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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON Dr SALLY TALBOT (South West) [5.21 pm]: Before the break, I had just reached the point of describing 
what happened when the new Treasurer walked into his office in the second week of March after the catastrophic 
midyear financial review on Thursday, 22 December. The big challenge in front of him was then compounded out 
of all expectation by a cumulative reduction in expected revenue of about $5 billion. What a truly dreadful situation 
to be faced with. I can only say again that I note with enormous relief that about 85 per cent of our election 
commitments have been fully funded, which is a truly remarkable achievement. The other projects, of course, sit 
there in the forward estimates and planning stages. I was very pleased to note that at the end of question time 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan provided certainty to the Busselton–Margaret River Regional Airport project. I will 
remind members who are not so familiar with it that this project is the construction of a significant upgrade to 
Busselton airport with a view to servicing the Margaret River tourist region. As I have commented to the 
City of Busselton and the other local authorities that have been monitoring this project very closely—because, 
obviously, this is key to the building of regional infrastructure—we could ask for no better minister to drive 
a project of that kind and dimension to completion than Hon Alannah MacTiernan. Let us not forget that she was 
responsible for delivering the Perth–Mandurah railway debt-free and on time. I must say that my point is being 
very well received in the south west. I can assure my colleague that they are very relieved to know that 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan is in charge. I thank the member for that and for her ongoing commitment to the project. 

In response to the slight air of mystification that is being evinced by opposition members about what this budget 
is trying to do, I repeat the comments that were made last night by Hon Alannah MacTiernan in the context of this 
debate that very simply we are trying to control spending, which the Liberal–National coalition failed to do, 
certainly in the last half of its eight and a half years in government, if not for the whole time. We will control 
spending and we will balance income, revenue and expenditure, which this state has not seen for many years. 
There are no blunt instruments in this budget. If members doubt that, they should go back and look at the blunt 
instruments that were used for eight and a half years in this state. Look at the way that the coalition came back into 
this chamber over and again asking for billions of dollars more to pay for its commitments, not only for its trophies 
and status symbols, but also the wages bill of the state. 

Look at the number of times we had to look at legislation increasing payroll and land tax as we stumbled and 
staggered from crisis to crisis over the past few years. There are none of those blunt instruments in this budget 
document. This is hundreds and hundreds of pages of straightforward, open and transparent measures to control 
spending and to balance revenue with expenditure. We are not selling the furniture. We are not flogging off 
Western Power or any of the other utilities. If you like, that is one end of the blunt instrument spectrum. It is the 
end that certainly the conservatives were prepared to pursue if they had won the election. But as the Premier has 
pointed out a couple of times in his comments on the budget in the last six days, we are not closing schools. We 
are not closing hospitals or clinics. We are not withdrawing those services that Western Australians depend on 
every day. We are not withdrawing services for children. We are not shutting down schools or leaving children in 
substandard facilities because we have closed off funding. That is not happening. 

Indeed, members have seen an announcement in the last couple of days by the Minister for Education and Training, 
Hon Sue Ellery, that smaller high schools will have their funding boosted. This is an enormously significant thing 
for people who live outside the metropolitan area and in communities where people cannot afford to put their 
children into big private schools in Perth to get a decent education. I am very pleased to see that the fundamental 
delivery of services in the places where people live all around this state is going to continue, and I think that that is 
the economically responsible thing to do. It was a course that was always open to the conservatives in government, 
but they chose not to take it because they clearly thought that they could bluff their way through things. 

I am sorry that some projects have been put on hold for the time being. We had an excellent proposal in Denmark 
for a water recycling scheme. Some money had already been spent on doing the foundation studies and because 
the pause button has been pressed on this project, a number of people will be disappointed. I would love to have 
been in the position, as one of the local members, to have gone out and announced that the full $15 million was 
going to be available. I would love to have gone to William Bay and talked about upgrading facilities at 
William Bay and said that it was all going ahead. However, this cannot happen in the current climate. We are 
putting education assistants back into schools. We are improving the delivery of health services throughout our 
communities in the south west. Unfortunately, because we have to operate in these economically constrained 
circumstances, we have had to choose to put some things on hold. I stand here as the local member who will fight 
tooth and nail to get the funding for these important projects in our local communities, and I say that the Labor 
government has made the right decision. We will wait for these projects. We will complete the business cases and 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 13 September 2017] 

 p3901b-3909a 
Hon Dr Sally Talbot; Hon Diane Evers 

 [2] 

continue to ensure that people are ready to deliver on these important projects. We will wait for the time when the 
budget has recovered sufficiently to put the money back into those areas within which people wish it to be spent. 
What is the government doing? In the Bunbury area, we have more than $34 million for the Bunbury waterfront. 
We have $3 million worth of upgrades to Halifax Business Park. We have invested in upgrading the rail service to 
Bunbury and Australind and we will start some important work on the port. Anybody who knows the area around 
the passenger terminal will know that it is hardly up to standard as an international tourist destination. But all that 
work will start under the McGowan government.  

We have allocated money for further work on the Bunbury Outer Ring Road, investment in education and training, 
and, very significantly, $18.5 million for the regional enforcement unit to increase traffic enforcement on country 
roads. Country roads will become safer because of this prioritising of spending, and that is very, very important to 
people living in the south west. A number of local projects ranging from $8 million for the new police station at 
Capel—I am delighted it is fully funded, because it will substantially change and improve the lives of people in the 
local community around Capel—to a number of other smaller projects will go a long way towards making small, 
but significant, improvements to the sporting and community facilities available to people in the Bunbury area. 

Collie is another area where I do a lot of work and have worked with the community to make improvements. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas went into some detail about Collie. I really hope that over the next four years we can 
establish, if not a bipartisan approach to this issue, at least a collaborative relationship, because the Collie 
community needs us to work together; the Collie community does not need us to draw lines around our 
battlegrounds and slug it out about how Collie will transition to the future. We have come such a long way. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas referred to the 2001 Gallop Labor government. The Minister for State Development at the 
time, Hon Clive Brown, did some very significant work under the heading “The Western Australian Coal Future 
Strategy”. It was a redevelopment scheme and industry support program that included community facilities. That 
2001 strategy was called coal futures and we now have a new Labor government with a program called the Collie 
futures fund. Significant dollars will be spent here, because this government understands that there is significant 
work to be done in this area. This scheme is about not only retraining people and providing them with the jobs of 
the future, but also making sure that individual workers facing an immediate future that is extremely insecure 
financially — 

[Quorum formed.] 

Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr Acting President. 

Things in Collie have changed. We will put in place arrangements, talk to the right people and engage the right 
people to work on projects that we need so desperately to transform Collie’s economy. This is not a detached, 
decontextualised pot of money that will go to nebulous projects that are supposed to create jobs, traineeships and 
apprenticeships into the future; this is about providing real opportunities. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Mr Acting President. 

I have talked about Collie and Bunbury, but all around the state we will have significant investment into regional 
Western Australia. Hon Alannah MacTiernan talked about this last night. I know that the National Party will never 
walk away from its mantra about royalties for regions. Hon Dr Steve Thomas made a very interesting comment 
about taking a bumper sticker, a campaign slogan, and turning it into government policy. Let me talk about 
a couple of the facts of life as far as the National Party goes. The first fact of life is that the National Party will 
never win government in its own right. The National Party came up with an idea for a branding program that was, 
obviously, immensely popular. I take my hat off to the National Party. I have worked in politics long enough to 
recognise and acknowledge a good idea when I see one. Royalties for regions was a very good idea and it worked 
because people understood what it meant to have a government focused on identifying spending that went to 
the regions. I would argue, I think with a fair degree of justification, that what Labor did in office between 
2001 to 2008 delivered very significantly to the regions, and that the quantum difference between 2001–2008 and 
2008–2017 was not of the magnitude that the National Party would like us to believe. The clever part of the 
royalties for regions program is having a statutory quarantining of that money so that it is easily identifiable. We 
recognised the merits of that scheme when it was first put to us in 2008, and I think that it is probably fair to say 
that in a very meaningful sense we now have a royalties for regions program in Western Australia that will never 
disappear. The demonstration of that fact is in this budget, because this budget makes not one amendment to the 
legislation that controls royalties for regions spending. Not a word of existing law that mandates that expenditure 
for regional Western Australia will be changed. The McGowan Labor government is as committed to royalties for 
regions and the legislation that enshrined that program for the state as the National Party—that is the reality. 

What are the differences? The difference is that the focus for the Labor Party will always be on job creation and job 
security, training and apprenticeships, and building the infrastructure that keeps the lifeblood coursing through 
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regional communities. That is what we have done with these programs. I defy any member to go to a constituent in 
a regional area and ask them whether they think it is wrong to prioritise royalties for regions spending to schools, 
on health care or on the patient assisted travel scheme et cetera. I defy members to come up with somebody who 
will say that that is the wrong thing to do and that they would rather have a fresh coat of paint on their golf clubhouse. 
They will not say that because they want spending on those services and resources. We may be able to get back to 
a time when there is some wriggle room in the budget and we can start to talk about extra money for the coats of 
paint and the kind of project that is not integral to the delivery of services that involve health and education. 

I am very proud to see Labor’s plan to focus royalties for regions on those things that matter so very much to 
people. As I am constantly explaining to my metropolitan colleagues, people who live in the regions—I am not 
talking about remote communities but places such as Albany, Bunbury, Mandurah and the smaller centres too, 
such as Denmark, Capel and Collie—and have a child who needs some kind of medical intervention, whether it is 
the services of a speech therapist or something more acute in the medical sense, have to change their life in a way 
that they would not have to if they lived in Joondalup or even Rockingham. If I have a child who needs an 
appointment with a Perth specialist, say, at midday on a Wednesday on a school day and I live in Joondalup, I can 
leave work at perhaps 11, pick up my child, take them to the appointment, deliver them back to school by one and 
be back at work after lunch. If I live in a regional community, I have to take the day off and I might even have to 
take two days off because if the appointment is at the wrong time of day, I might have to come to Perth the day 
before or I might have to stay the night after the appointment. They are the fundamentals of life outside the 
metropolitan area. That is why the more we are able to deliver those services to people within a reasonable distance 
of their place of residence, work and schools, the better things will be for us. I think that is exactly what royalties 
for regions should have been doing for the last eight years. It has gone some way towards doing that. 

We should not let the National Party tell us that royalties for regions money did not go into schools because of 
course it did. It funded all the capital expenditure elements of the transition of year 7s into high school. It was all 
paid for by royalties for regions money. So much royalties for regions money was going into schools that I saw 
principals with their heads in their hands saying, “We’re not sure how we’re going to spend all this money. We 
didn’t know that we were going to get all this.” I have seen it. I am not going to name the school. I promise 
honourable members that that is literally what I have seen. We should not let the National Party tell us that this is 
a fundamental change in the way royalties for regions is being spent because it is not true. We will spend every 
cent—every cent is precious for this state at this time of our economic cycle—whilst ensuring that jobs are created, 
young people leaving school are given opportunities, people can access services for their children, and decent 
health care is available for people who are unwell or elderly and need social support. Every cent of royalties for 
regions will go towards providing those services and those resources. I am very proud of that fact and very pleased 
to see such prominence given to those ideas in this budget. 

Given that members of the Liberal Party and, indeed, the National Party are not jumping to their feet to have their 
say on this budget, I looked at their website to see what they are doing. Do they not have anything to say about 
this at all or are they going to sit there and maybe come back in a month, by which time they may have something 
to say? I looked at the website and found a one-page press release headed “Household Fees and Charges Increase 
by more than $1000”. This is dated 10 September so we can assume that this is post-budget. It is a one-page press 
release that states that fees and charges have gone up, driven by a 30 per cent increase in power charges and an 
18 per cent increase in water charges. 

As Hon Adele Farina and I pointed out during the speech given by the Liberal Party member before I spoke when 
he referred to household fees and charges going up in July, they were the Liberal–National coalition government’s 
fees and charges that were already mandated in the budget. There was no sense in which they walked away from 
those elements of the forward estimates. If they got up in this place in May and said in July, a year later, that there 
were going to be increases in fees and charges, those increases went ahead. I found that one page on the website. 
It is in very large type too. Somebody obviously went up to about 16 point in order to fill the page. 

I then went to other press releases on the Liberal Party website and found things like “Labor fails to rule out 
increase in gold royalty” and “KPIs for McGowan’s First Budget”. That was about a week pre-budget. Sometime 
in August the Liberal Party appointed a new state director. Back in August there was something about Bill Shorten. 
I kept going back in time looking for something that would help me work out what the Liberals think about this 
budget. I found something titled “Swan Valley Branch: Members Christmas Party”, which is at 4.30 on 
24 November. They are going to play shotgun supa golf—72 of them. That was more interesting to me than any 
of the non-commentary on the budget. On 24 November 2017, members can play shotgun supa golf with the 
Liberal Party at the Swan Valley Oasis Resort. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: What is that? 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: I have no idea what it is but it sounds like fun. Maybe we should pop along and have 
a look at that. 
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Hon Alanna Clohesy: A different idea of fun. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Yes, it is a different idea of fun. 
Liberal Party members have had something to do with the internet since the election because they tried to set up 
a website. In fact, it is still there. The Liberal Party has created a website that contains information for 
whistleblowers. It is hard to get to this site because, thankfully, various defenders of the public interest in Australia 
have managed to set up some blocks that appear before we get to that website to warn people that none of the 
information on the website is secure. Because it goes through several foreign routers to get back to the Liberal Party 
in WA, it may be corrupted on the way and taken out of Australia by people. It is quite hard to get to this website. 
However, I persevered and managed to get there. This website states — 

Are you aware of any Western Australian public officers, including Government Ministers or Members 
of Parliament: 

• Acting corruptly or failing to act in the course of their duties 
• Corruptly taking advantage of their position for personal gain 

This is a direct pitch for people to blow the whistle. There are about 10 dot points here, stating things like — 
• Any politicisation of the public sector 
• Broken election promises 
• Any other issues that you consider relevant and in the public interest 

Then please ACT NOW by filling out the form below. 
All correspondence is kept secure using encryption technology, and will be kept 100% confidential. 

That is not true. This is an act of either absolute incompetence or irresponsibility. In trying this stunt, the 
Liberal Party has set up a system that is effectively bypassing the reporting of corruption in Western Australia. 
How incompetent can it be! This is an appalling thing for a party that was trying to get itself re-elected as recently 
as six months ago to get involved in. This is a grubby little exercise that not only reflects badly on the people who 
have held government in this state for eight years, but also is a real peril for Western Australians who might be in 
the position whereby they need to report some kind of corrupt behaviour. Clearly, we have a mechanism in 
Western Australia—a mechanism set up by the Gallop Labor government for dealing with these kinds of things. 
To try to harvest that information—to bypass the CCC—is absolutely scurrilous. It cannot be supported in any 
shape or form. Every single member of the Liberal Party deserves to be condemned for letting this go ahead. 
Unless members think that I am making this up, there is some very detailed commentary by David Glance, who 
knows exactly what he is talking about because he is the director of the Centre for Software Practice at the 
University of Western Australia. He states — 

The Western Australian Liberal Party has created a website … encouraging whistleblowers to report on 
state public officers, government ministers and members of Parliament. 
The site has already been reported to the State Solicitor’s Office for potentially being illegal … for 
encouraging public servants to report wrongdoing to the WA Liberal Opposition Leader Mike Nahan 
instead of reporting it to the proper authorities.  

I know that there are members of the Liberal Party who are exquisitely embarrassed by this, and so they should 
be. They should be standing up in their party room saying, “Do we ever want to be able to hold up our heads in 
this state again? Because, if we do this, it is exactly the wrong way to go about it.” David Glance continues — 

Leaving aside the legality of the site and the advice it is giving potential whistleblowers, the most serious 
problem it has is that it has been set up with no attention paid to the anonymity and security of the people 
using it. 
The website uses an email form submission for whistleblowers that claims that it is “100% confidential”, 
despite the fact that the form forces the user to put in an email address and suggests that they also give 
their name. 

Although the site now enforces the use of an encrypted https address (it didn’t when first launched), 
access to the site can still be noticed and recorded by employers. 
Information submitted via the email form is sent in plain text and will be stored in the email inbox of the 
Opposition Leader and anyone else that has access to that email. Because access is not anonymised, 
employers could be watching for anyone accessing the site, putting employees at risk of exposure, 
potentially without the protection of the Public Interest Disclosure Act legislation. 

In fact, the site gets an F for security from Mozilla’s Observatory security scanning site. Also problematic 
is the fact that the site uses Cloudflare, which means that users may be accessing a copy of the site hosted 
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anywhere in the world. In other words, information submitted through the form could leave Australia, 
potentially making it more easily accessible to foreign governments and agencies. 

This is so incompetent that members opposite should be hanging their heads in shame about this. The Labor Party 
has set up a completely legitimate, transparent inquiry into the former government’s spending on major projects. 
This has been done with the cooperation of the public sector. Every part of the inquiry is legitimate, yet members 
of the Liberal Party are running around saying, “This is unfair! We shouldn’t have to front these inquiries. Why 
don’t you just get on with governing and stop looking at the past?” These same people set up a website to 
essentially entrap Western Australians. Members opposite should hang their heads in shame, go home, do some 
work on the budget, and come back into this place to discuss what really matters to this state. 

HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [5.52 pm]: I appreciate the opportunity to speak on the budget. I have had 
a good look at it and I have to say, like I have said in the past, so much for a change of government. This budget 
looks very similar to what we have had in the past. We are arguing some of the same things and, other than 
switching sides, it looks like it could be from either party. 

One thing I find interesting is that we seem to run budgets based on election promises. Election promises, to me, 
do not seem to be the best way to determine our priorities. It seems to be accepted that it is common practice. We 
have now put these election promises out there and we are spending up big on assets again. It seems that when 
a new government comes in and spends on election promises, it is bagged for doing that, but if it does not match 
those promises, it will be bagged for doing that too. I think I am working it out; it is kind of like a very slow game 
of ping-pong. We listen to one side, then to the other side. I am getting it; I am understanding it. I will see how 
I fit into this picture. It is very interesting being on the crossbench and watching it because if I get the opportunity 
to be here for eight or 12 years, the parties will switch—they may even switch again—but it will still be the same 
game with the same things being argued, but on opposite sides. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: This is the pinging side on this side. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: Ping and pong—got it. 

Hon Darren West: They’re pongs over there. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: All right. We have made election promises but it is interesting that we have still ended up 
with a budget deficit of $2.3 billion. I acknowledge that we are in a tough place. We have a lot of debt and a lot of 
promises have been made. A lot of assets are already being processed; the work-in-process side of this budget was 
quite strong. It is good to see that there is an intention to get the $2.3 billion out to $1.3 billion in surplus within 
the next four years but I wonder, when our expectations for the assets we are going to create—the infrastructure 
spending—that it is only set today. My guess is that next year, we will need a few more infrastructure items and 
the year after that, a few more. That will push the budget further and further out, but that is in the future, so we 
will see. We are now aiming for $43.8 billion of net debt in another four years, in 2020–21, and if anyone in here 
can do a little bit of mathematics, even at three per cent on that $43 billion—even on $40 billion, if we do not get 
that far—it is still $1.2 billion a year in interest. If, as Hon Dr Sally Talbot said, the Liberal government had been 
able to keep debt down to $20 billion, we would have half that money, or $600 million more, to spend on the 
services that we think are important. We just seem to keep on this never-ending trail into further and further debt. 
I sometimes feel like our only option to get out of it is hope, but I will get to that shortly. 

I notice that of the $6 billion we are spending this year—another $5 billion to $6 billion over the next three years 
is already planned—40 per cent will be spent on transport. The funding for roads trails off. It is at $1.5 billion next 
year and it trails off to just half a billion dollars by the fourth year but, as I said, we will probably find other roads 
that must be created during that time. That worries me. Although I know that each road is important to the people 
who travel on it, it may not address the underlying issues, including: Do our departments talk to each other? Will 
we get some collaborative governance happening with our roads, public transport, planning and even health? Or 
are we just going out there and patching up one part of the road system without realising what it will do to another 
part just down the road? We have to look at it as a whole system. There has to be a holistic way of looking at it. 
I know we are kind of hamstrung with the things that we need to provide and the infrastructure we need to create 
but I am really looking for some revolutionary ideas over these next six months before we start the next budget for 
2018–19. We really need to turn things around because, as it is, our only hope is hope. Our only hope is that the 
Australian dollar drops, the iron ore price increases and interest rates stay low. That is great but I would like a little 
more assurance than that. 
I have an idea that I think we should look at. I looked at the budget for public transport and we get $200 million 
in income from public transport, which is only about 13 per cent of the entire budget. Just imagine if we made 
public transport free. We would lose $200 million but what else would happen? More people would use public 
transport. We would create more services if it were free—we would have to purchase more trains and we could 
build the buses here. There would be fewer costs of ticket collection because people could just get on public 
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transport and we would not have to worry about all that. There would be many fewer people on the roads, meaning 
we would not have to create more roads to deal with increased congestion. There would be less policing for traffic 
offences and we would have fewer crashes and fewer hospital admissions. We would have a greater need for bike 
transport and more facilities for that so people could ride their bikes to the train, then take them into the city. There 
would be a greater need for parking stations outside the city at the major centres where public transport starts but, 
of course, we would need less parking in the city because people would finally find it more reasonable to ride 
public transport. There would be less congestion, less pollution and less carbon dioxide. It is just a thought but, to 
me, it seems worth considering. Are we just tinkering around the edges, trying to hold down costs in one area and 
trying not to spend too much, putting bandaids on things, or could we really change the way that we do things, 
really shake it up and see whether there is another way? 

I noticed in the budget and in the Treasurer’s budget speech the $3.5 billion of budget repair measures. After I thought 
about it, I realised it is just $3.5 billion that we could have spent, but we did not. It is not really repairing much. I am 
glad we did not spend it, because of course then we would be much further in debt and have a much greater deficit. 
It is just words. I want to cut through all the words and get to the meaning of what is in the budget papers. What I see 
is a budget that is pulling back on the spending and doling out the gifts for the election commitments, but it is still 
continuing with the status quo to a large extent, and that is what I would like to see change. 

I have said that we rely on hope. Unfortunately, it seems as though the Australian dollar will stay strong for a while. 
I am not sure why we expect the price of iron ore to go up to the dizzying heights we had in 2013. It has been 
about $50 to $60 for about three or four decades. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Try six or seven decades. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: Exactly. I know the price is a bit higher now and that is great, but I am not certain that it is 
a great idea to think it will go up from here. 

I would like to take a holistic view. We are lucky that this state is filled with so many resources. We have endless 
opportunities to sell those resources, but because we have that ability and those resources, we are dependent on 
them. Imagine if we did not have those resources; where would we be? I think we would be stuffed, because 
a significant portion of our revenue comes from the royalties we earn, and I will get to that later. I believe we 
should be getting more in royalties, but I also think that we are complacent because we have those royalties to rely 
on. We need to shake things up. We need to try to get other industries to come to Western Australia. We need to 
build what we have here. We should not be reliant just on resources. Saudi Arabia is reliant on its unlimited oil. It 
has not had to think about anything; it is still using oil as though it were the 1970s. It is like us with coal. The 
federal government still thinks that coal is the future. Where has it been? I do not know how deep its head must be 
in the sand, but coal is not our future and the sooner we plan to move on from it, the better. I am pleased that there 
is something in the budget for Collie, because Collie will be a bit of a test case. Can we manage to move on from 
a reliance on coal and find other things for that community to do? 

Meanwhile, the world moves on, while in WA we rearrange agencies and departments. Maybe something good 
will come of it, but I will wait and see. It seems that we are just moving the pieces on the table. While we do that, 
Victoria has introduced its own climate change act and New South Wales has introduced a container deposit 
scheme. I am glad that plastic bags will be banned in WA next July. South Australia is aiming at using 100 per cent 
renewable energy. It is not just governments. Major companies also are preparing for changes. Walmart and 
Goldman Sachs have already set deadlines for using 100 per cent renewable energy. Microsoft and Marks and 
Spencer are already using 100 per cent renewable energy. Interestingly, Citigroup has released research stating 
that by limiting temperature increases, gross domestic product loss through climate change could be reduced by 
$50 trillion. It is probably talking about the world, but it is interesting. Another thing about climate change is that 
every time another disaster happens, it raises our GDP. All those reconstruction costs make it look as though we 
are doing really well. This is just a side knock that I will address some other time, but GDP is a very poor 
measurement of how well we are doing when we think of the number of factors that are included in it. A crash on 
the freeway increases our GDP. It makes absolutely no sense to say, “Gee, Western Australia is doing much better; 
it has had so many extra crashes this year.” It does not work. It is not a good statistic to use. 
I noticed that there is very little mention of climate change in the budget papers. The budget papers state five times 
that we are in a drying climate, and that is pretty much under the division for the Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation. Yes, we are in a drying climate but there is more to it. The budget papers also mention 
a marine heatwave that killed a lot of sea creatures, so that is the sixth mention. There is one mention of climate 
variability. I do not know how many members were paying attention about 15 years ago, but when I worked at 
South Coast Natural Resource Management in Albany, we worked in the same office as staff from the 
Department of Agriculture and Food and they were not allowed to say climate change; they had to say climate 
variability. That is lovely; it is a nice term, but I hope we do not still have that attitude. We have to address, and 
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then take steps to manage or mitigate, the effects of climate change. I do not care whether it is caused by humans; 
it is happening and we need to do something. It is going to affect us and we need to address it. 

One of the things that I heard 10 or 15 years ago, and we are still hearing it, is that we will see stronger and more 
frequent storms. They are happening all around the world and we need to address that. Hurricane Harvey in Texas 
was called a one-in-500-year storm. I know that Albany has had about three one-in-100-year storms in the last 
10 years or so, and I thought that was pretty impressive. But this was a one-in-500-year storm. That was not 
supposed to happen. We do not have anything in our planning regulations to plan for one-in-500-year storms, yet 
they will affect us. We will have to manage the effects of those storms and do something about them. 

This past winter has been the hottest winter ever recorded in Australia, with temperatures nearly two degrees above 
the average. It is nice and lovely not to have to wear the winter coat so often, but it is changing fast and we will 
need to address that. Here is one way to address it that I am sure we would never have come up with because we 
just do not think that far ahead. California is trialling a road paint; it is painting its roads a lighter colour so that 
they reflect more of the heat. I hope we do not get to that point, because that seems completely unsustainable. 
Imagine painting our roads just so they reflect more heat. Wow! Yet trees are still being cut down here. The 
temperatures in a number of different suburbs in Perth were measured and it was found that there was a seven to 
12-degree difference on any single day between the temperatures in older suburbs and those in the newer suburbs, 
because the older suburbs have trees and lawns. Duh! Somebody wake up. If it is that simple to keep the 
temperatures cooler, why are we cutting down more and more trees, bush and reserves? Now is the time to change 
that and start planting trees. We need to cool the city. We need to cool the planet. If we do not start, it will be more 
and more expensive and more and more deadly for us. But I am talking about the budget, so I will keep to the 
money side of things. 

There is habitat change. I do not know how many members would have heard about a great study on the 
Stirling Range. There are very old, quite different habitats from one mountain top to another. As the temperature 
rises, all the fauna that need it to be a little bit cooler move up higher until the ones at the top have absolutely 
nowhere to go. These are completely separate ecosystems. At one time there was water around there and they were 
islands. As the temperature rises, the ones at the top die and become extinct. It may not be really significant, but 
I think every one of them is significant. Every one of those plants has the potential to provide us with the medicines 
we will need in the future. They have the potential to provide us with the DNA to keep that one going. We just do 
not know what they are. I feel it is morally and ethically wrong to allow extinctions to happen. I would like to say, 
“Not on my watch”, but it is happening more than ever. 

The other issue that I should get everyone’s attention on is fires. First of all, I will give a little update on my 
brother’s home. I spoke about this last week. The fire is now less than 1 500 metres from his house. More than 
three million acres are burning across the western United States. The fire is 15 per cent contained, so they have 
started. But people are just starting to talk about when winter comes—and it is September! When winter comes, 
then the fire will be put out. He is just one in three million acres. We can just imagine how many people are 
affected by this. It is deadly, and it could happen here. I notice that the fire control budget for the Department of 
Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions is the same amount as last year for addressing bushfires, but that was 
half of the amount for the year before. Did we have a worse year for wildfires two years ago than we had last year? 
If we have a bad year, that figure will change remarkably. It will just be coming out of somewhere, and I do not 
know where. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: There is a fair degree of fire management funding coming in through royalties for regions, 
so make sure you check that cross-subsidy. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: I will do. I am pleased to hear that, because we will need it. We are tiptoeing around the 
edges. We have to look at it. Our efficiency indicator for that budget was dollars per hectare. That means, if we 
get in there, just let the fire burn. I know that some people like doing that, but I have to say, speaking from the 
Greens side of things, burning everything in sight is not the best answer to bushfire. Management and preparation 
are involved. We need to do all sorts of things, and we need to look at it really fast. There are people around here 
who know more about this than I do. We need to be putting in the money, because addressing it after it has 
happened is too late. 

One thing I found while looking at information about the GST, although it is sort of a side issue, is that $15 million 
of federal funding was allowed for fire mitigation efforts, including $1.5 million for a study into the manual 
reduction of the fuel load. This study was taken up by New South Wales. With that $1.5 million it engaged the 
University of Queensland, and chose three places around the country, including the south west. That study is 
supposed to be finished sometime this month, maybe next month. I have not heard any more on it, but it will be 
interesting to see whether manual reduction of fuel loads will be the way to manage the fuel load around town sites 
and home sites. We really need to get in there soon and do something to fix that. 
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Another issue with climate change coming on is energy. We already know about the heavy use of air conditioners 
at peak times of the day. Ten years or so ago a study was done in a couple of suburbs in Perth, in which people 
were asked whether a device could be installed on their air conditioners that would turn them off for a couple of 
minutes every 20 minutes or so. People were told they could set it to whatever temperature they wanted, but every 
now and then it would turn off for a couple of minutes and then come back on again. When they went back to the 
people and asked how it went, they did not notice. It did not make a difference, because the temperature might 
start rising a bit, and then the air conditioning would come back on and everything was okay. If we took all the air 
conditioners in Perth, and turned just 10 per cent of them off for six minutes every hour, that would reduce the 
total load by 10 per cent. That is a simple thing to do. 
Hon Robin Scott: Have those figures been proved? 
Hon DIANE EVERS: The study was done 10 years ago. I do not have the results of it to hand, but it can be done. 
We have got to look at new ways of doing this. 
Hon Colin Tincknell: It seems like we are going to use more and more and more energy. That is reality, so we 
have to face reality too. Your argument is strong, but we need to look at that. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: Absolutely. I will be going right into that too, because our energy consumption is going to 
go up. I will just jump ahead to this because I really want to say it. One of the things that is happening is that the 
member might have heard that France and—who else?—has said that it is going to go to all-electric vehicles by 
2030. China has just said it is going to. Countries around the world are saying they are pulling out of fossil fuel 
vehicle transport. We are going to be using a lot more electrical energy. We will be using batteries, storing energy 
and creating it. We will need to get the energy from renewable sources. We have to move away from fossil fuels, 
unless we want to see the temperature rise even further. But we have endless amounts of renewables. 
Hon Robin Scott: Would you agree that we have to add nuclear into that mix? 
Hon DIANE EVERS: I will get to that one as well. Yes, there will be plenty more energy. I mentioned the health 
effects of climate change. Of course, heatstroke will be a terrible one. Every year we hear about it happening in 
Europe. We get it here, but we do not have quite the density of population, or the same living circumstances. 
Heatstroke is going to be a real problem. 
Hon Robin Scott: Just turn the air conditioner on. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: Good one! 
Disease can spread much more easily when we have warmer temperatures. The bugs love it. We are going to have 
health issues, and the demand on our system will become greater. People will not be able to get out of their houses 
because it is too hot. Phoenix, Arizona, has just had a record number of six days above 45 degrees Celsius, in one 
summer. I do not think that we would be prepared for it. 
As the world adapts, we can continue denying human influence, but we have to change. We have to do what we 
can, whether it be planting trees or consuming less stuff, every time we purchase something. I try very hard not to 
buy any plastic, and yet every week I have at least a bag full of plastic rubbish. We can try all we like, but we are 
not going to be able to get away from it. It would be interesting to have a look at our rubbish one week and see 
how much we purchased in the previous week or two weeks. We are consuming more than we need. Travelling 
less is an easy one. It is another no-brainer. We all do it, but do we need to? If everybody just cut back a bit, and 
used public transport rather than their own vehicle, that would be something. We have to stop burning fossil fuels. 
They are killing us. I do not want to be one of the generation that says, “I told you so.” I think Hon Colin Holt 
mentioned that he was one of the baby boomers. I often like to think of myself as having missed the baby boom. 
I was right at the tail end of it, in my books, and I am kind of pleased, because those baby boomers were out there 
using it up as fast as they could. That will be the generation that is held responsible, years from now, because we 
knew it; we had the answers, and we did not do a thing about it. 
It is not that we need more roads; we need fewer cars. We do not need more hospitals; we need fewer sick people. 
We do not need more prisons; we need better care for the people. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: Ageing baby boomers will need hospitals. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: Unless we can keep them healthy—eating right, going to the gym, going for a walk each 
day. I am working on it myself. I said that we do not need prisons, we need better care for people. Our prison 
population, I think, from the figures I saw, has doubled in the last 10 years. Has anybody asked why? 
Hon Charles Smith: They keep breaking the law. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: Why were they not breaking it 10 years ago? How come there were half as many? 
Hon Charles Smith: There are more people in Perth. 
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Hon DIANE EVERS: We do not have twice as many people. Our population has not doubled in 
Western Australia, but our prison population has. What are we doing wrong? This is what we need. 
We need a shake-up. We know that water is becoming a scarce resource, but we do not need desalination. We will 
use it, but we have to look at other things. We have to look at where the water is going. Is it evaporating? Is it 
being used for mining and becoming so toxic we cannot use it? We need to conserve what we have. Large users 
of water need to find ways of managing it better, so that we are not just evaporating it. There are ways. I can be 
laughed at; I have no trouble with that. I want to wake up people because if people are laughing at me, the chances 
are that they are a little concerned about their own view and they know deep down that maybe they have been 
closed minded for a while and maybe we should try something new and discuss the issues rather than putting 
bandaids on things. Maybe we can move on and try to see whether we can fix something rather than keeping it as 
it is because, “It’s working for me so maybe that’s okay.” I do not think that is good enough. I came here to make 
a difference and I hope everyone else here did. I hope we are not here just because it is a place to be because it is 
a nice, cushy job. That is not my intent. I want to change things. 

Hon Michael Mischin: This is not a cushy job. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: Good, I am pleased no-one thinks of it that way. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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