when the new backpackers will come to work 
in the pub. They will not come any more because they will be slugged 32c for every dollar they earn, from dollar 
one. There is no incentive any more for backpackers to fulfil those important roles in regional Western Australia. 
What have we heard from the federal government? All of a sudden it has flip-flopped on the issue to defer it for 
six months until after the election. Come on! What a cop-out that is. Everyone knows that at Christmas time 
there will be no backpackers because they are here at the end of June. The federal government needs to change 
its position and scrap this tax and find another way to raise the $500 million. But it is a flawed calculation 
because if the backpackers stop coming, no-one will be there to pay tax, so government will not receive any 
revenue anyway. The first thing I say is scrap the backpacker tax. It is a disgrace for members of the 
National Party to run around saying how appalling it is. They are part of the government, although I do not know 
whether they have woken up to that fact yet! 
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Hon Alanna Clohesy: And have always been. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Yes—very good point, Hon Alanna Clohesy—at both the state and federal levels. 
I agree with Treasurer Mike Nahan—I do that very rarely—that our local federal Liberal representatives are 
weak when it comes to arguing about the GST. For all their bluff and bluster when Labor was in government and 
the return to Western Australia was higher, they have stood idly by doing nothing and watched that return 
diminish. They are weak. 
The other federal issue in Durack, which is part of my electorate, is the closure of remote Aboriginal 
communities. There is nothing in this budget to address that. I note that the Leader of the House; Minister for 
Education was absolutely silent on the effect of the federal budget on Aboriginal affairs, despite my prompt at 
the beginning of his speech. He was absolutely silent on Aboriginal affairs and the closure of remote 
communities. 
We are now seeing changes to Medicare. As at 1 July, things such as Pap smears, urine tests and blood tests will 
no longer be free. What a crazy way to save money in health services. Does the federal government not want 
people to get early primary health care and present to a doctor to get these vital tests before they get sick and 
need surgery and spend long periods in hospital? That is absolute craziness; we should be encouraging people to 
seek primary health care. Our primary healthcare system is the envy of the developed world, let alone the 
Third World, yet this government is trying to put blocks in the way of people accessing that primary healthcare 
service. That is absolutely stupid. Prevention is better than cure. That saying has been around for thousands of 
years but the federal government does not know about it. On a local level, I note that there is no federal funding 
at all for either a hospital or mental health facility in Geraldton. 
The federal government has walked away from Gonski. I take note of the Minister for Education’s concerns, but 
there was a golden opportunity for education in Western Australia and, most importantly to me, for education in 
regional Western Australia. We have also seen in this budget changes to the intern program whereby employers 
can take on an unemployed member of the community and receive $1 000 and effectively pay that person $4 an 
hour for that privilege. Do we think that system might be abused from time to time? Do we think that after eight 
or 10 weeks that employer might try hiring another employee and get another $1 000? Do we think this will 
really result in unemployed people gaining the necessarily skills to get full-time, meaningful jobs in the 
community? Does anyone really believe that? I do not think so. I do not think anyone in this house does and I do 
not think anyone outside this house does. 
I think this budget is grossly unfair. It attacks the people in society who need our help and support. I noted the 
Attorney General’s comments earlier when he referred to the words “sharing, caring, warm fuzzy” as though 
somehow there is something wrong with that and with looking after people who are disadvantaged and who need 
our support. Is there something wrong with a government actually working for the people who need it the most? 
Of course there is not. It is the silliest thing I have heard in this house since I have been a member of Parliament. 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [11.36 am]: I rise to briefly make some remarks on the motion 
put forward by Hon Samantha Rowe. I thank the honourable member for moving a motion in stark contrast to 
the Leader of the Opposition’s disgraceful effort last Thursday. 
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I note that Hon Samantha Rowe has asked us to note the adverse effects imposed on 
Western Australia by the federal Liberal–National government in the 2016–17 budget. Only two days ago 
Hon Sue Ellery said, and I quote from the uncorrected proof of Hansard — 

… a difference of opinion does not constitute an event that requires a correction of the record or an 
apology. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The motion moved today by Hon Samantha Rowe is a demonstration of what members 
are entitled to do during non-government business. They are entitled to move a motion and, as Hon Sue Ellery 
said earlier this week, sometimes there can be a difference of opinion. On this occasion, I choose to disagree 
with Hon Samantha Rowe, and that is okay, but at least the honourable member — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: At least the honourable member has put forward a motion that does not seek to be tricky, 
unlike the Leader of the Opposition, who plainly provided inaccurate information to the house last week and is 
on the record as the most senior member opposite, and who is supposed to set an example for the rest of the 
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team. At least Hon Samantha Rowe has the courage to put forward her opinion and leave it for the rest of us to 
debate what we may or may not think about this. For a member who has been here for only three years — 
Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: — she has already demonstrated that she is able to grasp the concepts of what needs to 
be done in this place, unlike the Leader of the Opposition, who last week disgracefully sought to provide 
inaccurate information to the house and had an opportunity to correct the record on several occasions last week 
and this week and has failed to do so. 

Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Mr President, I draw your attention to the matter of relevance. As much as I enjoy 
hearing Hon Nick Goiran express his appreciation to the Leader of the Opposition, I do not think it is relevant to 
the motion. If he does not have anything to point out about the adverse impacts, he needs to read the federal 
budget. 

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order. In fact, there is no time left. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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