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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 15 October on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 4389A–D 
(budget papers 2020–21) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 8 October 2020. 

HON CHARLES SMITH (East Metropolitan) [6.05 pm]: I will bring my comments on the budget papers to 
a close. I will briefly sum up the main points that I was trying to make to the house. I was saying that a little bit of 
state protectionism is good. I will even expand on that and be brave: slapping some iron ore tariffs on China is good 
policy; diversification is good policy; investment in new manufacturing is good; enhancing productivity measures is 
good; continuing, or trying to continue, the population Ponzi scheme is bad; and amnesties for sending our taxpayers’ 
money to property developers is bad. Unfortunately, the government continues to do those last two things. For me, 
the budget continues to be a resounding fail. I conclude my statement there. Thank you. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [6.07 pm]: I rise to make some 
comments on the budget papers. At the outset, I will make some comments this evening and tomorrow I will seek 
leave to continue my remarks at a later stage in order for Hon Nick Goiran and Hon Alison Xamon to make their 
contributions. We have made some accommodation for the bills this week. I was meant to deliver my speech on 
Tuesday, but that is just how we will operate it. 

I am delighted to stand and make some comments on the budget papers. My original intention was that this was to 
be my last speech on the budget. My Belgian friend and I were going to go out together. He lived up to the bargain 
but I did not. I can say that as far as Mathias is concerned, he has been an exceptional Minister for Finance—the 
longest-serving finance minister for Australia. I would like to think that he will become the new head of the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development. If he does, I will miss him, Hayley, “Izzy” and “Charlie”, 
but it will be a good place to visit, ideally, when the borders eventually come down. All the best, Mathias. You’re 
a champion, mate. 

I intend to go through several issues that have arisen, particularly over the last 12 months. I want to make some 
comments on COVID and the impact it has had on our community as a whole. I will comment on the issues regarding 
an agency of government, the Corruption and Crime Commission, and issues that have arisen as a direct result of 
decisions made by the government regarding the CCC. In particular, I will refer to certain standards that mean that 
we, as an opposition, have not been able to sufficiently, as I see it, scrutinise government legislation and spending. 
That has continued to concern me or over the four years of this government. I have moved probably five or six motions 
on transparency and the government’s lack of fulfilment of a promise to provide an open and transparent government. 
I do not need to go over all those issues again, but I will most definitely touch on a couple of the more problematic 
issues as far as the opposition is concerned. 

Mindful of the fact that we have a debate tomorrow on what is seen as the politicisation of government agencies, 
including Lotterywest, I would like to make some introductory comments to that debate now that fall in line with 
my response to the budget papers. We are talking about Lotterywest spending. Over the last three years, we have 
seen a shift in terms of the decision-making of Lotterywest. That is not the gospel according to Pete; that is the gospel 
according to the CEO. The CEO admitted on the ABC earlier this month that there has been a shift in the priorities 
of Lotterywest. I will provide evidence of that tomorrow.  

Trying to get information, yet again, from the government on the spending of Lotterywest has been problematic. 
People have heard me ask around eight questions on Lotterywest, in particular about a grant proposal from 
Victory Life Centre, the Margaret Court Community Outreach centre, which provides 75 tonnes of food and 
supplies for 4 000 people a week—extraordinary! The centre put in an application for a freezer van to assist it in 
the process. It was knocked back exclusively because of Margaret Court’s views on same-sex marriage. There is 
no ambiguity. It was knocked back because of Margaret Court’s views on same-sex marriage. Again, members 
should not take my word for it. That was admitted by the CEO of Lotterywest on ABC radio. She also told 
representatives of Victory Life Centre that that is why they had their application rejected and that they need not 
apply for further grants. 

I asked the Premier about this. My first question got the usual hand straightaway. I asked him whether any church 
had applied for a Lotterywest grant, what church was involved and why was it rejected. This was the answer that 
came back — 

(1)–(3) Decisions on grant applications from LotteryWest are made by the LotteryWest board, which is 
independent of Government. 
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The decisions are independent, to a degree, but it does not mean that the Premier cannot answer the question; he 
can answer the question. Today, I asked the Premier another question based upon the fact that in section 26 of the 
Lotteries Commission Act, it states that the minister can access information from Lotterywest specifically for the 
purpose of answering a question from Parliament. I asked a legitimate question. 

I am going to talk about this tomorrow. Unfortunately, I only get to talk for 20 minutes; I would love to have an hour 
on this. As a community and a government, if we have got to the point where Lotterywest is, quite frankly, complicit 
in social engineering, we have to seriously look at Lotterywest in terms of its board and where we are going. Really? 
I admit this: Margaret Court is one of my closest friends. I have known Marg my entire adult life. I coached with her 
for 30 years. I have travelled around with Marg for tennis. That has nothing to do with the comments I make now and 
the comments that I intend to make tomorrow during debate on that motion. I am not a member of the Victory Life 
church at all. Once a year I go to the Anzac ceremony. I really enjoy it. I am a Christian but I am not involved with 
any denomination or church; I just have a faith. But it incensed me that this has happened to an organisation or 
a government agency like Lotterywest, which is logically meant to provide grants, believe it or not—not believe it or 
not—to organisations that actually provide a benefit to the community. Yet somehow an organisation that provides 
a tremendous benefit to 4 000 people in our community every week is value judged because the board of Lotterywest 
has said, “Margaret Court doesn’t believe in same-sex marriage so you are not going to get a grant.” That is exactly 
what happened, members. That board said, “You are not going to get a grant and you’ll never get a grant while 
Margaret Court is head of that church.” That is what Lotterywest is all about. When was the last time anyone here 
thought that that was the case? Where is the social engineering? This is exactly what we are talking about in terms 
of social engineering. An agency such as Lotterywest, which is sacrosanct in the eyes of the community, is starting 
to make value judgements like that. Do members know what? It has been happening for the last three years. They 
are not my words; they are the words of the CEO. Interestingly enough, three years ago, the previous board was 
napalmed—the government got rid of it and put in place a new board. That new board happens to include the former 
Attorney General, Jim McGinty. 

Hon Charles Smith: Labor? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. This really struck a chord with me. As I said, everyone knows that I have been 
associated with Margaret Court—one would have to be an idiot not to know that—but that has nothing to do with 
this. This has nothing to do with my association with Marg or the church. I have no association with the church and 
I respect Marg’s commitment to her faith and her community, but that has nothing to do with this. I was a minister 
for nine years and over that time, I personally distributed dozens of Lotterywest grants. One of the great opportunities 
I had as a minister was when I got to go out and visit the various little groups with their volunteers, who were doing 
such a good job in assisting the community, and was able to give them a cheque for $3 000, $5 000 or sometimes 
$50 000 to help them operate. The Victory Life community service group was just asking for a bit of money for 
a freezer van to assist them in their operations. They had provided everything else and had never asked for anything. 
They just wanted a bit of money for a freezer van to assist those 4 000 people every week. Remember that, members, 
to put things in perspective. If members want some perspective, I challenge them to have a look at the big shed 
that those dozens of volunteers work in in Osborne Park. Every week a multitude of food and clothing is distributed 
throughout the community to people who desperately need it. The amount of food and supplies that has been 
distributed over the last six months has doubled during the COVID-19 pandemic. This puts an enormous pressure 
on the outreach centre to provide food for some of the most disadvantaged and marginalised people in our community. 
The people who are really affected are not Marg and Barry or the church members; it is, quite frankly, the people 
who desperately need food at the moment and who are really struggling. They are the ones who really need this 
service. They are the ones who suffer as a result of this social engineering from Lotterywest. I will speak about 
that tomorrow. I will also give the specifics about the admission from the CEO that the decision the board made 
was exclusively as a result of Margaret Court’s views on same-sex marriage, and also that they need not bother 
applying again. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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