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ELECTION COMMITMENTS — FUNDING 
Statement 

HON ED DERMER (North Metropolitan) [5.46 pm]: I have sat here listening with fascination to the Leader 
of the House. I am hoping to get a response from him to make sure I understand correctly what he was saying. I 
will endeavour to explain what I understand the Leader of the House just said. If I am right, he was saying to the 
people of Western Australia that, after the next election, should the National Party and the Liberal Party between 
them have a majority in the Legislative Assembly, they will not necessarily join to form government. That might 
be right, but it is possible the National Party will have a majority in its own right in the Legislative Assembly; it 
is possible that the Liberal Party will have a majority in its own right in the Legislative Assembly; and, similarly, 
it is possible that the Labor Party or the Greens (WA) will have a majority in their own right in the Legislative 
Assembly. I do not think all those scenarios are probable but they are all possible. If we cannot be certain about 
the outcome, the next best guide for the people of Western Australia is to look at the probable. Not in my 
lifetime has the National Party, the National–Country Party or the Country Party in Western Australia formed a 
governing coalition with the Labor Party. At different times the National Party has operated in coalition.  
Hon Col Holt: In Western Australia?  

Hon ED DERMER: In my lifetime there has never been a governing coalition or alliance formed in Western 
Australia between the Labor Party and the National Party, the Country Party, the National–Country Party or any 
of its various incarnations. 
Hon Col Holt: It has happened in the other states.  

Hon ED DERMER: That indicates to me that the probability of that occurring at the next election is much, 
much smaller than the probability of the National Party supporting a Liberal Party Premier. I think the two 
probable outcomes in the Legislative Assembly are a Labor Party Premier operating with a Labor majority or a 
Liberal Party Premier operating with the support of the National Party members. Given that one of the most 
probable outcomes is a Liberal Party Premier governing with the support of the National Party, we would then 
have this interesting conundrum—an issue Hon Ken Travers has very responsibly pursued on behalf of the 
people of Western Australia—that if the National Party promises something today and the Liberal Party 
promises something today, and the total of those promises amounts to more than the money available to realise 
them, which of those promises will not be kept? The Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement will 
be published in December. When the people of Western Australia make their decisions next March, that midyear 
financial review will be the best available indication of what money is available, for whoever the government 
may be, to spend to realise election commitments. 

If what the Leader of the House just explained is true, then it is quite feasible for the National Party to have a 
whole set of commitments that will fully expend, or close to fully expend, the available money and for the 
Liberal Party to have a completely different set of commitments that would spend the available money. If 
someone were unwise enough to vote for either a Liberal Party candidate or a National Party candidate in their 
district, and both parties, which would be likely to work together after the next election, had a full range of 
commitments, and each set of commitments by the National and Liberal parties fully spent the money, then 
people unwise enough to have voted for either of those parties could have no realistic expectation that either 
party would be able to deliver the full list of their commitments. Basically, the people of Western Australia will 
come to realise, because of the probing by Hon Ken Travers, that both the National Party and the Liberal Party 
could be very likely to commit to spend the same money and between them to spend the same money twice.  
If the National Party and Liberal Party have got their list of commitments but there was not enough money to go 
around, what we have heard tonight from the Leader of the House is that they will sit down after the election and 
work out which commitments they are serious about. Based on what the Leader of the House has said tonight, 
based on what Hon Ken Travers has uncovered through his persistent probing, anyone unwise enough to vote for 
either a Liberal Party or a National Party candidate cannot rely on the commitments offered by either the Liberal 
Party or the National Party. What they can rely on is some selection, some subset of those total commitments, 
depending on what the Liberal Party and National Party work out together if the state is unfortunate enough to 
have, in aggregate, a National Party and Liberal Party majority in the Legislative Assembly. What we have learnt 
tonight will help our cause to make sure that that is not the case and that in fact in March a Labor Party majority 
in the Legislative Assembly is delivered. 
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