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LAND TAX AMENDMENT BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 August. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.10 pm]: It seems to be 
a lifetime since I started my comments on this piece of legislation, and I think I got to only the warm-up phase. 
I remind members that I had been quoting from an email that was sent to me by a constituent who has serious 
concerns about the impact of this proposed increase in land tax on not just their business but other businesses 
because of the flow-on costs that will be applied. Given that it has been some time since we dealt with this bill, it 
is important that these types of views are reflected in the debate. I appreciate that this constituent has followed 
through and provided me with this information. They have been pursuing this matter through the appropriate 
channels in government but they have not had any type of response that provides them with any comfort about 
how they can better manage this. The email says that given that this is the third increase in land tax over a couple 
of years, they are looking at $483 a month that will be added to their rent for the property they are leasing to run 
their business. Many small businesses will struggle to find the additional revenue to meet these increases in land 
tax, and they may determine to cut back on other aspects of their business, such as staffing. That is a concern for 
many employers in the small business sector across the state.  

What I was getting to when I raised these issues a couple of weeks ago is that although this government purports 
to be the great champion of small business, it has a track record of putting in place a range of negative measures 
that have a significant impact on small business. We have seen from this government increases in land tax, the 
deferral of the changes to payroll tax thresholds, the deferral of the deletion of duties tax on intellectual property, 
and the removal of training vouchers. We have also seen the closure of business centres in rural and regional 
areas. In Kalgoorlie and Karratha, the consumer protection division in the Department of Commerce has offices 
that also provide advice to small businesses. Those offices were proposed to be closed. However, my colleague 
Hon Stephen Dawson has been very active in his electorate in supporting the continued operation of those 
offices, and fortunately they have been saved. Therefore, although the government says it is a great champion of 
small business, in reality the government has not delivered and is actually making it harder for small business to 
survive. The bill that we are dealing with today is another example of that. It is not what we say; it is how we 
deliver. This government is not delivering for small business. It is making it tougher for small business. 

I note from the second reading speech that it is anticipated that the new land tax scales will be reflected in the 
2015–16 assessment notices, which will be issued from late September this year. Therefore, I imagine that the 
government has an appetite to have this bill passed fairly quickly. I am not sure how long that will take or what 
the impact will be if this bill is not passed by September of this year. Perhaps the minister will advise us of that. 

I now want to spend a bit of time giving some background on land tax. I am sure that members who have not had 
the opportunity to read this bill or to participate in any of the debates that we have over the past few years around 
these ever-increasing state taxes may not have read some of the very useful documents that the state government 
has put out. One of those documents is titled “Overview of State Taxes and Royalties 2014–15”. That is a useful 
tome for members to read, if they have a spare moment and an interest, to find out which types of properties are 
exempt from the payment of land tax and which are not. That document states that land tax is an annual tax 
based on the aggregated taxable value of all taxable property or land held in the same ownership, excluding 
exempt land, as at midnight on 30 June—so, it is a specific period of time. It states also that land tax is based on 
the unimproved value of all land in Western Australia that is not exempt land. I will go through those details 
later. This is the third piece of legislation that we have had in this place—in fact, the second bill in a couple of 
months—to seek increases in state taxes. This particular bill also introduces a new tier; namely, a flat minimum 
land tax rate of $300 for all taxpayers who hold land with a taxable value of between $300 000 and $420 000. 
That new land tax scale will be introduced as of this year.  

This measure, which was announced in the state budget, was, to use the government’s words, “in response to the 
challenging economic and fiscal conditions that the state is currently facing”. We have talked about these things 
before. I think that is an understatement. We need to ask: why is it the case that the government has to deal with 
these challenging economic and fiscal conditions? In answering that question, I refer to a document called 
LiberalWaste.org.au. That document contains a very good list of some of the things on which this state 
government has wasted taxpayers’ funds. I want to go through some of those things, because they add up to 
a significant amount of money. We then need to ask: is this why the government has had to put in this raft of 
punitive measures, if we like? Is it because it needs to find creative ways in which to fill its big budget black 
hole? The list includes $8.62 million spent on Bigger Picture advertising; $240 000 spent on Christmas parties; 
and in excess of $40 million spent on failed local government amalgamations. That $40 million could have been 
spent on a raft of other things, including schools and language programs in schools. I am sure local governments 
would have appreciated getting some of that money to invest in facilities in their community, rather than having 
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to invest in setting up structures or arrangements to deal with the changes that the government was trying to 
force upon them. The next item is a $275 million blowout in temporary staff. The document states — 

The Barnett Government has significantly increased its use of temporary staff with the awarding of 
2 contracts worth more than $675 million. One contract is for admin and ICT services and the other is 
for nursing personnel.  

The next item is $35 million spent on overpaid redundancies. The document states — 
In June 2013 the Barnett Government announced that 1000 jobs would go through a round of voluntary 
redundancies. The Auditor General found that inconsistent processes meant that the State paid more 
than it should however he was unable to quantify the exact amount.  

The next item is a 37.5 per cent increase in the number of senior public sector positions, with salaries ranging 
from $139 000 to more than $660 000. We then move to a very interesting one, the $35 million reduction in the 
cost of the land sold to Crown Perth. That was in October 2014. The Barnett government sold the former golf 
course land on the Burswood Peninsula to Crown for more than $60 million, which apparently was $35 million 
less than the valuation of the land. We then move on to the $30 million in the Pelago East project. I know that we 
have had fairly extensive debate and questions in both houses about that fiasco. We then have the discounted 
price for the land at Elizabeth Quay. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order! Hon Kate Doust has the call. 

Hon KATE DOUST: He is getting very excited, is he not, Mr Acting President? 

Let us talk about Betty’s jetty and the undervaluation of the land there. That is a very contentious issue. Let us 
not even talk about the land issue; let us talk about the congestion problems imposed on the central business 
district as a result of the development. Although the government puts a lot of spin on that project, the people of 
Perth will not actually see the reality for another 10 to 20 years, if not longer, and I doubt very much that it will 
be the vision that is being purported in the media. I think it will look significantly different, and people will be 
very disappointed. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Listen, if Hon Simon O’Brien wants to get to his feet and stop squawking from the back 
row — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You’re addressing your comments to me. Address the Chair. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Kate Doust. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I will address my comments through the Chair. If 
Hon Simon O’Brien wants to get up and have a go, I encourage him to do so, rather than doing it from the back. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You’re not getting up and having a go, are you? You’ve got nothing. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am on my feet having a go. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Visitors — Safety Bay Primary School 

THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! This seems like an appropriate time to 
welcome the Safety Bay Primary School students to the gallery. 

Debate resumed 
Hon KATE DOUST: I am very pleased to have the Safety Bay students here. They are a very important part of 
my electorate. Having grown up in that region as a teenager, I know that they come from a wonderful part of the 
South Metropolitan Region. I hope they enjoy their time in our house today. It is a shame that my speech has 
been interrupted so appallingly while I am trying to outline how badly this government is performing. It is to the 
detriment of those young people and their future, because they are the ones who will continue to pay the cost for 
the appalling fiscal management of this state by the Liberal government. 

I will move on. The past year has seen $480 000 worth of government laptops and phones lost or stolen. 
Taxpayers are funding club memberships. We then see the failure by the Premier as the court rules in favour of 
Mineralogy. We all know how much Clive Palmer has benefited from his agreements here in WA, and 
I certainly hope that he does not roll those benefits out in the Canning by-election campaign. The 
Barnett government has been ordered to pay more than $56 000 in court costs plus damages to Mineralogy and 
International Resources as a result of the Premier’s failure to give a decision on a proposed development within 
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the time required under the state agreement act. As I said, these companies are owned by Clive Palmer. We then 
have another payment of $4.7 million to Golfwest. The government has been forced to pay Golfwest 
$4.7 million as a result of a decision to locate the new Perth Stadium at Burswood. We then have 
$384 000 worth of royalties for regions advertising prior to the 2013 WA state election. There is another 
$400 000 payout to Perth Glory. We have seen $7.25 million paid to the owners of the restaurant in 
Florence Hummerston Kiosk, when that very significant building was removed from the area around 
Betty’s jetty. I noted the other day that it appears to have been rebuilt on another part of the land. I am sure that 
at some point we will ask questions in this house about the additional cost to the taxpayer for that construction. 
I think additional money was paid out around that as well. We have the $118 million payment to Serco for the 
hospital with no patients—Fiona Stanley Hospital. I note that the house is currently debating a motion on that 
subject, and I hope that I have an opportunity next week to make some comments on what is happening at 
Fiona Stanley Hospital. We then have the $8 million payout to Allia Venue Management. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: Jeez, you’ve done your homework, haven’t you? 

Hon KATE DOUST: I do not have to; it is all on this website. This work has all been done. It is all documented, 
because it is very clear that this government continues to waste taxpayers’ money. We do not have to go hunting 
down rabbit holes to find it. These are not piddling amounts of money; they are significant amounts of money 
when they are all totalled up. There are more of them as well; this is just a sample of the types of waste that this 
government has made. The government has been running around trying to work out how it will manage its 
finances better, and we have seen a steady change over the past several years to increasing taxes and utility 
charges and a whole range of other kinds of fees and charges that have gone up, because the consumer ends up 
paying one way or another for this government to try to fill those financial gaps. I am outlining each of those 
examples to reinforce the fact that the government cannot manage its money, and people in senior roles in the 
cabinet are making bad decisions without doing their homework. I do not even want to talk about the 
Minister for Transport, who is constantly flip-flopping on financial decisions. Let us not talk about 
$600 000 spent on a giant screen billboard on the freeway. I think it lasted for only a day or two and it was 
cancelled. This is another $600 000 that could have been spent elsewhere. I know there are probably a range of 
examples in the transport area that my colleagues could pull up, but we could probably go through most 
portfolios and pull up those examples. 

One of the few reasonable things that the government is doing is setting up a new information and 
communications technology commissioner to try to deal with its procurement issues, because it has 
acknowledged that there are potential savings to be made there. I note with interest that a number of departments 
are madly rushing out trying to finalise new ICT procurement before the commissioner gets settled in, so they 
will not be bound by those decisions. I think it will take quite some time for the government to realise proper 
savings in that area in either software or hardware. 

All the way through, some very poor decisions have been made, and taxpayers now have to suffer the 
consequences to deal with the ever-increasing tax burden that is being placed on them in one way or another by 
different pieces of legislation to try to fill the government’s holes. I have already outlined some of the wasteful 
areas, and we have to add to that—I keep coming back to this—the Betty’s jetty $440 million, which I am sure 
will grow. There are also Perth Stadium issues. Now we have, I think, a $56 million bridge across the river so 
that people can walk over to football games. I think it is $56 million. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You’re telling the story; you’re the fount of all knowledge. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not; I never claimed to be the fount of all knowledge, but I know that the member is, 
because he is always telling us that. 

We have a government that spends recklessly, and a Premier of great vision but no detail, who has a track record 
of not being able to manage the finances and not being held to account. 

Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: I take your point, honourable member, but the interjection was coming from your 
side. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I was just letting them finish; I did not want to interrupt the discussion around the place. 

We have a government that cannot manage, with a Premier at the helm who has never had a good record. If we 
go back over his history, we will see that when he was the Minister for Energy back in the 1990s, he made 
appalling decisions around Muja A and B. Those appalling decisions were repeated during this term of 
government. Millions of dollars have been wasted in the energy portfolio as a result of poor decisions. The 
government overspent on a range of reviews and inquiries, and reports have sat on minister’s desks. A significant 
number of reviews have been conducted in the commerce portfolio. I hate to think how much money has been 
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wasted on those reviews because we certainly have not seen any outcomes from at least a dozen of them. They 
are sitting somewhere on Minister Mischin’s desk. They might see the light of day towards the end of this term 
but I doubt that very much. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Would you like to tell us about one or two of these reports that are sitting idle?  

Hon KATE DOUST: Sure. For example, there is the residential parks review and the review of the Construction 
Contracts Act 2004. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: They’re sitting idle, are they? 

Hon KATE DOUST: They are. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: That’s terrible. We better look into that, hadn’t we? 

Hon KATE DOUST: We have looked into that; we have repeatedly asked questions. The minister cannot 
provide a response on when they will be finalised, when they will be tabled, whether they will be made public or 
whether he will make a decision. The member might sit there and doze off in the chamber but I pursue these 
issues. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: How rude! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not being rude; I do not like being interjected upon like that. We do pursue these 
matters. I gave a speech a few weeks ago on the other tax bill, another revenue bill, a budget bill or it might have 
been the Loan Bill. Let us not talk about the fact that the government had to seek an $8 billion loan to cover its 
debts because it could not manage its finances. Let us not talk about the ever-increasing debt rising from 
$3.6 billion to nearly $36 billion by the time we get to the election. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: You’ve no idea what you’re talking about. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I do. Those opposite cannot manage the books. There is this great myth that 
Liberal governments can manage an economy. Since 2008, we have seen the incredible decline, wastage, 
mismanagement and poor decisions of this government in this state that has led to virtually everyone across the 
sector, be they private or commercial, having to tighten their belts one way or the other to try to meet the 
demands and to assist this government to pay its bills. There is an absolute myth. It is not just us criticising. 
I know that some members opposite think that we are just being negative all the time, but we are not; we are 
focusing on reality. We hear those views from people who live in our electorates and also from business. The 
government was criticised by the CCI for each of those bills that we have had to deal with, such as the Loan Bill, 
budget bills, revenue bills and the three taxation-raising bills. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order, members! It is very hard for Hansard to take a record 
with three or four people speaking at the same time. There is only one speaker—Hon Kate Doust. 

Hon KATE DOUST: As I was saying, even the government’s very close friends at the CCI have been highly 
critical of each of those bills that have been presented to this house over the past couple of years. I do not have 
a record of all the criticism that the CCI has targeted against this government, but it said it was — 

... deeply disappointed the Government had again chosen to increase land tax as a way to address its 
short term budget challenges. 
Land tax receipts are projects to increase by over 25 per cent next financial year, which comes on top of 
a cumulative increase of 25 per cent in the previous two years. 
“At a time when business confidence is at record low levels, ... will further erode competitiveness and 
profitability and may have further negative impacts on economic growth ... 

It is not just me saying that. That is a statement from the CCI, the partner in business, if you like—the 
organisation that drives and guides Liberal governments on their economic agenda and their direction. It is 
critical of the way the government is managing its finances and the way it is doing business. At least now it is 
coming out and saying it publicly. It is not the only organisation doing so. The government has been criticised by 
Joe Lenzo from the Property Council of Australia, who has spoken about the negative implications of this type of 
land tax increase. 

Not only is the government jacking up land tax for the third time but in the recent budget it has also cut the first 
home owner grant. Only the other day somebody reminded me that the first home owner grant was put in place 
to compensate first home owners in lieu of the GST. If the government is cutting the grant, which was put in 
place to provide that type of assistance, particularly to young first home buyers, what will the government do to 
help them? These first home buyers will now be hit with the GST and they will not benefit from that grant to 
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assist them unless they are prepared to buy a project home out in the suburbs, for which they will still get about 
$3 000 or $3 500. Every way it can, this government has sought to make it harder for people to manage their 
own domestic finances. It is not just the Labor opposition that chooses to pick away at the decisions of this 
government; a range of organisations in the community are equally critical and appropriately qualified to make 
this criticism as well. 

When will this government wake up and stop its extravagant spending on these so-called vanity projects? When 
will it learn how to prioritise and listen to the community and take into account the fact that people can only 
tighten their belt so much or rearrange their lives or businesses to a certain extent before it just gets too hard to 
manage? Since the downturn in the mining sector, we have seen an ever-increasing number of houses for lease, 
an ever-increasing number of houses for sale and a drop in sale prices, particularly in the metropolitan area. That 
was not the case six months ago. I receive information from the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia every 
month detailing where these changes are occurring in my electorate and the average figures across the electorate. 
Things are not looking too good. At some point the government has to ask itself: what are we going to do to 
assist businesses in real terms rather than running this smoke and mirrors exercise in which we purport to 
support business, we purport to support young home owners and we purport to support members of the 
community? That is not the reality of what we are seeing. We see a government so desperate to manage its 
finances and to try to break even that it will continue to bring in these types of bills. I know that in due course we 
will probably have these same debates between now and the next election. I might break out the same broken 
promises file for a bit of variety in my speech. But it will be the same old, same old because that is all we are 
getting from this government. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: It’s all we’re getting from you. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will take a leaf out of Simon O’Brien’s book. Having sat and watched him for many 
years, I have learnt from him. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: But I did it so much better! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Well, I hope to improve over time. At the end of the day, we will do this so much better 
than the government when we get back into government. We certainly will not be bringing in these types of bills 
on such a regular basis without real justification. The government has not justified why we need this type of 
legislation. The government has not explained to businesses and landowners why they have to pay additional 
taxes again over such a short period. It would be very interesting to hear from the minister. I am not sure which 
minister is replying to the second reading debate of this bill. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Don’t provoke me.  

Hon KATE DOUST: I would like to hear the member’s view.  

I conclude by saying that the bill we are dealing with today is another example of firstly, a broken promise by 
the Barnett government, and, secondly, another example of the Barnett government’s failure to manage the 
finances of the state. It is another example by which consumers in the state are going to have to tighten their 
belts and find the money from somewhere else so that the government can fill the budget black hole. Hopefully, 
it is another nail in the coffin of the Barnett government. I hope for certain that people take this into account 
when they go to the ballot boxes in 2017. 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [2.40 pm]: I was taking my time because I half thought 
Hon Simon O’Brien might be seeking the call to make a contribution this afternoon.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: I will just help you. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Hon Simon O’Brien has been helping my colleague Hon Kate Doust for the last 
while. We get 45 minutes to give a speech in this place, so maybe the honourable member should think about 
doing it in his own time, not while someone else is speaking. 

Mr Acting President, I will just make a short contribution on the Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015. From the 
explanatory memorandum and the second reading speech we know that the purpose of the bill is to amend the 
Land Tax Act 2002 and to implement changes to the land tax scale that was announced in the disastrous 2015–16 
state budget. The bill introduces a flat rate of land tax of $300 for taxpayers who hold land with a taxable value 
between $300 000 and $420 000. The new table also includes changes to some thresholds at which rates change 
and increases all rates except the top marginal rate. For example, some typical impacts on land tax payable will 
be that for a land value of $300 000 the tax now payable will be from $0 to $300. For a land valued at $l million 
the tax now payable will go up from $770 to $1 750. For a land value of $2.2 million, the tax now payable will 
go up from $7 730 to $8 950. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: Does that affect you? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is not about what affects me, honourable member. It affects businesses in this 
state. It affects all sorts of individuals in this state. It is not about me; it is about what is right and what is wrong 
and I believe this is wrong.  

As I was saying, for land with a value of $5.5 million, the tax now payable will go up from $57 560 to $66 550, 
and then for land with a value of $11 million, the tax now payable will increase from $156 650 to $186 550. The 
changes to the land tax rates are estimated to raise additional revenue of $184 million in 2015–16 and a total of 
$826 million over the next four years.  

Anyone who is paying attention could easily argue, as some members on this side rightly have, that this is yet 
another of the Barnett government’s broken promises. I hate to sound like a broken record in this place; many of 
us on this side have to occasionally because, as Hon Kate Doust and others pointed out, we have spoken on tax 
and revenue bills an inordinate amount of time in the last few months and indeed the last two years. If members 
looked at the stats, we have probably spoken about tax bills more than any other type of bill in this place. We 
should all be reminded that the Barnett government promised to lift the burden of taxation on business, yet this 
bill will, as many others have done in the last few years, do the opposite and increase the tax burden. 

Hon Kate Doust also mentioned some of those people who are concerned about this bill. One organisation with 
people concerned is the Property Council of Western Australia. The Property Council is quite a conservative 
organisation and it is never really the friends of members on this side. However, Joe Lenzo, the executive 
director of the Property Council, has attacked the government over this issue. He feels very strongly about it. An 
article in The West Australian from May this year, states — 

“The reaction to the tax increase for the third year in a row was one of disbelief and was not something 
expected by our members,” WA executive director of the Property Council of Australia Joe Lenzo said. 

Disbelief! I feel a sense of disbelief, too. The fact that this mob has brought yet another tax and revenue bill 
before us to slug the Western Australian taxpayer again is outrageous, particularly when at the last election they 
promised to lift the burden of taxation on business. This bill will do the opposite and increase the tax burden; it 
will absolutely slug people. Members on this side have spoken about reckless spending and broken promises and 
poor financial management. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry, I did not hear that interjection, honourable member. 

Members on this side have spoken about reckless spending, broken promises and poor financial management. 
They are right to use those words because this is what this government has done. It has spent recklessly and 
continues to spend recklessly. We have just been through a massive boom in this state, and what have we got to 
show for it? Very little, yet at the same time the government went to the last election with a series of promises. It 
told the electorate that it would deliver these things. What has it done? It has backtracked on most of them; they 
were not worth the paper they were written on. Ordinary Western Australians have a right to be concerned about 
these broken promises. Nowhere in any of those election documents were we told that this was going to happen: 
that an extra $826 million over four years is going to be slugged on property owners.  

Hon Samantha Rowe: Surprise! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Surprise! I have to say I am not surprised. Two years in this place and I have to say 
that nothing that the government does surprises me. It did very little except tax and spend. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am not taking interjections. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order! The member has indicated he is not taking interjections 
and neither am I. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I am finding it very difficult to concentrate this 
afternoon given the incessant interruptions from members on the far side; in fact, from members with the cheap 
seats on the far side!  

Several members interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Mr Acting President, I appreciate your guidance and assistance and support, so 
I will make my comments through you, and I will not ask for interjections. I will keep making my point. 

What I was going to say before I was rudely interrupted numerous times was that we have to look at the history 
of this government and what it has previously done. Even if we look at the last time the Land Tax Act was 
amended, which was in 2013 — 
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Hon Samantha Rowe: This is the third one. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I beg your pardon. Sorry, the second last one.  

When the Land Tax Act was amended in 2013 — 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is like putting Dracula in charge of the blood bank, honourable member.  

When the government made changes to the act in 2013, it gave us more information. Compare the explanatory 
memorandum with the current one. It explained things and it was helpful. Look at the one the government has 
given us this time and there is not a great deal of information in it.  

Hon Kate Doust: I actually can’t believe they have given us one. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It has given us one; that is right. 

What seems to be the case is that the government has learnt that it probably gave us too much information last 
time. It was too truthful and told it how it was. This time it is actually trying to hide information from us because 
members opposite are worried that if they tell the truth, people will wake up to the fact that the government is 
wasting money, slugging people and will vote it out at the next ballot. Last time, in 2013, we saw massive 
increases again. At that 2013 stage, on land valued at $1 million, the increase was from $630 to $700, an 
increase of 11.1 per cent. As I said, in 2015, we will see that amount increase to $1 750, an increase of 
150 per cent. Those two figures together total 178 per cent. Since 2013, people who had land valued at 
$1 million would have been slugged by an extra 178 per cent. That is massive. We can understand organisations 
such as the Property Council of Australia being very concerned about this increase. Where was it mentioned in 
the government’s election commitments at the last election? It simply did not exist, so people are right to be 
concerned about this huge slug. The 2013 Land Tax Amendment Bill provided that the land tax bill for 
landholders with land valued at between $1 million and $2 million would increase also by hundreds of dollars. 
They too have a right to be concerned that this was not mentioned before the last election when, I have to say, 
many of them would have voted for the Liberal Party, partly because it promised to lift the burden of taxation on 
business. They have an absolute right to be concerned. That last 2013 tax increase raised $73 million in 2013–14 
and was to raise $338 million over the four years to 2016–17. We have not even got to the projected 2016–17 
financial year before the new increases in the bill before us have been brought in. The new estimates of revenue 
are $826 million over the next four years. 

There are important bills that should be in front of us and taking up our time in debate in this place—
Hon Kate Doust mentioned some of them. I suggest that some important changes need to be made to working 
with children checks legislation. Where is the legislation for that? When will the government give priority to that 
important legislation? It has not done so because it is too busy bringing in tax and revenue bills. Why? It has 
wasted massive amounts of money. It has squandered a boom and we have nothing to show for it, except 
a deficit from $3 billion to about $30-odd billion by the next election. That is an absolute disgrace. Businesses, 
ordinary Western Australians and property owners and whoever else, have an absolute right to be concerned. 
I hope they take that concern out at the ballot box. 

The 2001 Land Tax Amendment Bill contains a clause related to land owned by a war veteran’s surviving 
partner or mother. It provided a limited exemption for the first $10 000 of assessable land owned at midnight on 
30 June in the financial year prior to an assessment by a war widow or war widower, as defined in section 5E of 
the commonwealth Veterans’ Entitlements Act 1986, or a veteran’s widowed mother to whom a pension 
continues to be payable under section 4(6) of the Veterans’ Entitlements (Transitional Provisions and 
Consequential Amendments) Act 1986. That exemption applies to the first $10 000 of assessable land. What will 
this bill mean for people who were given that concession previously? Will they still receive some concession or 
will it simply disappear under this legislation? I will not go into the reasons that concession was made in the first 
place but simply ask: what will this bill before us do to that concession? Will the people eligible for it still be 
able to receive it? 

I could go on about taxation legislation amendment bills that we have received and what they have done, but 
I will not. Before concluding my remarks I will say that Western Australians have a right to be concerned and 
a right to feel dudded by this government. This government went to the election making all sorts of promises but 
it has broken most of them. It went to the last election promising to lift the burden on small business, but, plainly 
and simply, it has turned its back on small, medium and large businesses in this state. I hope that the next time 
people are at the ballot box, they will remember those broken promises and the constant new taxes and increases 
in fees and charges that are being imposed by this government. I hope ordinary Western Australians will 
remember that and vote this mob out because it deserves to be kicked out for breaking promises, and for its 
reckless spending and financial mismanagement. 
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Hon Kate Doust mentioned the first home owner grant, which obviously is not included in this bill but I believe 
it may be before us again in a week or a couple of weeks. That will bring them to five bills. Tax revenue–
increasing bills have been brought into this Parliament five times, and I have to say that is a disgrace. 

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [2.56 pm]: I also rise this afternoon to make a contribution 
on the Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015. In my contribution I would like to cover only a few areas. I would like 
to talk about how this land tax increase will affect small business and how it has the potential to impact on mum-
and-dad investors. The responses we have heard from the likes of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of 
Western Australia and the Property Council of Australia to this increase in land tax illustrate that it has come 
about due to poor planning by the Barnett Liberal–National government. In his second reading speech, the 
Leader of the House clearly states — 

This bill seeks to amend the Land Tax Act 2002 to introduce a new land tax scale from the 2015–16 
land tax assessment year. The new scale is part of a package of revenue and savings measures 
announced in the 2015–16 state budget in response to the challenging economic and fiscal conditions 
that the state is currently facing. 

I will not repeat comments that have already been made by my colleagues Hon Stephen Dawson and 
Hon Kate Doust. It seems that the Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015 is not about changing or fixing areas; it is 
simply, and I think essentially, just another tax bill. 
Why in this place are all these tax bills brought in so often under this government? I think this is the third land 
tax bill that has been brought forward in the last three years. It will end up costing Western Australian businesses 
and mum-and-dad investors $826 million. That is the revenue the government hopes to bring in with these new 
increases in the Land Tax Amendment Bill. It is one of the most significant tax grabs this government has 
brought into this place since its infamous 2013 fully funded, fully costed election campaign. Members might ask 
themselves, quite rightly: why does this government need to bring into this place another bill to increase land 
tax? I think the answer is quite simple: it is because of the mismanagement of the state’s finances. Why else 
would a Liberal state government increase land tax? 

I heard the interjections of Hon Simon O’Brien during the contribution of Hon Kate Doust, and I think he is 
misunderstanding the facts a little. Hon Simon O’Brien may correct me—I would be happy to take an 
interjection on this if he feels the need. 

Several members interjected.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I may regret saying that, but he can only interject on this matter!  

When the last Labor state government left office, state net debt was $3.6 billion. Do we agree on that? That is 
a factual statement. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Under this Liberal state government the estimated actual net debt for 2014-15 is 
$25.4 billion—fact.  

Several members interjected.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: No, I was only offering it to Hon Simon O’Brien. I am sorry, Leader of the House, 
I will only take interjections from Hon Simon O’Brien. 

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order, members! I think we have had enough of the 
interjections, unless the member is inviting more.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: No, I was not. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: I give the call to Hon Samantha Rowe. 

Hon Peter Collier: I am putting my hand up—please?  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I will think about it. 

Hon Peter Collier: I have a really good interjection.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I had not finished my point to Hon Simon O’Brien. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is not a quiz! 

State debt is estimated to reach $36 billion. That is fact. The situation is that debt has spiralled out of control, and 
Hon Simon O’Brien would have to agree with that. 
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Hon Simon O’Brien: I am not sure you are comparing apples with apples, but then again this is your speech. 
There is no doubt, yes, that debt has grown. 

Several members interjected.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: That is okay. I invited the interjection, so that is fine.  

My point is that they are the facts as we know them at this point in time. We are in this place debating an 
increase to land tax, and we on this side can only assume that that is because the Liberal government cannot, for 
whatever reason, manage the state’s finances.  

Hon Kate Doust: Because the Premier is a failed economist.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I am sorry; I missed that interjection, Hon Kate Doust.  

Hon Stephen Dawson: She said it’s because the Premier is a failed economist.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Yes, that is quite possible; and that he has had numerous Treasurers. But because 
of the chaotic mismanagement of finances, we are again in this place debating an increase to land tax.  

I will talk about the impact on small business. I think it is important to talk about small business in the context of 
the Land Tax Amendment Bill. I get a little sick and tired of hearing that the Liberal Party is all about supporting 
small business. During its 2013 election campaign it produced a policy document headed “The Liberals’ Small 
Business Policy”; it is here in black and white. 

Hon Helen Morton: So you read it? That’s good. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I read it; I am not sure whether Hon Helen Morton read it!  
Several members interjected. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: The document reads — 

The Liberals are committed to lifting the tax burden on Western Australian businesses to free up funds 
that can be better used to invest, expand, employ and innovate. 

The Liberal Party went out to an election with that, but clearly it cannot even commit to its own policy 
documents. It is disappointing, and not just for us on this side; it is disappointing for small business in 
Western Australia.  
Several members interjected.  
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Hon Liz Behjat, this is the third increase to land tax so I think it is a little unwise to 
say that the Liberal Party is a friend to small business.  
I will reference some comments made by Premier Barnett that I have mentioned before in this place. The 
comments are in relation to the penalty rate debate that has been going on in the media. I imagine members recall 
the Premier stating that when he heard that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia 
approved, if you like, reducing penalty rates or cutting penalty rates altogether, it was music to his ears. He 
expressed his support of a review and wind back of penalty rates because he is a friend to business. He stated 
that he believed cuts to penalty rates would stimulate the business sector in WA and provide a fairer set of 
conditions for employers, yet there have been three increases to land tax. So, on the one hand the Premier is 
saying that the state government is putting pressure on small business through increases to land tax, and on the 
other he is suggesting that pressure will be taken off small business if penalty rates are cut. This Premier will put 
all this pressure on not only business, but also he wants some of the lowest paid workers in the state to wear the 
new tax he wants to put through this place. This is all because of his and the government’s mismanagement of 
our state’s finances.  
I turn now to the impact the Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015 will have on investors. Obviously, land tax 
increases will hit Western Australians who have investment properties. Many of those investors have worked 
long and hard to reach a position in life of being able to afford an investment property. In some cases, obviously 
not all, the investment properties will be part of their superannuation and retirement plan. Not all investment 
property owners are well-off and they do not necessarily own multiple properties. In some cases they have 
minimal savings set aside for a comfortable retirement. Increases in land tax have the potential to hit a lot of very 
ordinary mum-and-dad investors out there. I think a move to increase land tax will discourage this sort of 
investment by mum-and-dad–type investors who want to put money into an investment property for their 
superannuation and retirement. I think, as we debate this bill in this place today, it is important to note we are 
doing so because of poor planning and, I think, a lack of vision by this government. This increase to land tax 
shows us that the government’s attitude towards squeezing more taxes out of Western Australian to cover its 
budget mismanagement is still going strong. As I and my colleagues have noted, this is the third land tax bill we 
have debated in this place.  
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The increase to land tax is not because of a particular portfolio; it is, I think, because of a general lack of vision 
and planning by the entire government. We have seen no plan from the government to try to pay back, or even 
start to consider paying back, the huge debt it has brought on our state. This is the third increase to land tax, and 
the increase has not been small. As, I think, Hon Stephen Dawson pointed out, there has been a huge increase. 
I think he said there had been a $178 increase, which is a massive increase for anyone to wear.  
Hon Alanna Clohesy: This one will raise $826 million. 
Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: That is a lot of money.  
This state government has made one poor financial decision after another. In this case, small business and mum-
and-dad investors will pay for it.  
We are not the only ones who think this. When this was talked about during the budget earlier this year, the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia obviously had a lot to say about it. If we first look 
back over the last three years, we see that land tax in the 2013–14 budget increased by 12.5 per cent, in the 
2014–15 budget it increased by a further 10 per cent, and then in this budget it has increased by another 
10 per cent. That is a huge increase that small business and investors will have to wear. I just want to make 
reference to some of the comments made by the CCI when this was announced in the media. On 14 May this 
year, a media statement on its website stated — 

Land tax receipts are projected to increase by over 25 per cent next financial year, which comes on top 
of a cumulative increase of 25 per cent in the previous two years. 
“At a time when business confidence is at record low levels, another tax increase will further erode 
competitiveness and profitability and may have further negative impacts on economic growth,” … 

That comment was made by the chief executive officer Deidre Willmott. This is a short-term fix when this state 
needs some long-term vision and planning. I know that my colleague Hon Stephen Dawson made reference to 
comments made by the Western Australian branch of the Property Council of Australia in response to the news 
that we were going to see an increase in land tax. When it heard of the news on 2 May 2014 its media release 
stated — 

“Short-term solutions to the State’s budget problems, like raising the rate of land tax, don’t work. We 
saw this last year when land tax was increased by 12 5% and the State’s Budget is still in trouble. 

“The Government needs to implement a plan that encourages growth in the broader economy, starting 
with the property sector”, said Mr Lenzo. 

Again, on 8 May 2014 when we had the previous increases to land tax a media release stated — 

The Barnett Government has taken the lazy way to fix its Budget problem by slugging WA property 
owners for the second year in a row with a big increase in land tax and a massive hike in the CBD 
parking levy. 

The 2014/15 WA State Budget includes a 10% increase in land tax rates this year, which represents 
a 23% increase over the last two years … 

“This is a very disappointing Budget that lacks any vision for reform to make the tax system fairer and 
more sustainable,” said Mr Joe Lenzo, Executive Director of the Property Council of Australia. 

“There is also no vision to keep WA growing and lifting productivity. 

“It is a bookkeeper’s budget for the short term that masks the structural faults in the State tax system 
and the government’s inability to reign in public expenditure. 

… 

“The Property Council will launch a public campaign to show government that when you take the 
shortcut through property tax increases, you hurt the broader WA community. 

As government members can see, we are not the only ones concerned by these continual increases in the 
Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015. I would also like to note the media statement posted on the Property Council of 
Australia’s website on 14 May this year titled, “Alarming Land Tax Hike Overshadows Growth Initiatives In 
WA Budget”. It states — 

The third consecutive year of big land tax increases has overshadowed the good news on infrastructure 
spending and asset sales, in the 2015/16 WA State Budget. 
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Joe Lenzo, Executive Director of the Property Council of Australia, said “it is alarming that the 
WA Government has chosen to increase the land tax rates while broadening the land tax base.” 

Many owners of medium to lower priced properties will be hit by huge and unprecedented land tax 
increases.” 

“The land tax cash grab risks limiting the effectiveness of a number of other growth initiatives in the 
Budget.” 

That is pretty scathing attack on the Liberal state government by both the Property Council and the CCI. It is also 
worth noting that back in 2006 a member of the opposition in the other place made a lot of comments opposing 
any increases to land tax. Of course, I am talking about the now Premier, Mr Barnett. In the other place he 
said — 

There is no such thing as a popular tax; we all recognise that. However, land tax is especially despised. 
Many of the 130 000 or so land tax payers in Western Australia find that the land tax burden is 
unsustainable; they simply cannot meet it. In many situations, it is grossly unfair and unpredictable. 
People cannot bear the burden. They think it is unfair and they do not know what they will be up for in 
land tax from year to year. 

That was said back in 2006. Of course it is now 2015 and the Premier has a very different view on increases to 
land tax, and possibly a very short memory. 

To conclude my remarks, it is extremely disappointing that the state Liberal government pretends to be a friend 
to small business in WA. It has continually misled this state in terms of what it does for small business. Its 
commitments have been, as my colleagues mentioned before, broken time and again. It will be very interesting 
to see who will actually vote for this government when we get to the next state election in 2017. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [3.17 pm]: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. I would like 
to make a brief contribution — 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): It is Madam Acting President, not Speaker. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Did I say “Speaker”? Sorry, I do not know where that came from. I have been 
concentrating so much on the detail of this Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015 that it just popped out. 

Hon Peter Collier: You were falling asleep.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I beg your pardon, I was not! I would like it noted on the record that I was not 
falling asleep. In fact, I was doing the opposite: jumping out of my skin to make a contribution. This house has 
been hit by the silly stick. 

My contribution will be brief. I note that this is the third budget in a row in which we have had a land tax 
increase—three budgets, three land tax increases. This bill is a little different because it broadens the base of the 
land tax scale and introduces new levels to the land tax scale starting with land tax being payable on land valued 
at $300 000. On one hand this bill broadens the base, but on the other hand it also increases land tax. For 
example, land valued at $11 million gets a tax increase from $156 560 to $186 550. This bill does two things: it 
broadens the base and it increases the scale. That is important and I will come back to why in a minute. As I said, 
it also changes some of the thresholds at which the rates change and increase, except for those at the top 
marginal rate—it broadens the base and increases rates except at the top marginal rate. That is expected to reap 
about $826 million over the next four years. Whether the scale will stay like that is anybody’s guess because, as 
I said, there have been three increases in land tax in a row. Really, as my colleagues have been so articulate in 
pointing out, this is nothing more than a revenue grab on the part of a desperate government that is trying to 
balance its budget—and balance its budget because of its poor spending decisions, its lack of planning and its 
broken promises. 

I want to divert to have a look at some of the government’s poor spending decisions. Some of my colleagues 
have mentioned some already today and I want to add a few more to those that have already been raised. 
Hon Kate Doust likes to call the Elizabeth Quay project “Betty’s Jetty” and I support her in that; I think that is 
a nice name. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! When you are all ready, members, Hon Alanna Clohesy 
will continue. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thanks, Madam Acting President. As I pointed out to the house yesterday, the cost 
so far of the delays and mismanagement of Fiona Stanley Hospital has been $382.7 million. If the government 
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had managed that project a lot better, that cost would not have hit the budget and perhaps we would not have 
needed a land tax increase this time around. Big Picture advertising has cost $806 million, and failed local 
government reforms have cost an estimated $40 million. These are just a few of the reasons that this government 
has had to bring this bill into the house to raise revenue. 

Raising revenue is not a new thing to this government. Even though it went, as we know, to the electorate and 
said that it would not raise taxes; even though it went to the electorate and said that it would not slug small 
businesses; even though it forgot to tell pensioners that some of their concessions would be cut; and even though 
it went to the electorate and said that energy prices would not go higher than the consumer price index; even 
though all those things happened, what have we got? Since coming to this Parliament, I have witnessed 
a $418 million hike in payroll tax, $557 million scooped from duties tax and $527 million raised from deferring 
non-real property exemptions. What about the $120 million taken from students in families with a 457 visa? 
What about the abolition of the private vehicle registration fee concession? That reaped about $185 million. 
What about increasing the Perth parking levy? That reaped about $75 million. 

The first of the three land tax hikes reaped $338 million, which was of course an increase of 12.5 per cent; the 
second one reaped $334 million, which was an increase of 10 per cent; and the one that we have before us will 
raise $26 million over four years. What about the $11 million removal of the cellar door subsidy? We were not 
told about that. What about the $109 million removal of the first home owner grant for an established home? 

Hon Darren West: Surprise! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Surprise indeed; thank you, Hon Darren West. 

It is important to note that the increase in this bill will broaden the base of land tax. The government asked the 
Economic Regulation Authority to do a review into micro-economic reform—I think about two years ago—and 
the ERA reported last year. The government asked the ERA to identify any reform that Western Australia could 
introduce to encourage growth. The ERA, in reporting back to the government, identified that three of Western 
Australia’s biggest taxes—that is, payroll tax, residential duty and land tax—have efficiency costs of about 
$1 billion per annum. It recommended to broaden the base—absolutely to broaden the base—of land tax, but to 
lower the rate of land tax to increase efficiency. The government, of course, has ignored half of that advice—not 
that I necessarily agree with broadening the base of land tax—and has certainly not lowered the rate to increase 
efficiencies. Even if we assume that the ERA’s recommendation relates to half of the advice, it has identified 
$1 billion per annum in efficiency costs. That demonstrates to me that the government is not only ignoring the 
advice that it had requested, but also doing so in a very cynical way simply to raise revenue to cover the big 
holes it has created in the budget. 

The WA property sector certainly has some concerns about this increase. Joe Lenzo, the executive director of the 
Property Council of Australia, said — 

… “It is alarming that the WA Government has chosen to increase the land tax rates while broadening 
the land tax base.” 

“Many owners of medium to lower priced properties will be hit by huge and unprecedented land tax 
increases.” 

“The land tax cash grab risks limiting the effectiveness of a number of other growth initiatives in the 
Budget.” 

That is exactly my point. Mr Lenzo goes on to refer to the other point I raised about ad hoc revenue-raising 
measures that will have only a short-term impact — 

“The WA property sector is calling for an end to the continued reliance on large, ad hoc land tax 
increases and piecemeal changes to tax thresholds to underwrite the State Budget. It is time for 
a genuine review of the tax system to ensure that it is fairer and contributes positively to the 
State’s growth priorities.” 

Yes, Mr Lenzo, it is time for an end to ad hoc, grabbing increases in taxes without any genuine strategic reason 
for it, and it is time for a genuine review of the tax system and of the government’s budget strategy around this 
exercise. When the general public and businesses small and large understand how much the government will 
reap from this exercise, they will be extremely concerned, but they will find out about it only at the very last 
minute when they are hit with new land tax bills, such is the timing of this bill to ensure that it will make it into 
the next cycle of land tax bills. Once those bills start to arrive and people understand how much the government 
is trying to claw from them, they will be very concerned about the future of this government.  

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [3.29 pm]: I, too, rise to make a contribution to the debate on the 
Land Tax Amendment Bill. This is yet another tax bill. The government has brought many tax bills into this 
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place. One of the benefits of that—it is a very small benefit indeed—is that we can keep our notes from when the 
last tax bill was brought in, because we can use those notes again and again, such is the regularity with which 
taxation and revenue bills come into this house. 

We have a saying on the farm and in the regions that we are flat out like a lizard drinking. I think we could 
change that to flat out like a tax bill adviser for the current Liberal–National government. I am sure they are 
very, very busy people indeed, our hardworking tax bill advisers. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I hope they are appreciated, because the amount of work they need to do is 
breathtaking. They are here year after year, giving us briefings and having to work through the machinations of 
yet another tax bill. I take my hat off to those people. They do an amazing job. I hope they are appreciated by 
this government. I hope they are remunerated and looked after well, and they surely should be, because, boy, 
they are kept very busy preparing and bringing to us tax bill after tax bill! So I am sure we will be able to change 
the vernacular somewhat in and around the Parliament when it comes to people being busy. I do not think 
anyone would be as busy as the tax advisers to this Liberal–National government. 

Hon Peter Collier: We got that! That’s a good one! 

Hon DARREN WEST: The Leader of the House got that, did he? 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes, I got that! 

Hon DARREN WEST: I appreciate that, Leader of the House, because I had been thinking about that one for 
a while and I wanted to get it out early while the Leader of the House was here; and I hope the advisers were 
able to get that as well. 

Hon Peter Collier: You’re a stand-up comedian! 

Hon DARREN WEST: We are all good at something! The Leader of the House has identified what I am good 
at, and I look forward to learning what members opposite are good at, because I am sure there is something. 

In this bill we have yet another broken promise by this government. I have stood up time after time and talked 
about the fully funded, fully costed promises and all the other baloney that was dished out to us before the last 
election, and about how people went to the polling booths believing that and voted for the Liberal Party in good 
faith, only to have that faith eroded. I hope people will remember that. 

I am sure that the members of the National Party—who are out of the chamber on urgent parliamentary 
business—will support this legislation, as they have supported every other piece of legislation that has been 
brought in by this government. 

I reckon that the Land Tax Amendment Bill 2015 could be the end of an era. These land tax bills are coming into 
this place with such regularity that we might need to put the month into the title of the bill. The next land tax bill 
might need to have the title, “Land Tax Amendment Bill March 2016”. The way this government is going, it is 
likely that multiple land tax amendment bills will come into this place, adding to the workload of the government’s 
already hardworking tax bill advisers. I give that to the government as a piece of advice that it might want to take 
on board. These tax bills are coming into this place with such regularity that the government might as well slip the 
month into the title as well. It could be the case that next year we will have two land tax bills. 

It is a pretty fiscally inept government that needs to keep coming back to the same hardworking 
Western Australians time after time after time. I will talk in more detail later about exactly how many times this 
government has come back to hardworking Western Australians asking for more money. These people have 
helped build Western Australia. They have been working hard to accumulate some assets over their lifetime, as 
we should. We should be an aspirational society. I have had real experience of that in my family. My father left 
his father’s farm and went out on his own, and in two generations my family has been able to accumulate some 
assets. We should be encouraging people to take the opportunities and work hard and build assets and create 
wealth along the way. When people do that, they churn a considerable amount of money through the economy, 
and that of course helps everybody. It is always bad for the economy when people take money out of the 
economy and store it to one side and not let that money flow through the economy. We saw that happen during 
the Great Depression in the 1930s. We saw that happen also on a smaller scale during the global financial crisis, 
when money all of a sudden stopped moving through the economy and people stopped buying assets because 
they were going down in value and they wanted to wait until they became cheaper. We are seeing corrections in 
the property market and the share market as we speak, which is what happens when economies slow down. It 
does not help when government holds all the money. That is what we saw in the 1930s in the Great Depression. 
The big mistake that was made by government at that time was that it held onto the money and let the people 
fend for themselves, and we all know what happened as a consequence of that. 
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Conversely, when the global financial crisis hit this country, the then federal Labor government stimulated the 
Australian economy by putting government funds into the economy to create opportunities and jobs. That meant 
that Australia came through the GFC with a AAA credit rating. This state government has been unable to 
maintain a AAA credit rating, despite the fact that this state was the powerhouse of Australia and had the biggest 
mining boom in history. This bill taxes those hardworking people who make good financial decisions, employ 
others and accumulate wealth along the way due to their good fiscal management. I note the words “good fiscal 
management”. That does go on from time to time in Western Australia. This bill will provide revenue for the 
government of about $826 million over the next four years. That is if the government does not amend the 
Land Tax Act again at some stage in 2016, whether that be in March or some other month. This is a substantial 
slug on hardworking Western Australians. It is the most significant of all the measures that we have had to stand 
up in this place and talk about. The state’s finances are in a mess. Everyone knows that, with the exception of 
members opposite. I can tell members that the state’s books are not good. This state had a AAA credit rating, as 
I pointed out earlier. However, this state no longer has a AAA credit rating. What is even worse is that this state 
is now on a negative watch. That means, for the benefit of those members who do not understand what 
a AAA credit rating means, that it is projected that the next rating will be downwards rather than upwards. There 
is a real possibility that our economy will be downgraded again. 

The attendant has just handed me a glass of water. Thank you very much. That is just what I need, because my 
voice is failing somewhat. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Have a drink of that, with my compliments! Make sure you drink it all down now! 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will. Hon Simon O’Brien did not prepare this, did he? 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Drink it all quickly now! 

Hon DARREN WEST: This state has lost its AAA credit rating and has been downgraded. I note that under the 
new Treasurer, Joe Hockey, the federal government is not travelling particularly well either. Debt has risen from 
$308 billion to $488 billion. I think that the next movement in the Australian government rating by the ratings 
agencies could also be away from AAA and downwards. A bit of a pattern is forming here. Tony Abbott, the 
Prime Minister, did say that if he was elected, he would model his government on the Barnett government. I did 
not think he meant in a financial way. I thought he was talking about the promises the Barnett government made 
and the things it sought to do before the election. Clearly he has taken that a step further than I thought he might. 

State debt has risen from $3.8 billion when the Liberal–National government came into office to a projected 
$36 billion when it leaves office. That is about a 900 per cent increase, for those who are not able to work that 
out. That has been brought about by the Premier and his infamous style of leadership. Of course, we have also 
had seven Treasurers in seven years. I think it was at a state Labor Party conference a year or two ago when the 
Leader of the Opposition brought the house down by suggesting that Colin Barnett and the seven Treasurers 
were a bit like Snow White and the seven dwarfs, and he reeled off the names of all the dwarfs—Sneezy, Sleepy, 
Dopey, Doc, Happy, Bashful and Grumpy. That caused much mirth and everyone at that state conference fell 
around laughing at the comparison. But it is not at all funny. This is a very important business—governing the 
state of Western Australia—and the finances of this state are front and centre. 
Hon Jim Chown interjected. 
Hon DARREN WEST: We will see about that, Hon Jim Chown. There is not long to go now until the next 
election, and the voters will be able to decide whether they think the government has done a good job of 
managing the finances of Western Australia. The state of the economy is a very important issue for voters. It is 
their money, and the government has been very ordinary at managing that money. I think the voters will have 
something to say about that come the next election. 
Hon Jim Chown: You tell me which road you wouldn’t have built. 
Hon DARREN WEST: I will take interjections. I have a list of achievements by the government that I will read 
in a short while, so Hon Jim Chown should just be patient. I said on many occasions that I am happy to take 
interjections as long as they are sensible. If they are sensible interjections, I am happy to take them, but 
otherwise I will just keep speaking through the Chair. 
Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Simon O’Brien’s interjections are always sensible, but I just did not pick that one 
up. 
We are looking down the barrel of a $1.7 billion deficit in this financial year. The last budget shocked 
everybody, and I am sure it shocked the Premier as well as the latest of the seven Treasurers. We are looking at 
the biggest deficit in the state’s history. Members opposite who think that the government was doing 
a reasonable job with the state’s finances should cast their eyes over those numbers; they are far from a beautiful 
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set of numbers. Members know that I like to quote Paul Keating. They are far from a beautiful set of numbers; 
they are a terrible set of numbers, and it looks for all intents and purposes that there are further deficits to follow. 
Like the members who spoke before me, I have a copy of this magnificent publication titled “The Liberals’ 
Small Business Policy”. On the front cover are the words — 

Supporting the growth of strong, successful small businesses across Western Australia with practical 
assistance and less red tape. 

I looked through this legislation, and I could not find any practical assistance, or measures to reduce red tape. 
I will not go through this document in too much detail, because I know all members would have read this. I am 
sure that members opposite handed this out before the election to people they knew in the small business 
community. However, the government cannot even keep the promises it has made in its own policy documents, 
so I do not know how it is going to keep any of the other promises that I will get to later. The government is 
unable even to enact its own small business policy. I cannot find any of what is on the front page in any of this 
legislation anywhere. 
There is another page I would like to refer members to. I have brought this up on my iPad, because I am 
conscious of saving paper, and this is a very voluminous document these days. If members have their laptops 
open—I see that Hon Donna Faragher has her laptop open—they should go to www.brokenpromises.org.au. 
They will see why I chose not to print this document out, because it has so many pages. It is a list of all the 
promises that this government has broken. I will not read them all, but I will refer to a few just to refresh 
members’ memories. The Yanchep rail extension is now off the cards. The Albany gas pipeline has been 
repeatedly delayed; it was to be built by 2015, but that has not happened. Extra bus services have been axed. The 
TAB is up for sale. On 25 September 2013, on radio 6PR, the Premier said — 

We won’t be selling utilities as has been speculated, so there won’t be a sale of the Water Corporation 
or Western Power or Verve or the TAB. 

We all know that that was not true. Fremantle port is now to be privatised, after the Premier said in the other 
place on 20 June 2012 — 

Can I categorically say that if this government is re-elected, there will not be privatisation of Fremantle 
Ports. 

We now know that there will be a sale of Fremantle Ports. There have been broken deficit pledges, the social 
enterprise fund has been canned, the social innovation grant axed, and millions cut from community sports 
programs. I am sure all members with their laptops open are following this and would be able to read this 
themselves. The state is now to have a toll road. The government said there would be no forced local government 
amalgamations, and there have not been—not because the government backed away but because the 
Dadour provision polls showed that we would not have amalgamations, and the government saw the writing on 
the wall. People power won. It was a great campaign, instigated by my Labor colleagues and fought alongside 
local governments, councils and ratepayers, to defeat that broken promise. The relocation of the Department of 
Commerce to Stirling has been axed. The government said that there would be record investment in district high 
schools, but in fact there have been cuts to nearly all the district high schools. Royalties for regions has been cut, 
and the North West Health Initiative gutted. The list goes on and on—there are pages and pages of them. I ask 
members not to print this out, because that would use a very large amount of paper. It can be viewed online at 
www.brokenpromises.org.au, and members can see for themselves. 

Can anyone imagine what would happen if, let us say, after the next election, when hypothetically there has been 
a change of government—I will not pre-empt the voters of Western Australia; I hope they change the 
government, but I will not pre-empt them, because I am here to serve them in whatever capacity they choose—
this bill were brought in by a WA Labor government? Members opposite would be howling class warfare from 
the rafters. They would be screaming and going on and on about it being unfair and class warfare at its worst, 
and that we were just there to slug the rich. There would be shrieking from all corners. However, it is in fact 
a Liberal government bringing this bill in, and we do not hear much noise about it from outside. I have some 
quotes from some relevant organisations, but I note that it would be a very different set of circumstances if this 
legislation were introduced under a future WA Labor government. 

I have read the bill, and I have some notes here that I have made. The bill aims to amend the Land Tax Act 2002 
to implement changes to the land tax scale announced in the 2015–16 budget. It was a nice little surprise in the 
budget, and I will speak about that in more detail later in my contribution. The bill introduces a flat rate of land 
tax of $300 for taxpayers who hold land with a taxable value of between $300 000 and $420 000. There are not 
many properties that would fall in that category nowadays, with the rise in the price of housing. I would imagine 
that it would be very basic accommodation. In outer suburban areas or possibly some of the regional towns in 
my electorate we might find properties with a land value of less than $300 000, so the tax goes down to a very 
low property value. I understand that properties with a land value of under $300 000 are not subject to the tax, 
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but I think that they would be quite rare. For properties with a land value of $1 million, the tax payable will 
increase from $770 to $1 750. That is a significant area, as anyone who has been at all a student of the 
metropolitan real estate market would know that many properties these days are valued at $1 million. They may 
have been bought as investment or second properties or the like several years ago by people who are now 
elderly. For many of the people who own these properties, an extra $1 000 is a lot of money, because they quite 
possibly do not have the benefit of superannuation schemes, and some of them may even be on part pensions or 
self-funded from their savings over many years. That is a significant slug on that group with properties valued at 
around $1 million. It is not possible to buy much within a 10-kilometre radius of the city with any land 
component to speak of for under about $1 million. That is a very significant increase from $770 to $1 750. That 
is about $1 000 annually.  

For a land value of $2.2 million, the tax payable increases from $7 730 to $8 950, which is not as significant an 
increase as the tax on land valued at $1 million. The tax payable on land valued at $5.5 million will increase 
from $57 560 to $66 550, about a $9 000 increase. I guess that those people who have a property valued at 
$5.5 million could perhaps afford to pay that tax. For a block of land valued at $11 million, the tax payable will 
increase from $156 650 to $186 550, about a $30 000 increase. Once again, the owners of a property of that 
value would have the capacity to service that increase. This tax is really inequitable at around the $1 million 
mark. A lot of people will struggle to pay this extra tax that the government has slugged on them because it is 
incapable of managing the state’s finances. It is not slugging them because they were not paying enough in the 
first place, because they deserved to be taxed more or because they can afford it and it was probably better than 
slugging another section of the economy; it is slugging them because it cannot manage the state’s finances. 
These changes to the land tax rates are estimated to raise additional revenue of $184 million in 2015–16 and 
a total of $826 million over the next four years. 
Hon Phil Edman: You might need a Soothers. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Yes, I might need a Soothers. I have had a bit of a battle with this cold. 
Hon Peter Collier: You might need another water. 
Hon DARREN WEST: I have nearly finished my water. I might have to get some more. 

This bill is yet another broken promise of the Barnett government. It promised to lift the burden of taxation on 
business but it increases the burden of taxation on business. 

I turn to another issue that I have found worrying and concerning. This government is very quick to take money 
from people first and ask questions later. I have a personal experience. My brother and I have parted ways. He 
sought to take his share of a family partnership. We did all that. Normally farmers can transfer land among 
farming families without paying stamp duty. This government slugged us stamp duty. We went to the 
State Administrative Tribunal and it said that we had to pay stamp duty. I will raise this again later because my 
family is not the only family that has been affected. We tested the state government in SAT and we lost. We had 
to pay over $100 000 in stamp duty to pay out my brother. All we did was take one family member’s name off 
the title of the land. I am a little concerned that, in a sneaky way, this government is seeking to slug money from 
legitimate farming families and businesses to help prop up its budget. But I have digressed. I will return to the 
SAT case that I was talking about. 
During a briefing, questions were raised about a case involving Mr and Mrs Burdinat. They owned a house in 
Bicton for 25 years. Like many others in a similar position, they had done well in life; they had worked hard and 
they had done a good job. Again, like many others in a similar position, they headed to Broome during the winter 
months of 2011 to live in a caravan on their own vacation village site. They were away from early June to early 
September 2011. They rented out their Bicton property on a fully furnished basis for security reasons. That 
makes sense to me. If people go on holiday up north for that length of time, having someone in their house is 
a good idea. If people are happy to pay a nominal amount to live there, everyone is a winner. When we have 
a shortage of housing, that is sensible. I point out that Mr and Mrs Burdinat always intended to return to their 
Bicton home after the holiday, so it was a short-term arrangement. Shortly after their return, the Burdinats were 
issued with a land tax assessment notice, which was reassessed on 2 November 2011, for three items of taxable 
land, one of which was the Bicton property. This reassessment allowed for a grant of a residential exemption for 
the property in the Broome vacation village. They objected to the assessment and the commissioner overruled 
the objection. They sought a review in SAT and were successful. Undaunted, the commissioner appealed to the 
court, contending that the SAT senior member was wrong. He was not, and the appeal was dismissed. Even in 
vague cases, as mine was somewhat, and in cases such as this in which people have just gone on holiday and 
rented out their house for three months, this government is after every last cent it can possibly get from 
everyone. It was only because this family had the resources—the SAT process is expensive and daunting—to 
fight this greedy state government that it was successful and the appeal was upheld. 
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I have evidence of several more cases that I will not read out because I note that the clock is ticking away and 
my voice is not travelling as well as it sometimes is. I will probably not get to the end but I have enough 
information here to finish. The reason for this decision was that the property was leased over a period that 
covered 30 June. The commissioner submitted that the terms of the lease precluded the Burdinats from use of the 
property as at 30 June. It seems that they should have gone on their holiday at a different time. Instead of going 
in the cold months of winter, maybe they should have gone in summer when it was quite uncomfortable in 
Broome. These are the lengths that the government is going to to try to get a few more dollars out of the 
hardworking people of Western Australia. The Burdinats had a permanent attachment to their Bicton property, 
and a lawyer might have advised them to take their holidays at a different time. That is all I have to say about 
that. It is a case of the government not only increasing charges for people but also going to extraordinary lengths 
to find people guilty and get a bit of extra money out of them. 
As Hon Alanna Clohesy pointed out, the Liberals say that they are committed to lifting the tax burden of 
Western Australian businesses and freeing up funds that can be better used to invest, expand, employ and 
innovate. They are great words but it is not what we are seeing at all. The Liberals tell us that they are committed 
to lifting the tax burden. The Liberals and the Premier consistently ran around during the last election with this 
fully funded, fully costed little stamp that looked legitimate. But we all found out that it was not legit at all. It 
was like one of those cheap wax imitations, sort of like a seal that can be bought in those little machines in which 
one can put in 20c, spin it around and see what falls out the bottom. It is not worth anything at all. As I said 
before, this is the single biggest tax slug of all the tax and revenue bills that these hard-working advisers are 
constantly asked to work on. 
I return to the 2013–14 election budget and the fiscal action plan, which had a number of measures, including 
$527 million raised from the deferral of non-real property exemptions. Then there was the $338 million from the 
12.5 per cent land tax increase. If that sounds a bit familiar, that is because it is. Then $155 million was raised by 
halving private vehicle concessions. The policy one that I was most concerned about involved a little school in 
Kalannie, which lost a lot of students as a consequence; that is, $120 million was raised from the school fees of the 
children of 457 visa holders. The government backed down somewhat on that policy but that was a very unfair 
Liberal–National Party policy that deeply affected regional Western Australia. The school in Kalannie lost a 
number of students as a result. The families of the 457 workers, in this case Filipino workers, could not afford that 
sort of money, so the wife and children went back to the Philippines and the family was broken up, purely as a 
consequence of the government’s grubby little $120 million tax grab from people who could not afford it but were 
doing their best to forge a better life. All those 457 families had one thing in common—they said to me, “It’s not 
about the parents; it’s about the children.” Even they could not get away from the government’s little tax hikes. 

There was also a $454 million revenue slug from a tax administration package. The very first budget, after the 
little legitimate looking fully funded, fully costed seal on every election pledge, contained $1.594 billion in extra 
revenue measures. They were all a surprise to the electorate, to small business and to big business. It surprised 
everyone: here is a $1.594 billion tax slug in the first budget. None of those measures was announced as part of 
the Liberal–National Party’s fully funded, fully costed strategy at the last election. Then the midyear review 
contained the abolition of concessions on private motor vehicle registration fees, which raised another 
$185 million; the Perth parking levy increase raised $73 million; the abolition of the first home buyer transfer 
duty concessions raised $228 million; and there was a 10 per cent increase in land tax. Does that sound familiar? 
That is because it is. This time it raised $334 million. Then the 75 per cent interim dividend from the state’s port 
authorities raised $93 million and the landfill levy increase raised $202 million. These are all significant tax 
slugs from a government that said it had the finances fully under control only a matter of months earlier. 

The 2014–15 budget had $1.13 billion in revenue measures to go along with the $1.594 billion in the previous 
budget. Another $139 million was announced, including special energy sector dividends, and a payroll tax 
increase of $418 million. In the 2014–15 midyear review there were tax increases worth $557 million. In the 
2015–16 budget, $11 million will be raised from the removal of the cellar-door subsidy. I am sure that went 
down a treat in the south west. The removal of the first home owner grant for established homes will raise 
$109 million—I am sure we will talk about that in more detail on another day—and $826 million will be raised 
from this Land Tax Amendment Bill; the biggest of all those measures. In the 2015–16 budget we are looking 
also at raising $149 million from increases in loan guarantee fees. If members add them all up—anyone who has 
been following with their calculator out would have to be pretty quick; I do not think members opposite would 
have been quick enough to follow them all — 

Hon Peter Collier: We’re all asleep. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Possibly. I hope the member has enjoyed his little snooze. Another reason members 
opposite will not be following is that it is pretty clear that none of them have much clue about finances. If they 
did, there would be some level of dissension in the Liberal Party room about these continued slugs on their own 
electors. I am sure that if the National Party members had any idea about finances, they might disagree from time 
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to time with some of these tax slugs on their electors. But I do not think they understand much about running the 
state’s finances either because we do not hear a peep from any of them. The government has surprised the 
electorate with a very extensive list of tax slugs. This bill will provide for $826 million, the biggest of them all. 
If members opposite had been quick enough to keep up with me, and were competent with a calculator—I do not 
suspect too many are—they would have worked out that all those increases add up to $4.4 billion in extra 
revenue measures over and above what members opposite told the people of Western Australia when they went 
to the polls and asked them for their very important and precious vote—$4.4 billion! I will ask members opposite 
to keep in the back of their mind what we might have been able to do with that $4.4 billion. 

Before I speak on that, in my remaining time I will run through a couple of comments from a few organisations. 
I will let members determine for themselves which side of the political sphere they might fall on. I refer to the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, which I respect; it is a great organisation. Before 
I came into Parliament I ran a small business and I respect the work of the CCI. I know Deidre Willmott well 
enough to follow her on Twitter. She does a great job at the CCI advocating for her members. 

A government member interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Maybe the member should advocate for organisations such as the CCI from time to 
time. The CCI article states — 

The business community is deeply disappointed that the Government again chosen to increase land tax 
as a way to address its short term budget challenges. Land tax receipts are projects to increase by over 
25 per cent next financial year, which comes on top of a cumulative increase of 25 per cent in the 
previous two years. 

Here is the line, members — 

At a time when business confidence is at record low levels, this will further erode competitiveness and 
profitability and may have further negative impacts on economic growth. 

Is this not a great time to provide further negative impacts on economic growth? The government’s fiscal 
mismanagement is affecting not only the government, but the entire state. The article goes on to say that it 
welcomes the payroll tax exemption, and contains more detail. After looking at www.brokenpromises.org.au, 
anyone who wants to read it in more detail can go onto the CCI’s website. 

A media release from the Property Council of Australia states — 

The third consecutive year of big land tax increases has overshadowed the good news on infrastructure 
spending and asset sales, in the 2015/16 WA State Budget. 

Joe Lenzo, Executive Director of the Property Council of Australia, said “it is alarming that the 
WA Government has chosen to increase the land tax rates while broadening the land tax base.” 

This backs up my earlier point. To continue — 

“Many owners of medium to lower priced properties will be hit by huge and unprecedented land tax 
increases.” 

“The land tax cash grab risks limiting the effectiveness of a number of other growth initiatives in the 
Budget.” 

The Property Council of Australia too goes on to convey its disappointment. 

I found an article in The Midwest Times, a very good quality weekly newspaper out of Geraldton, headed 
“REIWA criticises State Govt home grant axing”, which we will talk about later. It also touches on the slug on 
land tax in the state budget. I have found a press release that the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia put 
out, headed “Mixed results for real estate in WA State Budget”, which reads — 

The Real Estate Institute of Western Australia has criticised the decision by the State Government to 
axe the First Home Owners Grant … for established homes in Thursday’s Budget. 

That is another budget measure that will attack those without great capacity to pay. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I have nearly finished. I have about 30 minutes worth of stuff left, and six minutes to 
go. 

All that points to a very, very poor government when it comes to handling the state’s finances. For members who 
were not in this place earlier, I have spoken before about how we have lost the state’s AAA credit rating, how 
the government has increased debt by 900 per cent and how I think voters will now long for some sound fiscal 
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management that Labor governments have become known to deliver. There is another little piece of information 
here that I think will also make good reading for members opposite. We must remember that we have had all 
these increases, all this loss of business confidence, all this blowout in debt and deficit and we have lost the 
AAA credit rating all in times of a record boom, the likes of which have never been seen before in the history of 
Western Australia. Members must be asking how it can be possible for a state like Western Australia, which has 
gone through the biggest boom it has ever seen, to have record debt blowouts, record budget deficits, rising 
unemployment, continued tax slugs of $4.4 billion during this term of government, total fiscal chaos and the loss 
of the AAA credit rating. I will not read it all out now because I am running out of time, but if members opposite 
would like me to, I can furnish them with this document that outlines the lost opportunities and how the Liberals 
squandered the boom, in which shadow Treasurer, Ben Wyatt, made an excellent contribution on what actually 
happened and how the Liberals managed to blow the greatest boom in Western Australia’s history. It is such 
a shame. We could have done so much if we had managed the state’s finances in a better way. Hon Jim Chown 
asked me before what the Labor Party would have done. 

Hon Jim Chown: No, my questions were: Which hospital would you not have built? Which road would you not 
have built? Which school would you not have built? How many police would you not have employed? How 
many teachers would you not have employed? There are a number of questions there, and I would like you to 
respond to them. 

Hon DARREN WEST: All very good questions. Some of that interjection was quite sensible, and I will take 
that one. 

As Hon Alyssa Hayden pointed out to the house yesterday, the money had been put aside for 
Fiona Stanley Hospital, so it would have been built. The money was there, so this government cannot claim a lot 
of credit for the building of that hospital. It can take the criticism for the way it has been opened and rolled out 
and how it has made a bit of a shambles of the opening. But that money was there. What the Liberal Party did 
instead was build Elizabeth Quay, at a cost of about — 

Hon Jim Chown: Forty-five minutes of listening to you, and you have just defeated yourself with the lack of 
a response. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I am not finished yet, Hon Jim Chown. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Ask for an extension. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I might need an extension if I do not get finished in the next couple of minutes! 

So there is Elizabeth Quay for $440 million, and Fiona Stanley Hospital was already covered and paid for, as 
Hon Alyssa Hayden stated. We would have had a stadium for $800 million at Subiaco, and it would have been 
opened about now, from my calculations. It would have been handy: we have four finals coming and we could 
have had 60 000 people at each of those finals. But now what do we have? A bit of sand over there at a cost of at 
least $2 billion, and that is going to increase so it will be more than double the cost. 

Hon Jim Chown: You can take an interjection on that. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I do not have time. 

Hon Jim Chown: Yes, you have. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Jim Chown can speak after I have finished. 

We have had seven kilometres of railway built. When Labor was last in government we built over 70 kilometres 
of railway, all the way down to Mandurah. The Liberal Party has built seven kilometres of railway, but closed 
700 kilometres of railway in my electorate in the eastern wheatbelt—the tier 3 rail. The state government has 
built seven kilometres but closed 700 kilometres—that is not a very good deal for regional Western Australia. 

Hon Jim Chown: I don’t know where you live. Is it at the bottom of the garden somewhere? 

Hon DARREN WEST: Yes, Hon Jim Chown knows where I live—I live in the Agricultural Region, unlike his 
good self. 

We did not build stage 2 of Geraldton Hospital, although it was in the budget to be built—we would have built it 
under a Labor government. When Labor was in government it spent $700 million on deepening the port, building 
the iron ore industry, building the southern transport corridor, building a university, building a new hospital and 
a new police and community youth centre in Geraldton. 

Hon Martin Aldridge: And you ripped the money out of Moora hospital. 

Hon DARREN WEST: No, we did not; Moora hospital got an upgrade as well. No, we did not. 

Hon Martin Aldridge: Because the budget blew out, and you know it! 
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Hon DARREN WEST: I am not going to argue with Hon Martin Aldridge about it. Moora hospital was 
deferred. 

THE ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! Hon Darren West has 54 seconds of his contribution to 
go; let us be silent while he does that. 

Hon DARREN WEST: What a 54 seconds it will be! 

That is incorrect, and Hon Martin Aldridge should not make up things in Parliament. I can talk to him about that 
outside. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Western Australia has the highest crime rates in Australia and the highest 
methamphetamine use in Australia, and every social service provider I know is struggling and uncertain. We 
have organisations that still do not know whether they have funding for this year. 

So what do we have? I do not know that we have such an awful lot. The Labor Party was criticised for not doing 
enough in government, but we left a good set of books—the best set of books in Australia—a AAA credit rating, 
debt was under control, and now we have this lot that brings a land tax bill to Parliament every single year 
because it cannot possibly manage the state’s finances. It is time that it stopped spending and governed the state 
properly. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: I will give the call to Hon Adele Farina. Prior to me leaving the chair till the 
ringing of the bells—Hon Adele Farina can continue after that—I might just take the opportunity to remind the 
previous speaker that I understand that he is struggling with not being terribly well at the moment and that he 
may have a slight temperature, but if I could just refer him to chamber etiquette in relation to being dressed in an 
appropriate manner in the chamber. I am sure Hon Darren West will put his jacket back on soon. Thank you. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 6111.] 
Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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