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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 23 June on the following motion moved by Hon Helen Morton (Parliamentary Secretary) — 

That pursuant to standing order 49(1)(c), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 2044A–H 
(budget papers 2010–11) laid upon the table of the house on 20 May 2010. 

HON MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM (Agricultural) [11.31 am]: I certainly welcome the opportunity to 
comment on the estimates of revenue and expenditure and consolidated fund estimates 2010–11. As expected, a 
predictable surplus will be delivered given the Premier’s promise if a deficit was to be delivered. Fairly 
obviously, this surplus is most predictable. What was not predictable was the method by which this surplus 
would be delivered. Members would understand that this surplus will be achieved by what amounts to nothing 
less than a massive attack on Western Australian families. Forward estimates showed that predictions of 
electricity increases of 22.3 per cent for the coming year will occur, and then 5.6 per cent in the subsequent year 
and six per cent the year after that. Also of concern are comments recently attributed to the Minister for Water 
that extra increases of the order of 20 per cent are to be expected. All in all it does not bode well for Western 
Australian households. The upshot of that, fairly obviously, is a massive cost hike in the provision of essential 
services in Western Australia that will see the standards of living of ordinary, everyday Western Australians, 
their families and households generally, suffer, particularly in the years 2010–11 and 2011–12.  

Sadly for Western Australian families, more pain is to come. That pain stems largely from the fact that net debt 
levels will soon hit something like 10 per cent of gross state product. The interest bill alone on that could be of 
the magnitude of $500 million-plus per annum. That is a dreadful and staggeringly high figure for a state that 
supposedly is the engine room of the Australian economy. It begs the question: where is the plan to rein in such 
debt? How will we pay for such massive per annum interest rate amounts? We do not seem to have a plan. If the 
first two Barnett government budgets are any guide, about the only people who will pay are ordinary, everyday 
Western Australians because, whatever it takes, we will have a surplus—come hell or high water, as they say. 
That debt comes on the back of a staggering 12.3 per cent growth in expenditure. I have sat in this Parliament for 
about five-plus years. I listened to people such as Hon Ray Halligan lambaste Labor governments for the amount 
of spending they engaged in. But 12.3 per cent growth in expenditure, no matter what state the Western 
Australian economy is in, is way beyond expectations. Also of note are big increases in transfer duty to the order 
of some $500 million-plus; I think the figure is $511 million. Royalties are expected to increase by 47.6 per cent 
or a whopping $1.055 billion—a further increase of $300 million was announced this week. That is all very well 
but of course those sorts of expenditure figures that I quoted should raise alarm bells in this chamber.  

I get back to the debt issue and the false notion that the Premier stands for some kind of fiscal restraint. He 
simply does not. I maintain that his behaviour is quite reckless. He certainly appears to have little or no regard 
for Western Australian families. There is no doubt that the skyrocketing household debt will be used to pay for 
poor government decisions. The extra nearly $340 million allocated to Oakajee is puzzling, particularly given the 
fact that private industry was prepared to fork out that amount. My contention is that this simply highlights the 
Barnett government’s very risky financial management strategy. It may work out but I know where my money 
would lie!  

If we are looking for a single measure to sum up the budget this year, the government’s skyrocketing debt 
certainly is it. I will quote some figures to support this assertion. In June 2008 state debt in the public sector was 
$3.8 billion. By June 2011 this debt will increase to $15.4 billion. It is estimated to be more than $20 billion by 
2014. Just give consideration to the magnitude of those increases in debt—it is something of the order of 
500 per cent. As a consequence, households will be hit hardest. It has happened before and it will continue to 
happen over the next four to five years and beyond. Households will be hit hardest with increased taxes and 
charges. Fewer services must be an outcome. The government cannot keep spending the money—we have heard 
that before in previous years. There has been less investment in physical and social infrastructure and higher and 
higher household bills. What a woeful legacy and what a way to operate, particularly given the promises made in 
previous years. The increases in taxes and charges announced in this budget are the start of more bad news to 
come—something the water minister certainly has not yet advised us of. That is something, dare I say it, to look 
forward to. Western Australian households are in for a fairly lean time over the next decade or more if this 
behaviour continues.  

I now turn to the region that I represent, the Agricultural Region. There are a number of issues of particular 
relevance in that region. From the very outset I point out that the royalties for regions metamorphosis is now 
complete. It only took two budgets to achieve. What started out as a genuinely laudable idea for bush 
communities is now nothing more than a slick marketing scheme that does little more than deliver the normal 
range of government expenditures anywhere outside the metropolitan area—it is the same thing. Royalties for 
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regions has become the way that spending priorities will be dealt with; there is nothing like the promise of 
additional expenditure—I emphasise “nothing like the” and “additional”—to put things into the bush that 
otherwise went on wish lists, as members would well appreciate. The problem is, however, the wish list is still 
there. With a few exceptions, country people have not got a lot extra from this budget. Normal government 
expenditure is funding normal economic decisions in the bush. Members do not have to read too far into the 
budget papers to see the rebadging process at work. As an example of that, I quote some examples from the 
budget of how money is being spent: hospitals and health facilities, court buildings and justice facilities, police 
facilities, electricity network infrastructure, early literacy programs and Foodbank support. I also note the patient 
assisted travel scheme, but members understand that the patient assisted travel scheme has been with us for quite 
some time and is not a new initiative. Another one is the wild dog management scheme. That just names a few. 
Minister Grylls spends money in the bush by attaching the royalties badge to most expenditure items. The 
royalties for regions slogan is now virtually meaningless. The minister responsible has only himself to blame for 
its future demise. To make a further point, members should consider that royalties for regions is paying for more 
than half of the $30 million upgrade of the Esperance public hospital. That should not be royalties for regions 
money; that is the sort of thing that people living in Esperance — 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: It is all government money. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: That is true. Hon Robyn McSweeney is right. But if the minister is going 
to badge that and then take credit for it, I think he is spinning a big yarn. 

I would like to quote from an article in Countryman newspaper, dated 27 May 2010, that was written by Haidee 
Vandenbeerghe, under the heading “Right royal backdown”. She wrote — 

Just 18 months ago, Mr Grylls said: “The people in the regions are very, very clear that royalties have to 
be over and above, not funding things that they thought should otherwise have happened.”  

Budget time last year, Nationals MLC Wendy Duncan concurred that projects like hospital and 
residential college upgrades should not be funded from the coffers of Royalties for Regions — that it 
was for ‘expenditure over and above that which is normally spent by government’.  

Hon Ed Dermer: Didn’t Hon Alannah MacTiernan extract information on the commitment of extra funding 
from Mr Grylls? 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I certainly would not question the memory of Hon Ed Dermer on those 
sorts of things. He is probably spot-on. 

Hon Ed Dermer: I think it was in respect of regional development. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Okay. The article continues — 

“It can be used to top-up projects, but we cannot expect it to fill the gaps left by government decisions 
to defer expenditure,” she said.  

That is referring to Hon Wendy Duncan. It continues — 

But in the wake of the Liberal and Nationals’ 2010 State Budget, Ms Duncan describes the Nationals’ 
reversal of its stance as a ‘maturing of our philosophy’.  

“The issue is that in those first couple of years there was a pent up demand for those smaller community 
projects, but the people of WA want the big picture ... which means we do pay attention to the 
infrastructure of (regional) towns,” she said.  

But Mr Grylls was not willing to concede the funding priorities for Royalties for Regions had altered.  

“I’m not sure it is a change in philosophy,” he said.  

There may be confusion in the National Party, but let me assure everybody that it is a change in philosophy and 
with this change in philosophy the royalties for regions badging has become somewhat tarnished and continues 
to be more so by the day. With the obvious change in philosophy, the bush is now constantly being knocked 
back on genuine royalties for regions funding applications. In the meantime, it will not be long before every 
school, police station and hospital opened outside the Perth metropolitan area will be daubed with royalties for 
regions colours so that Brendon Grylls can swan into town and cut the ribbon on another government project, 
and royalties for regions gets the credit. Sadly, the regions have been hoodwinked into believing that largesse is 
coming their way when the reality is that the government is simply intent on self-promotion. Rather than having 
royalties for regions, dare I say we now have a program of, as it were, “loyalties from regions”. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: Which ones don’t you want in your regions? 
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Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I actually will go on to talk about these sorts of things, because there are 
other issues, particularly in Geraldton, such as the Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation, that need to be funded. I 
do not care whether we win lotto, which might be a better chance in some instances. I do not care how the 
money comes into being. I am just talking about the whole badging program that Brendon Grylls is taking 
enormous credit for. 

How else would anybody interpret the royalties for regions funding, apart from buying loyalties from regions, of 
youth justice centres in the Kimberley and the Pilbara, particularly when similar sorts of things were provided in 
places like Geraldton and Kalgoorlie by Labor out of normal consolidated revenue appropriations? 

Hon Ed Dermer: One interpretation would be the pea and thimble trick, from what you are saying. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Yes. I could ask Hon Ed Dermer to go on, but I have plenty to cover and 
plenty of territory left. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: He has got me to interject on him. He doesn’t need you. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: That is just what we need! 

What about some of the programs that have been shelved to make Colin Barnett’s bottom line surplus a reality? 
This again makes for some compelling information. It is a fact, Mr Deputy President (Hon Max Trenorden), as 
you would well know, that $57 million of the $90 million deferred from the country local government fund last 
year will not be returned. This is on top of the $90 million slashed from the fund late last year because mining 
royalties were significantly lower than expected. Troy Pickard, the president of the Western Australian Local 
Government Association, believes that many regional councils have been left high and dry by the government 
after commencing projects only to find that the money promised was not forthcoming. Many local government 
authorities have been forced to borrow to keep projects alive. The question then is: where is the certainty for 
regional councils when, at the whim of the minister, the funding for infrastructure and development, based on a 
promised level of expenditure, simply disappears? Ask the Shire of Cuballing how it feels after funding for its 
million-dollar equestrian centre just stopped. The shire is not impressed at all and certainly not enamoured with 
Brendon Grylls, whose only comfort is to inform affected councils, such as the Shire of Cuballing, that they 
should not have spent the money or contracted to borrow the money to do the project in the first place. 

I now wish to speak to a number of particularly pressing issues in the Agricultural Region. Despite the 
government’s generosity perhaps in some funding applications, these particular projects have not benefited as 
one would have expected. I am particularly concerned with four projects. The first one is the lack of investment 
by the government in the tier 3 rail lines, which are now under threat of closure. I am also very much concerned 
with the 330-kilovolt powerline, which is very necessary for the state’s Mid West region, which is a vastly 
wealthy part of the state—apart from the Pilbara—and ready to deliver much to the Western Australian 
economy. I want to talk about the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation. I also have a few words to say 
about the closure of year 11 and 12 education classes at some 21 district high schools across the state, most of 
which, as you would appreciate, Mr Deputy President, are in the Agricultural Region. 

Going back to my little discussion with Hon Robyn McSweeney, I do not necessarily care how these projects are 
funded in some respects. Royalties for regions can pick up the tab or it can be by normal appropriation; it does 
not necessarily matter. What does matter most is that the government delivers to these particular regions. I want 
to hark back to a petition that I presented yesterday, particularly on the rail issue. I presented a petition that was 
largely supported by the Merredin zone of the Western Australian Farmers Federation to give an indication of 
how important those farmers believe the rail issue is. That is the first of the issues that I want to talk about. The 
crux of the matter is that farmers want the tier 3 lines maintained and not closed. Local councils also desperately 
want the tier 3 lines maintained. Closure will cause enormous headaches for all councils, especially in the areas I 
visited recently, because more and more grain trucks will be directed through the middle of our country towns. 
Local road infrastructure is simply not up to scratch, and most towns and residents, particularly children and the 
elderly, do not mix particularly well with grain trucks hauling large volumes. So far, the only state government 
money for fixing rail lines directly is $13.5 million to re-sleeper the Albany to Avon line, a line not under threat 
of closure. In the meantime, tier 3 lines continue to fall into disrepair, and the desired Brookton strategy, 
whereby grain would be carted to Brookton by road and then transferred to rail, would become a reality. With 
the Brookton strategy in place, tier 3 lines would obviously no longer be used. That is when these smaller 
communities, as Hon Ken Travers has mentioned on a number of occasions recently, would suffer the most. That 
would certainly suit the government, as tier 3 lines now require significant improvements to bring them back to 
their best operating condition. This is after years of neglect, not necessarily by a conservative government—I 
think all governments have been at fault—but particularly since the privatisation in the late 1990s. I must say 
that I find it rather interesting and concerning that even though WestNet Rail has committed to spending some 
$16.5 million because of its contract, the government has directed the money to be spent on the Albany line—a 
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line that is obviously not under threat of closure. It does not make a lot of sense. In the meantime, tier 3 lines, of 
course, face a very uncertain future. Federal funding in the order of $135 million could very much be in jeopardy 
if the government does not act fairly soon.  

I move now to the issue of the 330 kilovolt powerline. This is another area of great uncertainty in the Mid West 
region. The lack of funding to shore up the complete future power requirements of the Geraldton area and 
surrounds is very near and dear to me. I have met on a number of occasions with the City of Geraldton–
Greenough over this very issue. Stage 1 of the 330 kilovolt power line, worth an estimated $318 million, has 
been set down for the next three years. But the government has failed to include any funding for the northern 
stage of the line. The complete project would guarantee much-needed extra power supplies for domestic and 
industrial expansion and it would complement the region’s push to become a major player in the state’s 
renewable energy industry—something the City of Geraldton–Greenough is very keen and willing to promote. 
Alas, that is not to be at this stage. The government’s report card on the 330 kilovolt issue does not read well. 
Last year’s budget saw the project disappear from the radar. Some funding has now returned for the southern 
stage of this line, but the northern stage may well be years and years away. The Mid West is poised to take off 
economically and industrially. The lack of power supplies is simply putting undue, unnecessary burdens on 
private individuals, households, industry and investors. Everyone is adversely affected. This most important 
project, supported and initially funded by Labor, holds the key to the future economic expansion and welfare of 
the Mid West region. That is it, purely and simply: it holds the future key to its economic success and, socially, 
the wellbeing of the people.  

Why are we dragging our feet? By 2016, 2017 or 2018, whenever it might be, the bird will have flown. The 
Chinese will not continue to wait while we fool around making decisions about funding Oakajee when there is 
no power generation in the area. The opportunities are available now and it is time to act. The City of Geraldton–
Greenough chief executive officer, Tony Brun, has described the 330 kilovolt line as absolutely fundamental. He 
has also called on the government and power generation authorities to look at the possibility of expanding the 
gas power network. He also suggests that a baseload power station in the region would be most advantageous. 
Let us bring it on. In the meantime, we have a half-baked commitment from the government and the rather 
pathetic bleatings, if I can say it that way, of the local member, who described recent criticism of his 
government’s strategy as irresponsible, inaccurate and misleading. If that is inaccurate, irresponsible and 
misleading, heaven help us. That does not give us much cause for confidence in the future if that is what the 
local member has to say. I note also with interest that the local member is hoping for federal infrastructure 
funding, as he said that if it is not forthcoming, the state government will fund stage 2 when needed. The 
message for the Geraldton MLA is very simple: that time is now. Without major investment in the complete 330 
kilovolt line, there is little capacity to expand, placing in jeopardy the future growth and prosperity of the city 
and the region. In particular, proposed solar, wind and other renewable energy projects will not happen. Once 
again, having spoken to the CEO recently, I know how committed the city is to renewable energy options, at the 
same time putting in place structures to ensure the long-term economic growth, diversity and prosperity of the 
Mid West region. I am simply suggesting the government needs to act now, not, as the member for Geraldton 
said, when needed. It is needed now.  

That leads me to my next point; namely, the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation, euphemistically 
referred to as “Streeties”. The Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation, which started in about 1991, is a 
community-based program that has engaged local youth in personal development programs, support and 
counselling services and building social and interpersonal skills, particularly focussing on better engagement in 
education and training for Indigenous youth. The point here is that “Streeties” requires some $187 000 to 
survive. In the overall scheme of things, when we are looking at 12.3 per cent increases in expenditure and we 
are planning to spend nearly $340 million on Oakajee, at the end of the day, $187 000 for this project is of no 
great consequence. The “Streeties” program has been an outstanding success, particularly in keeping youth off 
the streets at night and lessening the incidence of juvenile crime. Its school holiday program is based on 
improving self-esteem and a range of sporting, cultural and life skills. It has been a great success story. Why 
would a state government not want to fund such a program?  

I seek the indulgence of the house for a minute or two. I have a very important document titled “Background 
History of the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation”. In a minute or two I will seek leave to table it. 
But, before I do, I want to mention the contents of this document and quote to members the objectives of the 
corporation because I think they warrant the attention of the house. It states — 

The programme operates for the benefit of young people in the Geraldton Region and its primary focus 
is on young people who are socially or economically disadvantaged.  

1. To organize and develop recreational skills programmes with at risk and dispossessed young 
people in the Geraldton Region   
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2. To encourage and facilitate trust, self worth and sociability in young people  

3. To promote and encourage positive relationships, between young people of different 
backgrounds  

4. To seek Government and community funds for the programme 

5. To improve community awareness of the needs of young people 

6. To liaise with agencies to develop skills for training, employment and survival 

The Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation is an award-winning organisation and its program is 
recognised as one of the most efficient and productive organised youth programs in the region. For the purposes 
of informing the chamber I think all members should familiarise themselves with this document, which I seek 
leave to table. 

Leave granted. [See paper 2184.] 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I cannot think of too many better ways to help advance the cause of 
Indigenous youth development than to support the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation and similar 
projects throughout the Agricultural Region and throughout the rest of Western Australia. I have visited 
“Streeties” in the past and had the pleasure of participating in the annual National Aboriginal and Islander Day 
Observance Committee celebrations last year, along with federal minister Jenny Macklin and Senator Louise 
Pratt. The lack of any meaningful commitment by the current government to fund “Streeties” could have 
disastrous consequences for the Indigenous youth, with similar funding problems also being experienced by the 
Geraldton Police and Community Youth Centre. Although it appears that some sort of a lifeline has been thrown 
to the Geraldton Aboriginal Streetwork Corporation, funding has been extended only until some time in August 
this year. It needs to go much further. “Streeties” requires $187 000, which is the amount of funding withdrawn 
by the government this year. Disturbingly, Geraldton police have warned of dire consequences if funding is not 
restored to such a vital youth program. There are a number of locations across the state where social problems 
are significant issues for our youth. Carnarvon and Roebourne have been cited as places where youth facilities 
have been allowed to close and where there are now significant youth problems in those towns. The member for 
Geraldton is on record as saying that there was no point in him contacting the Premier directly over this 
particular issue because Colin Barnett probably would not listen. That is a huge indictment on the member. The 
member does not comprehend either the magnitude of the issue confronting him and the community at large or 
the need to represent the interests of his constituents. A member cannot turn around and say that the Premier 
probably would not listen. The member must do more than that. I must add, however, that Minister Grylls 
appears to have some good advisers and informants because when this issue was raised at last week’s budget 
estimates, Leza Radcliffe, the operations manager of the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation, was 
advised to submit a royalties for regions application. There may be some hope yet. That is no thanks to the local 
member, who found the going a little too tough. 

“Streeties” has been around for some 20 years. Its night outreach and holiday programs, as I have indicated 
before, have been highly successful. The corporation has established highly successful partnerships with local 
police, the justice department and the City of Geraldton–Greenough, to name a few, and others are mentioned in 
the document that I tabled a few minutes ago. The kids involved in “Streeties” are some of our future leaders. 
Zain Laudher is now a City of Geraldton-Greenough councillor. That is a magnificent achievement for someone 
who comes from the type of background that most of these kids come from. Hopefully, as the city’s population 
grows, more and more of these kids will be the civic leaders of our country towns. We need to shore up that 
situation. Speaking of shoring up, the Premier and the minister must see that these issues, including the funding 
of “Streeties”, are addressed. It is a big challenge for the government. Government members must speak to 
people. They must speak to the kids and the staff, who know the value of the corporation. Even—I will not say 
“even” because that is unfair—Hon Mia Davies has visited “Streeties” and knows very well the value of the 
programs that are in place. Most importantly, the government must support the organisation and provide it with 
some surety about its continued existence. I have no problem with how this program can be funded; it just needs 
to happen. The future of many Indigenous Geraldton kids and the jobs of four staff members are very much on 
the line. After 20 years of sweat and toil and of this local community organisation delivering better outcomes, it 
is time that the government supported it. It is an award-winning not-for-profit organisation that deserves better. It 
is recognised as one of the most efficient and productive youth programs in regional Western Australia. 

I will conclude my comments on Geraldton “Streeties” by quoting a media statement dated 15 June 2010 from 
Leza Radcliffe, the operations manager. She says — 

The Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation has been operating since 1989 following negative 
perceptions about youth and a number of major incidents involving youth in Geraldton. Since that time 
GSAC has gone from strength to strength and worked for the youth of Geraldton. Many staff over the 
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years have contributed to some fantastic programs that have been implemented over the years. GSAC 
has been very fortunate in being able to recruit staff who are some of the most committed people a 
corporation could ask for. 

The community may be aware of GSAC’s current funding situation and as a result the Board of 
Directors has been working tirelessly to address the needs of our community. Unfortunately it is with 
regret that the Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation wishes to formally advise the community 
that the Night Outreach Programme will cease operations as of the 1st of July 2010. 

The Board are working to address the shortage of funding and we will advise the community if our 
situation changes.  

Hon Max Trenorden: Is that totally being funded by the state or has the federal government provided some 
funding in the past? 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Some funding was provided in the past. I spoke to Hon Jenny Macklin 
about that. Hon Max Trenorden is quite right. I will finish the correspondence. Leza Radcliffe writes — 

Parents of youth who allow their children to go down town on a Thursday or Friday evening need to be 
aware this service will not be provided and parents will need to make other arrangements to get their 
children home. 

The Geraldton Streetwork Aboriginal Corporation apologises for any inconvenience however the 
Corporation has not been funded to provide this service. 

That is disturbing news.  

However, I am pleased to say that it is not all doom and gloom in the Agriculture Region. Hon Max Trenorden 
has already spoken in this chamber about the decision to spend money on expanding the highly successful 
Clontarf Academy in Northam. That is great news. I have been involved with the program in the past in Albany 
and I have spoken to Gerard Neesham and other members of his staff about the program. It is a very important 
program. I wish it could have been extended to the netball program that Ricky Grace has been involved in over 
the years. The most important thing about the Clontarf Foundation is not so much teaching footballers how to 
play footy, although that is great news as far as I am concerned, and being a member of one of the local AFL 
clubs; it is more about giving the kids confidence, self-esteem and a chance to move on in life. There is nothing 
like success to engender confidence in and hope for a way forward for these kids. 

Hon Ed Dermer interjected. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I was half expecting Hon Ed Dermer to say that. Gerard Neesham played 
for Swan Districts at one stage, not just for Claremont. That program is a really big plus, as far as I am 
concerned. Again, I do not care whether the funding comes from royalties for regions funding at this stage. 
Those types of programs are most important for the youth of our state and the region that I represent. They give 
kids and parents confidence in the future, which is what is needed at all levels of society. 

The $30 million allocation for the redevelopment of Dongara District High School is most welcome. I have been 
involved in education previously, and in the capacity of chairman of the Rural and Remote Education Advisory 
Council I visited schools like Dongara, and this is certainly good news. However, I am concerned that in the 
same breath the minister is taking away year 11 and 12 classes from many of our district high schools, most of 
which are in the Wheatbelt and the Agricultural Region. 

Funding has been set aside for air conditioning on school buses. It is a timely decision, given the problems 
obviously of drought and climate change. The decision to spend $8 million on improving mobile telephone 
coverage on our highways is also timely. There is some money in the budget for wild dog management. Funding 
for research on genetically modified crops comes a little late, particularly for those people who are sceptical 
about the implementation of a GM canola program. I am very concerned for the future of non-GM wheat and 
other food crops, given the Minister for Agriculture and Food’s recent track record of ramming through 
legislation and worrying about the consequences afterwards.  

Money was allocated for the overdue replacement of the failing regional police radio network system. However, 
the minister responsible has been unable to inform Parliament what the $80.3 million allocated for the network 
would be used for or even the terms of reference for the committee responsible. Labor is pleased to see that 
money in the budget, but the government needs to decide very quickly how that money will be spent.  

I could mention a number of other issues, but I will bring my comments to a conclusion shortly. I do so by once 
again referring to the budget’s impact on the hip pocket of ordinary, everyday Western Australians. The biggest 
taxing and spending government in Western Australian history may well have delivered a surplus budget and 
maintained the state’s credit rating. That is terrific! However, it has been done at great cost to ordinary, everyday 
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Western Australians and their households. The pain will be felt for many years to come. With such massive debt 
levels on the way, there is nothing but pain in front of us. The mining industry will not deliver the returns that we 
need to allay the fears of Western Australians.  

I reiterate my concerns about the royalties for regions program, because it now appears to be simply funding the 
everyday functions and priorities for government. Funding for education, law and order, health and essential 
services should be from normal government allocations. The bush is no different from the metropolitan region 
when it comes to basic service provision. My family has lived in the bush for the past 110 years and I can 
honestly tell members that the sorts of things that the Nationals went to the previous election on struck a chord 
with my family and everybody else.  

Hon Ken Baston: Did they vote for them?  

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: That is a good question, Hon Ken Baston. I know for a fact that some of 
them did, but they are parochial about where they live and so am I. 

Hon Ed Dermer: I’m sure they won’t next time. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: One can only hope, Hon Ed Dermer.  

Hon Ed Dermer: Particularly given the nature of this government. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: The proof of the pudding will be in the eating. We can only work hard and 
direct people’s attention to where this government’s priorities currently are. In its intended format, royalties for 
regions has much going for it, but a buying loyalties for regions program, which is what is in place, has a very 
limited future at best.  

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [12.14 pm]: I take this opportunity to comment on the estimates 
of revenue and expenditure and consolidated fund estimates 2010–11. I am not a fan of this budget. While some 
government members are busy extolling this budget, in my opinion, this budget demonstrates yet again that the 
state government is not prioritising the wellbeing of the people of Western Australia. In particular, it is not 
prioritising ordinary people. It does not seem to care about our workers or our most vulnerable people and it 
certainly does not care about the environment.  

An increasing number of people in WA are going backwards. They are struggling to make ends meet. It is 
becoming harder for far too many families and people in the community to afford the basics. In the view of the 
Greens (WA) this budget, rather than helping those people, hits them hard with increased household costs and 
reduced services.  

The Western Australian Council of Social Service noted in April that community services on the ground are still 
facing an average 20 per cent increase in the demand for their services, particularly in the context of ongoing 
rises in household costs. However, this budget delivers to families almost $400 more to pay each year in 
increased fees and charges.  

I know that the government recognises on some level that this budget will result in increased hardship for people. 
What has it done to address that? It has increased funding for the hardship utility grant scheme. I am not 
suggesting that this funding is not welcome or that it is not a good scheme. The increase in HUGS funding 
demonstrates not that the government cares about the vulnerable members of our population, but, rather, that it 
recognises how incredibly unaffordable it has made living in this state for people on low incomes. Many people 
are experiencing such a level of hardship that they need to access services through HUGS, and it is very 
worrying. It is not a good sign. We are going in the wrong direction. People on low incomes should not be forced 
to breaking point. They should not be forced to the point at which they cannot pay normal bills, irrespective of 
whether they are for food, housing, electricity, gas, water, education or medical services, without needing to 
access government grants. There is something terribly wrong with the state budget when the point is reached that 
the cost of everyday living is too much for people on low wages. Our ministers recognised the burden being 
placed on people when they increased HUGS funding. They should not have been placing such unrealistic 
burdens on families with increased costs built into this budget in the first place.  

The HUGS funding is not much and the increase in that funding is not dramatic. For many families this funding 
will barely touch the sides in addressing their ongoing issues with debt. It is significant that organisations such as 
WACOSS are reporting dramatic increases in requests for assistance. Twenty per cent is a huge increase in the 
number of people needing help. I also note that at the same time the organisations that come under the WACOSS 
umbrella on which we rely so much to give assistance to people in need are also struggling. The people working 
in this sector are already dealing with extraordinarily poor wages. The organisations are battling increased utility 
costs and are not getting the funding increases for the delivery of the services that they are supplying. The 
Greens certainly support the call that has been coming from the sector, loudly and clearly, for many years now 
for increased and fairer wages for this sector. We are not interested in keeping this sector poor in order to 
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provide a cheap alternative to services being outsourced from the public sector. I note that some of the people 
who are working in this area, the people we should be valuing and protecting, are doing amazing work. They 
deal with domestic violence issues and provide counselling and community legal access. Some of these people 
are finding themselves in even more dire financial straits than some of the clients they are servicing. We have 
really got it wrong and we need to be doing better. 

In relation to mental health, I welcome the increased transparency provided by the separation of the budget for 
mental health from the general health budget. I certainly know that last year trying to get to the bottom of exactly 
how much was being spent on mental health became a near impossibility. At least from now on we can have 
some baseline figures with which to work, rather than being told that it is simply not possible to ask about 
funding for mental health because it was apparently too difficult to separate those figures. However, given the 
desperate need in this area and the huge gaps that still exist in service delivery, the moves that are being made by 
this government are simply not enough; they are certainly not happening fast enough. It is not enough to simply 
move the people from the mental health division into the new premises on St Georges Terrace—I note that that 
occurred at a cost of more than $168 000—and call it progress. We need some significant change. We need 
structural reform, we need improved delivery and accountability, and we need processes to evaluate and improve 
on service delivery. The frustrations of the people who work in this sector and who have been working for 
change for so long need to start being heard. The government has had a real opportunity to make a difference 
rather than just doing more of the same but dressed in different clothing. On the ground, we are seeing very little 
movement in what is occurring in the delivery of services and no real attempt to undertake the much-needed 
increase in service capacity; instead, we have seen the opposite. We have seen services cut from underneath the 
feet of consumers, including the closure of the Morley Adult Mental Health Centre, about which I have spoken 
in this place, and now the removal of the Bentley emergency mental health team. To give credit where it is due, 
it appears that there is some new money for mental health in this budget. I welcome the money allocated for 
Aboriginal mental health services, because this money is desperately needed. I look forward to having an 
opportunity during the upcoming estimates hearings to learn how and where these services will be delivered to 
meet this urgent challenge. 

Although I welcome this money, I note that there has been no real effort to address other major gaps in service 
delivery. One of these is in the provision of mental health services for children and young people. Where are the 
improvements to mental health services for children and young people in this budget? They are nowhere to be 
seen. We know that mental illness strikes young people disproportionately, yet children at risk of potentially 
serious conditions are not receiving adequate treatment in this state. This was recently identified by the 
Education and Health Standing Committee as an urgent mental health challenge. It certainly deserves urgent 
action. We also need to concentrate on those most at risk, including infants who suffer trauma and youth across 
the transition to adult services. The coordination between education services and treatment for mental illness is 
also severely lacking. I have been approached by people who have described to me heartbreaking challenges of 
having children who suffer from mental illness and who also have other disabilities. They have told me about the 
lack of coordination between service providers and the Department of Education and also the huge gaps that 
exist in service delivery. We have to get better at doing that. Departments have to learn to start talking to each 
other. Departments have to be prepared to cooperate with each other, because these sorts of members of our 
community are falling through the cracks. 

My final comment about the budget’s provision for mental health care is that, in the end, there is just not enough 
money. We know that adequately addressing mental illness saves money in the long term. Other comparable 
western nations spend 10 to 14 per cent of their total health expenditure on mental health services. We are not 
spending that amount at the moment; it is about nine per cent of the overall health allocation, and it is simply not 
enough. This is further aggravated by the lack of federal funding, which I note has attracted quite a lot of 
attention, particularly earlier this week, although I note that the media are currently distracted with other events. 

I turn now to the education elements of the budget. Firstly, I was pleased to see that money has finally been 
allocated to language support for children on 457 visas. This has been desperately needed for a long time, 
although I would feel more comfortable if I could see some guarantee in the forward estimates that this funding 
will be ongoing. I certainly hope that this is not indicative of a lack of long-term commitment to this critical area. 

More broadly, I echo some public comments made about the education budget. We are looking at a tiny increase 
in funding, so it begs the question: where are the hidden cuts being made to provide the funding for new 
programs and to cater adequately for the increase in student numbers? I certainly would like to have seen more 
money put into programs and also more staff to deal with students at educational risk. I am concerned that 
inroads have not been made in ensuring a substantial increase in the provision of resources in this area. We know 
that this is a growing challenge, particularly for public schools. There needs to be adequate funding, programs 
and staffing to ensure that students in challenging circumstances have every opportunity to receive a good 
education and to have a bright future. I recognise the unrealistic burden that is being placed on teachers who are 
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being left to deal with so many multiple and complex issues. It concerns me that they might be unable to perform 
their job of teaching in the classroom because they spend so much of their day trying to pick up the pieces from 
students who experience many behavioural issues. It is important also for the other students in the classroom that 
we allocate significant funding to address the issues experienced by these students who are at educational risk. I 
acknowledge that the minister has admitted that this is a massive challenge for the education department, yet we 
are still not seeing any significant improvements made to the core funding. Assisting students at educational risk 
includes increasing the number of school psychologists. We need more school psychologists, particularly in the 
hard-to-staff regional and remote areas. I note again that the minister has acknowledged this issue, yet we have 
seen only a tiny increase in the number of school psychologists in the past two years. Again, it is not enough; it 
is not keeping up with the challenges being faced within our public school system. 

We also need more school nurses and we need better assistance for students who require carers. I assure 
members that there are many students, particularly in remote schools, who suffer from foetal alcohol spectrum 
disorders, including foetal alcohol syndrome. These children already face many challenges in their lives, so 
without early and appropriate intervention, including support in the classroom, they will struggle to reach their 
potential. I realise that this is an extremely hard area to deal with, but it is all the more important that we do not 
allow these children to fall through the cracks and create generations of disadvantage, and that we make the 
principled budgetary decisions that are required to address this extremely complex area. 

I am also disappointed about the lack of system-wide support for those students who are same-sex attracted. I 
raised this issue briefly in estimates. I am aware from working with these students in the past that homophobia 
can be crippling for same-sex-attracted teenagers. We know that being gay or lesbian is an increased risk factor 
for teenage suicide. It is all the more important that we actively try to address discriminatory thinking and 
behaviours with as much vigour as we would use to try to tackle racism. It is not a great financial ask, as we have 
seen in other states, yet I note that it is still not being addressed.  

We also need more, not fewer, participation officers to help students in the transition to senior school and other 
pathways. I also share the concerns of many members in this and the other place about the current assault on 
rural and regional education, including the uncertainties surrounding the delivery of years 11 and 12 education in 
district high schools and the expected negative impact on schools following the transfer of costs for the Schools 
of Isolated Distance Education.  

I will move on to speak about child protection. I note that the Department for Child Protection has received 
increased funding in the budget, and this is great. However, I am worried that this funding is going 
disproportionately towards more field workers. Although we do need more field workers—many of them do an 
incredible job in often very trying and stressful circumstances—their work needs to be supported by the direction 
of adequate funding to effective programs to help those families at risk to be able to stay together. Child 
protection is not just about taking babies away from their mothers; it is about the government putting resources 
into strengthening families, helping them to work through issues so they can stay together, and into programs for 
reunification. I am not saying that there are not situations in which children need to be taken out of harmful 
situations; however, there is a great deal of scope for broadening the service delivery to invest more into 
supporting families in the first instance and identifying and assisting vulnerable and potential parents to a much 
greater extent.  

When it is absolutely necessary for children to be removed from their families, we need to look at how we can 
improve the circumstances for foster parents. I am not suggesting that we want to create a regime whereby 
people put their hands up to become foster parents because they want to make money, because that is not a good 
reason to foster children. I am aware that considerable financial imposts are placed on foster parents and also 
those grandparents who unexpectedly find themselves with the responsibility of raising their grandchildren. We 
need to do more to assist people in this situation because we also need to acknowledge that the children who end 
up in their care are, more often than not, deeply traumatised and in need of specialist services in order to have 
their very complex issues addressed. This requires money. It is incredibly important that we start giving some 
priority to these areas within our budget.  

In relation to children and youth, many members will have read the recent findings from the Education and 
Health Standing Committee report, “Invest Now or Pay Later: Securing the Future of Western Australia’s 
Children”. I would like to read findings 5 and 7. Finding 5 states — 

Western Australia’s performance is below the national average on a range of child health indicators. 
This includes a higher rate of teenage births; lower immunisation coverage; a greater proportion of 
children who are overweight or obese; fewer children achieving literacy and numeracy benchmarks; and 
greater proportions of children who are developmentally vulnerable on the language and cognitive 
domain, and the physical health and wellbeing domain of the Australian Early Development Index.  

Finding 7 states — 
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Despite significant population growth and increased demand, there has been a chronic failure to invest 
in Western Australian child community health services over the last two decades.  

Children in this state are not receiving the care and attention they deserve. Although I welcome the additional 
money allocated to alleviate what has become a horrendous waiting list for child development services—I was 
one of those parents when my youngest child got caught up with those two-year waiting lists—this is just not 
enough. I echo the calls from the Western Australian Council of Social Service and the Commissioner for 
Children and Young People for more urgent funding in this area. These are calls that the government should be 
taking seriously. I would have liked to have seen a commitment in the budget papers to establish an office or a 
commission of early childhood to coordinate investment in the very important early years, including a focus on 
Indigenous children. There is an obvious need but at the moment we are just not giving it appropriate focus.  

I also note that it is not only very young children who are neglected in this budget; youth are also, sadly, 
underacknowledged by this government. The main discussion in the budget on young people focuses on the 
implementation of the Department for Communities’ “Youth Plan 2009–11”. This plan is a one-page document 
that merely highlights some areas and projects that the department will tackle in the next two years. There are no 
clear or measurable objectives or targets in this plan. There is no indication in the budget or the plan of how 
much money will be allocated to each youth program or project or what the short-term focus will be. For 
example, a big issue in WA is youth homelessness. The 2006 study “Counting the homeless” showed that there 
are 13 391 homeless people in WA. Across Australia, 43 per cent of that total number of homeless people were 
under the age of 25. The budget mentions that the department will work with other agencies on youth 
homelessness, but how will this issue be addressed? The plan merely states that the department will provide 
advice on homelessness strategies. The young people of WA deserve a detailed and measurable youth plan to 
provide some clear strategy and progress on key youth issues in WA, such as youth homelessness.  

I would also like to take this opportunity to once again raise the issue of Redress WA. This scheme initially gave 
some hope to so many Western Australians who had suffered horrifically while in state care. It gave them some 
reason to hope that the government had not forgotten what had happened to them. Instead they have been hurt 
yet again by the state government. I have been so frustrated and saddened to hear time and again from Redress 
applicants who feel re-traumatised by their experience in seeking redress. Whether it was the reduction of the 
amount of maximum payment or the process that they had to go through, the scheme has left people with a sour 
taste in their mouths, once again feeling disappointed and let down. I was hoping that the improved economic 
outlook for the state and this budget with its surplus would provide a perfect opportunity for the government to 
reverse the terrible decision it made to cut funding to Redress WA. If a decision had been made to reverse the 
initial decision, the government would have demonstrated care and compassion for this group of very vulnerable 
people, a group of people who have been let down time and again. Although I am not necessarily surprised that 
the opportunity was taken, I live in hope and, hence, I am still very disappointed. 

I would like to say a few words about women specifically. Women are among the most economically vulnerable 
members of our population. I applaud the focus of the Women’s Advisory Council on women’s economic 
security and I look forward to hearing how the work of the council has led to robust, new government initiatives 
to address the root causes of this because we have not heard that yet. However, our dreadful gender pay gap, the 
worst in Australia, will not decrease until the community sector is funded realistically, as I mentioned earlier. 
The continued undervaluing of this sector impacts on us all. As I said, I am disappointed that this budget does 
not adequately increase funding for the community services sector so that we can reflect the true cost of 
delivering these services and help reduce the wage gap between the community services sector and comparable 
sectors. As a case in point, funding for refuges is not even keeping pace with the increases in the cost of living. I 
want to know how long the government expects people to keep working for these appallingly low wages, 
because refuges and other services in the community sector did not have the money to spare in the first place and 
now they are starting to receive less and less in real terms.  

I would like to make some comments about the environment. I have already noted that this budget demonstrates 
yet again that this government does not really care about the environment. That is without even talking about all 
the appalling legislation that is starting to come through this place. The funding provision in this budget to 
address pressing environmental issues is nothing short of appalling. There is no priority for the environment. 
There is no priority for real action on climate change. There is no attempt to reduce carbon emissions. There is 
no investment in renewable energy. There is no priority given in this budget to caring for and preserving our 
beautiful and important urban bushland or for taking proper care of the Swan River and our national parks.  

One of the things we should be doing in Perth is prioritising the care of our urban bushland. We should be 
cherishing it. We should be keeping it free from rubbish, weeds and dieback, and vandalism. We need money for 
fencing and for appropriate signage and maintenance of these areas. I note the Bush Forever legislation is finally 
in front of us, which is a step in the right direction, but I have a grave concern that we do not have the necessary 
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funding to back up the protection of this bushland. That will be the next very important step. I want to see more 
money go into the Swan River Trust. I want to see more money go into the Department of Environment and 
Conservation. We should be teaching our children and our communities to feel a sense of pride and ownership in 
our bushland and in what is beautiful about our natural environment in Perth. There is nothing in this budget that 
shows that this is a priority in any way for this government. There is also an appalling lack of funding for 
environmental protection and the regulation of industries to ensure that they do the right thing. It is abysmal. We 
see no positive leadership in this area of the budget.  

It is the same for the area of transport. Instead of leadership and vision, we have been given increases in public 
transport fares. The government is going in the wrong direction with a 17.8 per cent increase in some fare 
categories. We know that this will particularly hit the more vulnerable people who already rely solely on public 
transport and are on concession fares. As I mentioned earlier, these people are already doing it far too tough. We 
all need access to affordable and accessible transport regardless of age, location or economic status. We need a 
government that is willing to start investing in long-term and sustainable public transport networks. Instead of 
allocating $225 million to expand Great Eastern Highway, we should be investigating other more practical and 
sustainable ways to alleviate traffic on this route, and to facilitate easy access to our airports from the city. We 
had an opportunity, with that project alone, to look at the provision of some kind of light rail service. That has 
not even been looked at. It is very frustrating. Building more roads is not the way to fix city traffic congestion—
studies have shown that time and again. It is a brilliant way to simply attract more traffic. To quote one of my 
colleagues in the federal Parliament, Senator Scott Ludlam — 

… when public and active transport infrastructure is built—particularly cycleways, rapid bus and light 
rail—people are attracted to use the service and this improves the amenity of the area. Local economies 
pick up and business benefits. 

It is short-sighted to not look at improving our public transport networks on so many levels.  

I have another disappointment on the transport side. I will not go into too much detail about this. I am very 
concerned about the lack of real investment in the growing freight rail network. This lack of positive leadership 
and sustainability planning is also clearly evident in the water portfolio. Water is crucial to our state’s economic 
and environmental sustainability. We should be planning for the future, yet what is the Minister for Water doing? 
He has been removing references to “climate change” from departmental documents. He has been blithely 
ignoring the best science and independent public service advice that is demanding careful stewardship of 
resources. It is clear that the minister does not understand the seriousness that climate change poses for WA’s 
water future. This is a grave concern. We have some low-hanging fruit in the area of water to deal with serious 
water conservation measures. The amount of money that we would save far outweighs the sorts of costs that we 
are incurring by putting in more and more infrastructure such as desalination plants. It seems that, for a very 
small outlay, we would get a huge return in the areas of water conservation, yet we have seen no leadership on 
this front. I suspect this is coming more from the Minister for Water rather than his own department. I notice the 
Water Forever program advocates a much higher level of water conservation than we are being delivered. This 
will only become more important. I note that Perth was recently ranked by the Australian Conservation 
Foundation as the least sustainable of Australia’s 20 largest cities. Our abysmal performance in the “Sustainable 
Cities Index”, particularly in the water and transport categories, as well as in the general environmental 
performance category, should be a challenge to this government. We can be doing so much better and we should 
be doing so much better. I urge the government to start doing better. Instead, once again, I am disappointed.  

I would also like to talk about the provisions in the budget to improve occupational health and safety in WA. I 
have spoken about the safety of workers in this place many times. The safety of workers is so important. It 
should be a government priority, particularly if we are expecting increases in the mining and building and 
construction industries, which are notoriously dangerous industries. I am horrified that there is no increase in the 
budget for additional WorkSafe inspectors. It is unclear to me how the government can justify this decision. The 
fact is that on average a person is killed every 17 days in WA as a result of a traumatic work-related incident. In 
2008 and 2009 this equated to 21 work-related deaths in WA. Although I welcome the increase in the number of 
mines safety inspector positions, I was very concerned to hear that the additional 72 FTEs will not in fact be 
inspecting on-site mine safety but working in office jobs in Perth. WorkSafe statistics show that of the work-
related deaths in WA from 1988 to 2009, 30 per cent of those deaths were in the mining industry. Six of the 21 
work-related deaths in 2008 and 2009 were mining-related deaths. Why is the government not allocating mining 
safety officers where we need them, which is on the mine sites?  

I will take this opportunity to briefly reiterate some points I have made previously in this place about my deep 
sense of disquiet regarding the way royalties for regions funds are allocated. When I read the budget documents, 
I must admit I was concerned, and also slightly mystified, at the number of things that are being funded under 
the royalties for regions banner. It is true that there are many worthwhile things—for example, there is some 
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wonderful funding for education programs and also for parent support initiatives; however, the question I am 
asking is: should this not be normal core government expenditure? Too many things badged “royalties for 
regions” projects are, in essence, core areas of service delivery that have been chronically underfunded for some 
time. I have said before that the government’s first priority should be adequate front-line delivery of essential 
services. It is not doing this. Royalties for regions should not be used as a way to get around the significant cuts 
that have been made to areas of core service delivery. This budget perpetuates that.  

There has also been a sad lack of investment in my electorate, the East Metropolitan Region. Many people in my 
electorate could be characterised as battlers. When I spoke about families struggling, I was speaking for many of 
my constituents. The increase in household costs they are facing as a result of this budget is having a significant 
impact on them. I note that pensioners in Bullsbrook, which is the most northern suburb in my electorate, have 
also been unfairly neglected. Pensioners in Bullsbrook are not eligible to access royalties for regions funding, yet 
they have been denied many metropolitan services. Bullsbrook was not included in the expanded areas eligible to 
receive the Country Age Pension Fuel Card. I understand that supporting transport for pensioners is an important 
initiative. I am pleased with the high take-up rate of the free public transport hours for pensioners and the 
expansion of the Country Age Pension Fuel Card scheme. But I ask where the equity is, because places like 
Dawesville are included in the scheme, yet places with virtually no public transport, like Bullsbrook, are being 
left out. 

I was also disappointed to not see any indication in the budget papers that the government will prioritise the 
Swan Valley bypass. Certainly, those people who visit the area know that there is a clear and urgent need for the 
bypass to be built. It has been the focus of very many recent discussions in the area. Basically, the lack of this 
progress is killing the Swan Valley region. People want action. I acknowledge that the bypass will be built with 
federal funding, but the government needs to show some real direction, some leadership and some commitment 
to really getting the ball rolling on this one. We need to reduce the number of big trucks in the Swan Valley. 
They are having a significant impact on the safety of residents and also on the safety of tourists visiting the area. 
They are also having a detrimental impact on the tourism industry there. I have not seen anything in this budget 
to suggest that the government is committed to prioritising the progress of this much-needed bypass any time 
soon. 

There are so many other areas I could speak about. I have many views on what is happening with the budget 
around prisons, housing, disabilities funding and health generally. I am very concerned with the diabolical state 
of our arts funding and, as I said, the lack of progress for renewable energy, which I could probably talk about 
for quite some time. There is also training. I am very concerned about what is happening with the Forest 
Products Commission and the way in which it is managing its money. However, I am aware that my colleagues 
who primarily have carriage of these areas will be keen to talk more about them, so I hope that people will get 
the opportunity to hear the Greens’ concerns about these areas, and more.  

I conclude my comments on the budget by noting that I think this budget is a failure. It fails low-income earners; 
it fails workers; it fails the community sector; it fails women, children and young people; and it fails the 
environment. It is a budget that is reflecting the priorities of a government that does not care about the people 
and the environment of Western Australia. I think that we all deserve a lot better. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
 


