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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural) [5.12 pm]: I will continue my remarks before afternoon tea in response to 
the government’s budget. I was talking about Roe 8 and the pipedream of the outer harbour. I think I had an 
interjection from Hon Alannah MacTiernan, so I asked her when the government was going to build the outer 
harbour. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, minister! I know Hon Jim Chown thinks that this is an interactive activity, but it is not. 
He is actually talking to us about his views on the budget, and I encourage him not to invite interjections to assist 
him and to just continue with his contribution to the debate. I am sure everyone will listen in silence. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Member, can I ask — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Minister! 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Certainly. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We certainly believe that it is somewhere between 2025 and 2030. 
The PRESIDENT: Thank you. Hon Jim Chown. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Thank you for that ruling, Madam President, and I apologise for my exuberance in asking 
a question to clarify a matter! 
That is interesting, because obviously the government believes an outer harbour is due between 2025 and 2030, 
but an extensive report was conducted in 2015 by independent experts commissioned by the Fremantle Port 
Authority. The report was more than 100 pages long, titled the “Inner and Outer Harbour development options 
evaluation report”. The report made it very clear that an outer harbour of any kind would not be required until at 
least 2055—some 38 years away. That report’s findings, I assume, are exactly the same as what the government’s 
$6 million report will find, because it has the same criteria as the report that has already been conducted. If it finds 
anything else, we can just say it is a kangaroo court trying to justify the government’s own beliefs and reasons for 
not supporting Roe 8 and Roe 9. By 2055, the capacity of the Fremantle port will be around 1.9 billion containers 
or TEU; currently it is about halfway there. This is dependent on a population growth of well over one to two 
million people in this state. I said the following today to all government members. If that is so, and the outer 
harbour is not built—I do not believe it will be built before then—two things will happen. The Treasurer will 
resign because he has put that on the public record. If this government does not build an outer harbour, his 
resignation is on the table; he has made that very clear. I would assume, as an honourable man, the Treasurer of 
this state will resign pretty soon in the latter end of this term. 
The other thing is that, without Roe 8 and Roe 9 underway, how on earth is Leach Highway going to be able to 
service the Fremantle port when it doubles in size? 
Hon Kyle McGinn: It’s called rail. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Rail will not do it. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Laurie Graham): Members, order, please. Hon Jim Chown has the call. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The reality is that 18 per cent of containers come out of Fremantle port by rail, and they are 
subsidised by the public purse. The government’s solution is to increase container traffic out of Fremantle port, 
and, once again, use the public purse to subsidise that very inefficient form of getting goods out of Fremantle port. 
The reality is that when we put a container on rail, it actually has to go somewhere. It is unloaded onto road 
transport to get to its point of destination, rather than be in road traffic out of Fremantle port and end up at its point 
of destination. It is double handling. This is a typical example of a government in total disarray that actually made 
statements pre-election and then tried to back them up through policy and public funding when it could not afford 
them. It is a typical Labor government that has gone out there and told the public what it thinks the public needs 
to believe, and then spends everybody else’s money trying to justify those statements. 
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, please! 

Hon JIM CHOWN: A very good example is the mantra from the Premier and the Treasurer that state debt is out 
of control and that state debt is all the fault of the Liberal Party. They never mention the fact that they intend to 
increase state debt by 25 per cent—$32.5 billion to $43 billion—and that is on the government’s own costings. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 1 November 2017] 

 p5192b-5201a 
Hon James Chown; Hon Colin De Grussa; Hon Colin Tincknell 

 [2] 

Metronet alone is about $3.5 billion to $4 billion, and we now know that the costings for Metronet are very, very 
marginal with regard to accuracy. They are a long way from reality. I forecast that in three years’ time, when 
Metronet is budgeted on, we will see at least a 20 per cent increase in those costings. The government’s budget is 
out the door—gone. The government’s requirements for bringing the budget back into surplus is an absolutely 
misleading statement. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Hon Jim Chown has the call. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: With regard to Roe 8 and Roe 9 and the supposed outer harbour that Labor is going to build 
between 2025 and 2030, I can inform members that the cost to the state will be between $6 billion to $8 billion—
a massive amount. Why, when we do not need it? It is because the government needs to justify its reasons for not 
supporting Roe 8 and Roe 9. It is prepared to spend public money for no reason at all other than to try to remain 
in power because it knows—as the reports have stated—that it is unnecessary and a waste of time and money. 
In fact, the deputy branch secretary of the Maritime Union of Australia, Adrian Evans, agrees with me. In 
The West Australian of 16 September, he was reported as saying that a proper study would show that the Fremantle 
port has a long life left in it, and that any outer harbour construction would push the state into further debt. That is 
the government that Western Australians have put in place, and I fear for the future of this state’s financial ability 
to address the budget. Quite frankly — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Members, order, please! Hon Jim Chown is not asking for any interjections, so will 
you please let him speak. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Thank you, Mr Acting President, I did ask for an interjection a while ago and the President 
said that was not on, so I will comply with her requirements and I would be more than grateful if you could keep 
that other side of the house quiet while I give this very important address about the significant shortfalls seven 
months in to a Labor government in this state. 

We heard an address in this place today about Metronet by Hon Alanna Clohesy. Metronet is $4 billion worth of 
public expenditure. I have nothing against railway lines per se, but I believe in spending money on infrastructure 
when the infrastructure is required. The question I ask the government about Metronet is: why would it be spending 
$4 billion of money it does not have when patronage on public transport, especially on railway lines, is falling at 
four per cent per annum? In reality, in the last two years there has been a decline of 60 million trips on the existing 
passenger rail network in Western Australia and there is no indication that that will improve. Yet, here we go, the 
Labor government is going to spend billions of dollars on Metronet because it believes it is the right thing to do. 
That has been the government’s policy and it does not care how much more it puts the budget into deficit, because 
if it does not do it, it will be seen as not doing something. We have a Treasurer out there saying he will correct the 
budget, yet he will keep spending. This is not good practical government. This is not good government at a time 
when belts need to be tightened. Then we hear the outlandish statement from the government that it will pay debt 
down like a house mortgage. Obviously no government members understand how finances work or have actually 
been in private enterprise. Most of them have been employed by somebody else. I tell members what, when 
someone is in private enterprise and their backs are against the wall financially, they do not keep spending. They 
stop spending, they cut their costs to suit the requirements of the day, and this government is not doing that. This 
government has no intention of doing that. It is hoping for the big bailout from Canberra. The government is 
hoping that hundreds of millions of dollars will land on its plate prior to the next federal election. What is the 
government going to do with it? It will spend $700 million on a rail line to Ellenbrook. There is $20 million in the 
budget for planning, but there is no indication in the budget of when it will be built. It will obviously not be in the 
next four years, anyway. We have to ask the question: where are we going with this government? 

There is one thing really close to my heart, and that is regional WA. We have just seen a minister of this 
government treat the people in regional WA with absolute disdain. I am talking about the Minister for 
Emergency Services, Fran Logan. We put in place an emergency helicopter flying out of Bunbury. It has been 
operating for two years and in that two years it has had 400 emergency calls. The last one was when that aircraft 
crashed and the poor, unfortunate pilot flew out of Albany and crashed in heavy bush. The only access was by the 
chopper. The paramedic parasailed down to that man in the bush. Unfortunately, he was dead, but if he had been 
alive, that paramedic and the helicopter would have saved his life. That helicopter saves lives every week. 
A question was put to the Minister for Emergency Services, Fran Logan. The helicopter’s tender runs out at the 
end of this year. The previous government put the tender in for that service and it was a three-year tender. That is 
perfectly normal. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: At the end of this financial year? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Member! 
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Hon JIM CHOWN: It was at the end of this financial year. Hon Fran Logan gave a response on radio, I think, to 
a question from Hon Colin Holt. He said — 

… the Opposition members in the SW have an odd habit of trying to turn their funding shortfalls into the 
fault of the current Government; 

This minister of the Crown is politicising something that saves people’s lives by trying to blame the previous 
government for funding shortfalls in regard to the continuity of this very critical emergency service put in place 
by the Barnett government. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Minister! 
Hon JIM CHOWN: He continues — 

the operation of the SW emergency helicopter was only funded until next year by the previous government; 
That is true; no-one disputes that. That is the normal process on these matters. I will continue quoting the minister. 
He said — 

it spent millions building a state of the art facility but … only funded the helicopter until next year; — 
So what? The minister continued — 

Colin Holt should stop scaremongering and convince his Liberal colleagues to support the McGowan 
Government’s efforts to restore the books that they so badly blew. 

This is a minister of the Crown responding to an issue very critical to every person in the south west, every person 
in the metro area who goes down there on holidays and every person in the metro area who goes to and from there 
on the Albany Highway. This is outrageous. Is this the quality of ministers we have in this government? Obviously. 
The radio station, 6PR, requested an interview with Minister Fran Logan, and I use that term loosely. He replied 
that the issue was before cabinet and he would not be coming on to the show. What does “the issue is before 
cabinet” mean? Does that mean, “My goodness, we have an issue and I will put before cabinet”, or does it mean 
“I will get out of an interview because I will make that statement”? He did not say, “I have a proposal before 
cabinet”, “I have a submission before cabinet”, “Cabinet is considering it”, or, “It is cabinet-in-confidence and 
I will get back to you about the matter as soon as cabinet has discussed it”? No, not at all. This is the same 
minister—I use the word “minister” loosely only in respect of ministerial acknowledgement—and the same chap 
who decided that the status quo would remain, regardless of the adoption of the recommendations of the 
Ferguson report into volunteer bush fire brigades. I might add that the previous government, the 
Barnett government, adopted all the recommendations of the report and was going to put them in place, but not 
Minister Logan. He said that such a model would cost up to $400 million. Where did that figure come from? There 
is no substantiation at all. He made it up. The status quo remains. That is once again a very good example of the 
ability of the ministers in this inadequate government today. 
Hon Peter Collier: Why don’t you say what you really think? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I really do think that. The previous government had ministers who had the ability to 
democratically and diplomatically put an issue to the public. The arrogance of this government — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Minister, the member has asked for no interjections, thanks, and that should apply 
to both sides of the house, so no paddling over to that side. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The arrogance of this government defies description. I go back to my opening statement 
about snake oil salesmen. That label could fit most government members, quite frankly. We have a Premier who 
has blatantly told mistruths. That has been proven and is on the record. It is on the record in this house every day. 
Every day a member from that side of the house quotes the Premier’s statements. One that comes to mind is about 
the 50 per cent increase in gold royalties. I do not have the quote in front of me, but it can be verified. The Premier 
of the state said that not one job would be lost. What an arrogant statement by somebody—the Premier of 
a community—to try to justify an increase. The goldmining industry has put on record that it believed that at least 
3 500 people would have lost their jobs if that increase had gone ahead. 
Hon Robin Scott: Minimum. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: That is at a minimum. I thank the member. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Members, order, please! 

Hon JIM CHOWN: This is just a daily example that the community in this state — 
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Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Members, please stop the conversation across the chamber. Hon Jim Chown has 
the call. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Quite frankly, rather than the opposition holding the government to account, we could sit 
here and let the government bring itself down. It is doing a very good job of that itself. Rather than do that, we are 
more than happy to engage on a whole host of subjects to hold the government to account, because that is the role 
of an opposition, and at times we enjoy it. Several months in, this government has so many holes that we cannot 
help but drive the bus through them, reverse it back and then drive it through them again, and that will continue. 
I will get back to good old “metrodebt”. The National Party calls it “metrodebt”. I think it is a fantastic turn of phrase. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Are you going to say something, Mr Acting President, or will I just keep talking over everybody? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Yes, member. If you stop inviting interjections — 
Hon Jim Chown: I have not invited any. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: You have invited a few on this side. If you stop doing that, I think we will have 
a better debate. Please continue your remarks. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Let me get back to “metrodebt”. The government will spend over $500 million purchasing 
102 new railcars to service “metrodebt’ and probably to replace some existing railcars. These railcars cost 
$5.1 million each, so a three-car set is $15.3 million of rolling stock. At the estimates hearing, I asked a question 
and I got a history lesson about how we now build buses in Western Australia. Let me tell members that a railcar 
is a long way from a bus. These railcars have three sets of redundancy built into them. They have a life of, I think, 
a minimum of 25 to 30 years. They do millions of kilometres. They are highly computerised, highly sophisticated 
pieces of equipment and they have to be built to certain configurations because our line gauge is different from 
that used elsewhere in Australia. The expert company that builds railcars in this country is Bombardier. It has 
a plant in Victoria and a plant in Queensland. We are talking about a large investment. We are talking about 
$530 million of investment in railcars. According to page 174 of budget paper No 3, $322 million worth of these 
railcars will be required by 2021 and 80 per cent of them will be needed in the next four years. I think Metronet is 
meant to be commissioned around that time. Can somebody help me understand how 80 railcars will have 
50 per cent local content over the next three years? Who will pay for the factory in which these highly sophisticated 
pieces of equipment will be built? Who will train the workforce to ensure that these things are safe and last for 
their specified lifetime? Where will the factory be? Why is there no reference in the budget to the 50 per cent local 
content of 80 railcars by 2021? These are my questions. 
The Premier is advocating this and the Minister for Transport is telling the public blatant mistruths, yet we sit here 
and do nothing about it. Once again, this indicates the calibre of the current government. It is quite disgusting. The 
Western Australian press is doing nothing about it. Why is the press not asking these questions? Why is it not 
challenging the relevant ministers? Why is it not doing some in-depth investigations of the statements that the 
government is making? They are good questions. I have a press release headed “WA Labor in rail car manufacturing 
pledge”. It states — 

More than half of new railcars will be built in Western Australia under a 15-year plan promised by the 
state opposition as it enters the second week of the election campaign. 
WA Labor says only two per cent of work on railcar contracts is done by local companies — 

That is correct — 
and wants to follow the lead of … Victoria, where the figure is 60 per cent. 

Of course the figure is 60 per cent in Victoria; that is where Bombardier has its main factory and that is where the 
railcars are built. Talk about misleading and mistruths! If a commercial enterprise advertised something like this 
in an advertising campaign, it would end up in court for fraud, and rightly so. The press release goes on — 

“The Liberal party has surrendered when it comes to manufacturing—they’re sending our jobs east, 
they’re sending our jobs overseas,” Opposition Leader Mark McGowan told reporters … 

That is absolute rubbish. The reason that Bombardier builds railcars in this nation, and the reason that we buy 
railcars from Bombardier, is that it builds enough railcars to have a critical mass to be commercially viable. That 
will not happen in Western Australia when there is 50 per cent input. As indicated today, the Midland–Kalgoorlie 
train that was built locally by experts has some issues with continuity and reliability. I am not saying that we do 
not have expert people in this state who can service these heavy vehicles, because they can and do. We have all 
seen the massive trains that come down from the north west to be serviced in workshops in Perth and are sent back 
again, but that is different from starting from scratch and having 50 per cent input to a highly sophisticated vehicle 
such as a railcar. 
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I was a member of the previous government and so were a number of people on this side of the house. It was a very 
good government. As I have 26 minutes left, I will go through some of our achievements. I am more than happy 
to table this comprehensive document of the previous government’s achievements. I look forward to seeing 
something similar tabled by the current government in four years. 
Let me start with transport. It has been a topic of conversation in this house today. The previous government 
achieved the Forrestfield–Airport Link. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Members, order! 
Hon JIM CHOWN: In 2015, expressions of interest were invited for the $2 billion Forrestfield–Airport Link. 
The rail and bus component of the Perth City Link project is worth $360 million. The rail component was 
completed in December 2013, six months prior to the expected outcomes. An amount of $116.5 million was spent 
on Great Northern Highway. There was a $387.2 million upgrade of Great Northern Highway from Muchea to 
Wubin, and some of that work is ongoing, including the bypass at Bindoon. We constructed a dual carriageway 
on Reid Highway. Construction is underway on the $84 million Reid Highway–Malaga Drive interchange. We 
constructed a heavy vehicle bypass in Ravensthorpe—and the list goes on. Over the last eight years, the previous 
government changed the road landscape of this state and it did a lot of infrastructure work that previous 
governments should have undertaken but did not. In fact, the last Labor government did absolutely nothing, except 
have a number of ministers before the Corruption and Crime Commission. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I’m sorry, but what about the Forrest Highway, what about the Tonkin Highway 
extension, and what about Roe 5, Roe 6 and Roe 7? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I stand corrected. 
In this state we now have the best health system in Australia, if not the world. Yes, Perth Children’s Hospital is an 
issue, as the current government is finding out. I hope Perth Children’s Hospital is commissioned soon, because it 
is my belief—I have no figures—that Princess Margaret Hospital for Children is virtually working on a care and 
maintenance basis. A hospital that is working on a care and maintenance basis is actually costing lives; it is 
a simple as that. As soon as the Minister for Health can commission Perth Children’s Hospital—sooner rather than 
later—this state will have a world-beating health system, thanks to the previous government, not to the present 
government. The previous government commissioned regional hospitals such as Karratha health campus and the 
Laverton health centre, and built the new Albany Health Campus, which was something the previous Labor 
government promised at election after election but could never quite bring itself to provide. We invested 
extensively in private hospitals. We changed the landscape of efficiencies in the health system. I am sure the 
current minister will continue to do that because, prior to the Barnett government being elected, the health budget 
was increasing astronomically. Now the service is better than can be found anywhere else in the world. I could go 
on about Onslow Hospital, Kalgoorlie Health Campus, Busselton Health Campus and the Karratha hospital. 
The Barnett government put this state on the map in service provision and a standard of living that 
Western Australians have never seen before. We must maintain that standard of living, I might add. To maintain 
a standard of living and to achieve what the previous government achieved costs money. There is no doubt about 
that at all. I am sure every member in this place would like to see an equitable and fair return on our goods and 
services tax, but the fact remains that that may be years away. The current government needs to look at itself from 
a budget perspective and ask whether it really needs to spend this money. Do we need “Metrodebt” at this stage? 
Do we really need to drive this state into 25 per cent more debt? The government probably believes that it does 
need to do so, because it believes everything else it has told us, which is being ticked off day by day, week by 
week, as nothing but unachievable lies, quite frankly. I look forward to the next poll of where Labor stands in the 
eyes of the community. I am more than happy to table this document about the previous government’s 
achievements. I certainly hope that members of the opposition and the crossbenches take some time to look at it, 
because it contains many things they are not aware of that were achieved by the previous government, that have 
actually improved communities at a local and regional level, including many things that royalties for regions 
achieved that have never been achieved before. Other than that, I am more than happy to retire from this 
conversation and let somebody else have a go. I seek leave to table the document. 
Leave granted [See paper 821.] 
HON COLIN de GRUSSA (Agricultural) [5.45 pm]: It gives me great pleasure to be able to speak today on this 
motion moved by the Minister for Environment, representing the Treasurer, in tabling the budget papers. As other 
members have said today and in previous speeches on the budget, it is a pretty disappointing budget for those of 
us who live in regional Western Australia. It is disappointing because it is quite clear that this government has 
abandoned the people of regional Western Australia and robbed regional communities to fund its 
metropolitan-focused election promises. Numerous projects were shovel-ready, had business cases developed and 
funding agreed to, but the government has said it is not going to do those now, because it wants to build train 
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stations in Mandurah. It is very disappointing for people in regional Western Australia, but nonetheless it is not 
surprising. It is not surprising at all that this is a budget of smoke and mirrors. 

Before coming to power, those opposite promised that they were going to reduce debt, and that they had a credible 
debt reduction strategy. We are yet to see that. They promised that this budget was going to be aimed at repairing 
our state finances, but at the same time it plunges the state further into debt than we have ever been and were going 
to be. Government members will say that they have increased taxes and charges as budget repair measures, but 
they are not really repair measures; they are smoke and mirrors. As the shadow Treasurer in the other place said, 
the repair measures the government is talking about will be only about funding the increases in debt. They will not 
even cover the interest that will be incurred to the state under this government. Other speakers before me today 
reminded us of the way the present Premier unashamedly misled the people of Western Australia before the 
election, promising no new taxes or increases in taxes. We have heard this today, and we have heard it before—
an opposition leader who just said whatever he had to say to get elected. I guess we should not be surprised. We 
should not be surprised that mums and dads have been hit with huge hikes in power prices and household charges, 
and that seniors have had to shiver through winter because they cannot afford to heat their houses. We have seen 
leaked talking points from the government showing that a bank tax might still be on the agenda—a tax that would 
be passed straight on to ordinary folk in Western Australia. Such a tax would not reduce debt, because this 
government is continuing to spend. 
We all know in this place, and I am sure out in the community, that this state faces a revenue crisis. We are all 
very aware also of the precarious nature of the state’s economy, but increasing taxes and charges will not stimulate 
our economy. People are welding up their chequebooks and putting away their credit cards, and putting an 
economic noose around their neck by increasing fees and charges will not help our economy grow and prosper. It 
will not get us out of what, in some corners of this state, is very much a recession. If this government were serious 
about budget repair, it would put its election commitments on hold and address the revenue crisis through measures 
that would not impact small business and consumers. Most of all, it would stop passing the buck on the GST issue. 
We all know our GST distribution will not improve without the agreement of the other states. I do not think 
a federal Treasurer or shadow Treasury spokesperson would suggest making any change to the GST system 
without the agreement of the other states because that would be political suicide. Interestingly, six of our eight 
states or territories are governed by Labor, so surely the Western Australian Labor government could just call up 
their mates and have a little convo to sort out the GST issue. I am sure our Premier is capable of convincing all the 
other Premiers to reform the GST but the fact that this has not happened is just another display of this government’s 
political impotence. 
Across my electorate of the Agricultural Region, the McGowan government has abandoned regional communities, 
as I said earlier. It has failed to honour projects that were already committed to and had already been through 
a rigorous assessment process, with developed business cases, and in many situations, they were shovel-ready. All 
the while the government was doing that, it was espousing transparency and proper process and claiming it was 
the best—all that sort of thing—yet when we asked questions in this place about the government’s very opaque 
Local Projects, Local Jobs election promises, it claimed no need to justify them. Members opposite said, “Oh, no; 
we don’t need business cases. There’s no need for transparency. They were election commitments. They were 
promises made on the hustings by candidates without any visibility on the process for determining the projects’ 
viability.” There is no visibility of business cases or how those projects were prioritised above others. If we talk 
about double standards, I think this government is the epitome of double standards. 
Around my Agricultural Region electorate, seniors in particular have been hit very hard by this government. In an 
incredibly narrow-minded decision that just goes to show how focused the government is on delivering its city 
election promises, $11.5 million was cut from the great southern housing initiative. By failing to fund this 
initiative, the government may have jeopardised federal funding and without the funding committed by the 
previous government, which the Labor Party has withdrawn, the project will probably not go ahead. The project 
would have kept residents and key workers living within their regional communities. It would have supported local 
businesses, local community groups and schools. Instead, the government said, “Let’s pull that money and build 
a car park at the end of the train line in Mandurah.” Some comments were made before about Mandurah being 
regional and so on, yet this government’s own budget papers define Mandurah quite clearly as being otherwise. 
On page 236 of budget paper No 2 it quite clearly states — 

… the transition to full scheme commenced on 1 July 2017 in the Pilbara, Kimberley and 
South Metropolitan Region areas (i.e. Rockingham and Mandurah). 

So Mandurah is now a south metropolitan area, according to the government’s own budget papers, but the 
government can pull funding from seniors to build a car park there because apparently, seniors can live in car parks. 
I am not quite convinced that this government really does care about our seniors, particularly those in regional 
areas. The government has also taken away the indexation from the Country Age Pension Fuel Card so it is no 
longer indexed to inflation. As inflation goes up, the value of that card will be undermined for pensioners. This 
was an attempt by the former government to balance the subsidised or free public transport services that are 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 1 November 2017] 

 p5192b-5201a 
Hon James Chown; Hon Colin De Grussa; Hon Colin Tincknell 

 [7] 

available in the city, which country people do not have access to. It was an attempt to balance that a little bit; it 
would not be to the same value or the same standard, but it helped a lot. It was one of the most popular decisions 
the previous government made and one that people out there really loved. Taking away that indexation is just 
another way of hitting the pockets of pensioners. 

I will now talk about housing for seniors in the wheatbelt. Millions and millions of dollars’ worth of projects in 
Cunderdin, Tammin, Quairading, Dowerin, Goomalling, Beverley, Brookton and Pingelly have been ripped out 
of funding for housing seniors. These projects would give our seniors a chance to live and grow old in the 
communities that they call home with the people who they call their friends. Apparently, that does not matter for 
people who do not live in Perth. I am not really sure how the Premier can sleep at night knowing that this budget 
will force seniors from the regional communities that they call home because they do not have access to appropriate 
aged-care housing. 

I also want to talk about community resource centres. They offer vital services, and are often a hub for government 
services. They coordinate training, provide telecommunication services, videoconferencing and visitor centre 
services. They also take bookings for Transwa, support employment services, can act as a bit of a library, offer 
meeting spaces and act as a community noticeboard, just to name a few of their functions. However, the Premier 
belittled the role of CRCs, waving around his mobile phone in the estimates committee, and dismissing them as 
somewhere people go to access the internet. He meant, “We don’t need to do that anymore because we’ve all got 
mobile phones.” Mobile phones do not always work in every country area anyway. This clearly demonstrates the 
Labor Party’s complete lack of understanding of the role of CRCs. That is why it has cut funding by 40 per cent. 
It is very disappointing. The centres are independently run by community members and are tailored to respond to 
the needs of individual communities, so they are a little bit different in each community but, nonetheless, they 
deliver essential services. The ongoing damage this will do to regional communities is unfathomable. 

I will also talk for a minute about emergency services, which is one of my pet subjects. I am quite interested in this 
subject and what this government’s budget outlines. There is no plan for what will happen with the administration of 
the emergency services levy or the rural fire service, which is quite disappointing. The latest report was the 
“Review of the Emergency Services Levy”, which came out well after the budget; however, the “Cascade Scaddan 
Fire Report”, the Keelty review and the Ferguson report into the Waroona fires have similar recommendations to the 
ERA report. I will read from the “Cascade Scaddan Fire Report”. Recommendation 12 states — 

DFES is removed as the body responsible for the administration and distribution of the 
Emergency Services Levy, with these responsibilities to be transferred to an independent body. 

That was published in the “Cascade Scaddan Fire Report” in 2016. It recommends that the Department of Fire and 
Emergency Services be removed as the administrative body for the emergency services levy. This is not new. The 
report also states that “DFES is in a position of conflict, in regards to the administration and distribution of the 
ESL.” This is so given that DFES is reliant on the ESL funds, it is the major recipient of the funds, and is currently 
the body that distributes those funds. There is a very clear conflict and we see no plan from this government to 
implement that recommendation. The minister might claim that the report has only just come out and that the 
Labor Party has been in government for only seven months and has not had time to look at it; yet, on 
9 September 2015, the member for Girrawheen, Margaret Quirk, moved a motion in the other place calling for 
a system of independent allocation of emergency service levy funds to be implemented as recommended in the 
first Keelty report, which was the inquiry into the Perth Hills bushfire. The Labor Party in opposition recommended 
that in 2015. It has had plenty of time to think about it and to understand the issue. What does the 
Economic Regulation Authority report that has just been released say? Again, it refers to the recommendations of 
the emergency services levy report and states that it was in response to the findings of the Ferguson review into 
the Waroona fire. In the executive summary, it states that it also considers that public confidence in the ESL would 
improve if the distribution were more transparent and independent. It also considers that the ESL is an appropriate 
way of funding emergency services; however, the report identifies ways in which the accountability and 
transparency of the expenditure could be improved. The ERA is recommending that an independent organisation 
advise the Minister for Emergency Services on how much landholders pay for emergency services and oversee 
how the ESL funds are spent, including how they are allocated to the Department of Fire and Emergency Services 
and local governments. Currently DFES, the agency that receives the funds, advises the Minister for 
Emergency Services each year on how much it needs and how the money should be spent. There is a perception 
amongst stakeholders that the funds are not being spent in a way that maximises the benefits to the community. 
The ERA considered that more transparent information on how and where the levy is spent, along with processes 
to ensure that it is carefully targeted and spent effectively, will help to sustain community confidence in and support 
for how the ESL is raised and spent. It also recommends that an organisation that is independent of the 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services is best placed to advise government about the amount of ESL required 
each year and to oversee how the ESL fund the network of career and volunteer emergency services across the 
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state. I am quoting from the Economic Regulation Authority’s final report into the ESL. That report also 
recommends that the levy should be used to help communities act in the event of disaster and should therefore 
continue to fund frontline services for DFES and local government. That is another important recommendation, 
apart from the idea that we need to separate the ESL from DFES, which is eminently sensible and should happen 
straightaway. I am not sure why the current minister cannot seem to make a decision on that. 

The other consideration they were asked about was whether the ESL should fund a rural fire service and what the 
impact on rates might be if it did. The report states that there are many ways a rural fire service could be configured 
and that there are lots of different models et cetera, and it is quite complicated. But in the detail of the report—
Hon Jim Chown talked about this before in terms of the cost of a rural fire service, and the $400 million figure 
which was just made up and which was being bandied around—the ERA report states — 

The foundations of a rural fire service already exist. This includes the Office of Bushfire Risk 
Management, the network of DFES and DPAW regional offices, the state and regional operations centres 
and volunteer brigades and their assets. 

The report goes on to further state that a whole review and calculation of the costs has been done and that the cost 
estimates assume that a rural fire service be established within the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. 
Establishing a rural fire service as an independent organisation would probably not add substantially to its cost; it 
is not going to cost any more to have a rural fire service separate from DFES—and it refers to an estimate. We 
have to remember that two models were looked at. There was not a range of models; it was two models. The ERA 
looked at the gold-plated version, which paid for all the firefighters, new sheds, new trucks and all sorts of things. 
We do not want that—people out there do not want that. The volunteers are telling me they just want a body that 
understands rural firefighting and bushfires that they can talk to when they have issues, and that when they need 
that emergency support, they can call them in. We are not looking at the gold-plated model—that ridiculous 
$400 million or $500 million model. It is not going to cost that amount. 
The other model the ERA looked at was the bare-bones model that most volunteers out there want, that would cost 
$4.2 million. The ERA report states that it would be relatively inexpensive to operate that model, because it would 
coordinate existing resources and volunteers and it would not have to find any new paid firefighters because it 
does not need them. Therefore, compared with the model that has 600 paid firefighters, this model is much more 
achievable—$4.2 million. That is half the cost of the East Mandurah foreshore redevelopment. Perhaps we could 
put that on hold and have a rural fire service ready for the coming fire season so that people’s lives can be saved. 
I will continue with the recommendations of the ERA report. Again, I am not sure why the emergency services 
minister is still unable to decide what is going to happen with the emergency services levy and the rural fire service. 
I see nothing in the budget that gives us any hope that something is going to happen. That is quite disappointing. 
I am not sure why that is, especially when the member for Girrawheen, in 2015, made all the same suggestions 
that these reports have recommended—that is, that we need to separate that levy from DFES and also that a rural 
fire service is not going to cost that much to set up. I would have liked to have seen that in the budget. I certainly 
would like to see something from this government in a very short time to be ready for the coming fire season. 
The key recommendations out of that report, as I said, stick around the idea that an independent organisation 
should, and I quote — 

a. advise the Minister for Emergency Services on ESL revenue and rates; 
b. allocate funds to Department of Fire and Emergency Services, and a rural fire service if 

established 
The report recommended that the independent body should review how the funds are spent, as well as overseeing 
it all. That is eminently sensible. Why should we not have better oversight over how that money is spent and to 
make sure that we get the best bang for our buck out of it? It is a sensible, practical idea and one that I would like 
to see implemented as soon as possible by the minister, if he can do it. 
Furthermore, going back to what I was saying before, we can talk about the numerous reports on this issue that 
have been released, but let us get on with it; let us make a decision. The minister held a forum earlier this year, 
which was a box-ticking exercise again. The government seems to like holding forums. What is the outcome? 
What have we achieved from that? I note that after I wrote to the minister suggesting he visit some of the rural 
volunteer firefighters, he did that; however, they are not very hopeful of any resolution to their queries about the 
unsuitability of some of their equipment or the administration of the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. 
We wait with bated breath, but at the same time they are just going to get on with the job, not expecting anything 
to happen out there. 
I want to go on a little bit about agriculture and food. There was not really a lot in the budget for agriculture. There 
was a bit more smoke and mirrors. The minister is constantly saying that Queensland got all this money for cell 
fences for wild dogs. Not really—Queensland got $9 million for drought relief and they chose to use it for dog 
fences. That was not a federal government decision. It was Queensland’s decision. It is quite misleading. 
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Western Australia is the only state that has ever received funding to support a wild dog action plan. I am not really 
sure where those figures came from, but it is just smoke and mirrors like so many of the other things we see in this 
budget. The cuts keep coming in the agricultural sector. The Minister for Water has confirmed that $50 million 
will be stripped from programs designed to improve water supply and efficiencies in regional communities. These 
cuts are going to hit dryland agricultural communities and agricultural businesses the hardest. We are experiencing 
a drying climate—we all know that. Safeguarding water security and supply is integral to the future of the our 
agricultural industry and our regional communities for that matter. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Acknowledging climate change would be a good start. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: I do not have a problem with climate change, minister. 

Hon Darren West: But your party does, federally. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: I am not a federal member of Parliament. 

This government has announced a reduction in the farm water rebate scheme from $20 000 to $15 000. This is 
a grant that incentivises farmers to develop additional on-farm water supplies, thus reducing their reliance on costly 
scheme water. This is a great project that has been cut again by this government. It is another dramatic example of 
how this government fundamentally misunderstands the challenges of agricultural enterprises in this state. We 
have also seen cuts in funding for the Grower Group Research and Development grants program from 
$10.5 million to $4.5 million. A letter sent out by the department on 29 June advised that the unexpended funds 
would be redirected to “other government priorities”. What are “other government priorities”? Are they the third 
marina within the 20-kilometre stretch of coastline in Perth, that carpark at Mandurah or Metronet? Perhaps that 
is where the money from the grower groups is going. This program really assisted in generating profitability and 
growth in the food sector and was focused on the strategic development of the industry’s capabilities through 
supply chains, targeting research and development on key drivers of productivity and competitiveness, and opening 
access to new markets, particularly those high-value and growing Asian markets. Slashing this fund by more than 
50 per cent demonstrates the short-sightedness of this government, as I have outlined before. 

In concluding my remarks, I want to talk about a few other bits and pieces. There are a few good stories in the 
budget. I am pleased that some projects have been honoured, including for Geraldton Senior College, the 
Geraldton Airport runway and the John Willcock College—that is good. It is a bit hit-and-miss how this money is 
allocated. If we drew a map and coloured in the Labor electorates, we would probably find some loose correlation 
between where the funding went and the electorates of Labor members of Parliament. The people of Roe also 
breathed a sigh of relief when funding was provided for Esperance TAFE and the sports stadium, all announced 
by the previous government I might add. Everyone is on tenterhooks because this government seems to ignore 
financial assistance agreements and just tears them up, but it will not have a conversation with BHP and Rio Tinto. 
The government’s attitude is that it cannot do that but it can tear up a financial assistance agreement with the 
people of regional communities. 

There have been massive cuts to aged care, community pools and community resource centres, and seniors and 
households have been left wanting. Huge cuts have been made to wonderful little programs such as the regional 
grants scheme and the Community Chest Fund that have delivered so many good things to those regional 
communities. We have not seen any major funding for the Turquoise Coast, the Jurien Bay precinct or the Midland 
centre’s aged-housing development. It is very disappointing overall that this government has seen fit to rip the guts 
out of regional Western Australia. It does not seem to be too interested in those who live outside the metropolitan 
area. It continues to hold its talkfests or constituent engagement—whatever you want to call it—in the metropolitan 
area. It does not bother to go out to the regions for those sorts of events to meet with people. Sometimes members 
have to do that, as a minister or when in government. Sometimes they have to get out and about to talk to the 
people in regional Western Australia because they do have opinions on the basic and simple needs that they should 
have in their community, such as a good standard of health care. Thankfully, under the previous government, 
a significant investment occurred in health care and in education with school upgrades and upgrades to hostels at 
many of our regional schools. Thank God all that occurred back then, because it is not going to occur again for 
a very long time—well, maybe in four years, we will see how we go. With that I will conclude my remarks and 
allow the debate to continue. 

HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [6.16 pm]: I notice that I do not have much time but I will make 
a start. Thank you, Madam President, for the opportunity to reply to this budget. I thank the Treasurer for the effort 
and commitment he and his staff have shown in formulating and delivering this budget. I acknowledge that the set 
of books that the Treasurer has inherited are some of the most difficult one could imagine. However, there are 
many things that the members of One Nation WA cannot support.  

Once again, I thank you, Madam President, for this opportunity to respond to the Treasurer’s first budget, a task 
that was monumental a year ago with a $30 million debt, and now we are told that the situation is only getting 
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worse. This government is still creating debt by spending more than we have. The simple way to reduce debt is to 
keep spending within the revenue means available. This is simple mathematics, but the government has justified 
this additional debt because it believes that it will create jobs and stimulate growth in the economy. We feel that 
certain measures put in place by this government will not have the desired outcome of driving growth and 
improving economic stimulation, but, rather, the opposite. These measures will actually hinder growth and 
prosperity in this state and the economy as well. It will stunt Western Australia’s ability to and likelihood of 
regaining our thriving economic prosperity.  

Maybe it is just a fundamental disagreement on how this can be achieved, but we are confident on where we stand 
and we have some of the best economic minds in the state in agreement with us. We may be new to Parliament, 
but we are not new to business or finance and we can see this government’s overspending to justify an ever 
increasing debt. We believe that the good times in Western Australia should not be over, and are not over. 
However, we have had several terms of government that resulted in poor, short-sighted economic and fiscal 
management by those who knew they would not have to clean up the mess. This must stop. A long-term economic 
plan for Western Australia must be formulated and followed by each government of the day in order to provide an 
economic environment that is as stable and predictable as possible for business. By creating a stable economy, we 
create an attractive place for investment. Mining companies in the corporate enterprises have long-term plans that 
go decades into the future, yet we are constantly stuck in a four-year cycle of thinking—eight if a government is 
really confident. Western Australia has traditionally been known as a mining and agricultural state. Although these 
are two vitally important parts of our economy, we must learn to diversify our economy to prepare us to deal with 
the economic downturns and not rely too heavily on one or two industries. 

Western Australia should look to what natural assets it has and capitalise on them where possible. 
Western Australia receives a dud deal on GST distribution, and we should not give up our fight to get a better 
deal—a fight that I believe in time we will win, but that does not change the circumstances we find ourselves in 
now. Yes, we can look back and point the finger at the previous government’s atrocious financial record, but that 
will not make it go away. All we can do is accept it and manage it to the best of our ability. I am sure many people, 
including the Treasurer, believe that is exactly what is being done. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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