
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 6 May 2009] 

 p3400d-3404a 
Hon Kate Doust 

 [1] 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 5 May on the following amendment moved by Hon Sue Ellery (Leader of the Opposition) on 
18 March � 

That the following words be added to the motion � 
but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the government has failed to adequately address a 
number of serious issues affecting Western Australia 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan � Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [7.37 pm]: I am pleased to 
comment on the amendment moved by Hon Sue Ellery. Unfortunately Hon Sue Ellery is not able to be with us 
tonight because of ill health and she has asked me to comment on her behalf in response to this amendment. I 
remind members that the amendment she moved to the motion states � 

but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the government has failed to adequately address a number of 
serious issues affecting Western Australia 

I will retrace the comments made by members in support of the amendment to the motion. This current Liberal-
National government has had more than eight months to get its act together. However, on almost a daily basis 
constant problems arise for which it cannot demonstrate that it has a plan, is organised, is competent or has a 
vision for the state of Western Australia. It may be that the Premier, who is constantly coming up with 
interesting thought bubbles and visions, might be the primary owner of those things, but he has not been able to 
persuade his colleagues to have that capacity. For more than eight months we have seen on a regular basis that 
the constituency of this state is often disappointed because it can see that this government is constantly 
demonstrating a lack of accountability and a lack of transparency.  

Last night Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich gave an excellent outline of the difficulties that she has had in trying to access 
information from ministerial officers through the freedom of information legislation. She is constantly being 
rejected and rebuffed when trying to ascertain very simple information. Even I was recently rebuffed by the 
Minister for Energy when I simply tried to access parts of his diary to see what he was doing and who he was 
meeting. He decided that was not forthcoming.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: They are running scared.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, they are running scared. For a government that said it would be accountable to the 
people of Western Australia and transparent in its dealings, that is not proving to be the case. Now that the 
government has appointed a new FOI commissioner it will be interesting to see whether the Premier is able to 
deliver on his threats about the potential to deny members of Parliament access to information through the 
Freedom of Information Act. We have to wait and see. Although it purports to be open and accountable, in fact 
the doors are being shut in our faces and it is getting harder and harder to get information. In fact, it is getting 
harder to obtain clear answers from the government. I know that, from my own experience of dealing with the 
Minister for Energy. 

Hon George Cash: Were former ministers prepared to hand over their diaries et cetera? 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am sure they did; I know that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has already attested to that. As I 
was saying, it is getting harder and harder to get the Minister for Energy to respond to questions clearly, 
succinctly and factually rather than just dance around issues. I hope that this is a temporary aberration, and that 
this government demonstrates to the public that it is prepared to be accountable and transparent in all its 
dealings. However, I think we will be disappointed on an ongoing basis. If one were to look at individual 
minister�s performances in the media, one would see that there are a number of ministers who have not yet risen 
to the game. A number of members have spoken about the difficulties the government has experienced with its 
proposal to amalgamate local governments. That has turned into a fairly substantial fiasco; a large number of 
local governments have not even responded to the Minister for Local Government about how they intend to go 
about the process of amalgamation. A number of local governments have not even complied with the audit 
requirements. That is just one example. If these are requirements that have been set down, why is the minister 
not doing his job and working through these things? I am sure that the former ministers in this chamber who held 
those portfolios in the previous government would have performed much better and delivered the goods to the 
community. 

Over the past few months, the opposition has worked diligently to demonstrate that the government is not doing 
its job. The Treasurer�s initial call to his ministers to introduce a three per cent efficiency dividend was quite 
interesting. Hon Sue Ellery and a number of other members who have worked diligently on a subcommittee of 
the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations have brought to the fore, on a regular basis, the 
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difficulties that are being faced by government departments in situations in which they cannot make a three per 
cent cut. There is great confusion as to where these cuts should be made, and departments have not been able to 
clearly demonstrate that the cuts will not impact adversely on front-line services. I know that that has been a 
highly contentious issue for the Department of Education and Training and the Department of Health. Last night 
I mentioned the problems that are being faced by WorkSafe, and the potential closure of a library. I am sure that 
there are a range of other � 

Hon Simon O�Brien: My God! The state will be on its knees. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Hon Simon O�Brien may not think that that is important, but I think it is a very important 
issue, as does everyone in this state who has to deal with occupational health and safety issues on a daily basis. 

I look forward to the report being eventually handed down, because I think it will provide us with a lot of meat to 
chew on over the next few months. This government is not actually doing its job and has not actually thought 
through any plans. The Liberal Party was fortunate enough to come together in a loose coalition with the 
National Party � 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Loose, all right! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, very loose�we have seen that today, have we not? Very loose! 

Although the government took to the government benches eagerly, I do not know whether there were any clear 
or concrete plans about how it was going to move forward, what grand visions it had for the state, and what steps 
it would take to implement its vision. The opposition also looks forward to seeing how the government will 
handle the three per cent efficiency dividend in the areas of police and child protection�two very key areas. It 
will be very interesting to see whether the Minister for Child Protection is rewarded in the budget next week; I 
certainly hope, for her sake, that she is. It is a very important area and I will be interested to see how she deals 
with it. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: She has no policy and no plan. 

Hon KATE DOUST: She is not alone in that respect. �No policy and no plan� should be an underlying theme 
for this government. 

There are a range of other issues. Hon Ken Travers has done a lot of work recently and spoken about the 
problems associated with the construction of the purpose-built multi-sports stadium. That is a commitment that 
the Labor Party made when it was in government, and it was something that the general population of Perth was 
very keen to have. However, there is now uncertainty; the current government has backed away from that 
project. At the end of the day, I think we probably will get a stadium, but it will not be a multi-sports stadium, 
and we will not necessarily get it now. We may end up with four separate stadiums; that will not solve the 
problem and it will be a burden on the taxpayer who has to fund those types of facilities. 

Yesterday we had an urgency debate on trains. That was a very interesting debate, and I was very pleased to hear 
Hon Jon Ford outline a little history. Liberal governments have traditionally had an appalling approach to trains. 
I do not think that any of them like trains; I know that Hon Simon O�Brien certainly does not. When the Labor 
Party was in government, he would constantly rail against the idea of extending the railway line to Mandurah. I 
often thought that perhaps as a child, he never had his own train set! The fact is that the government cannot come 
up with any certainty and make a commitment to the train line to Ellenbrook. A petition was recently tabled in 
this place through which a person from Geraldton called on the government to consider constructing a train line 
to Geraldton. People in the community like trains; they see trains as a viable form of public transport that are 
comfortable and reasonably cheap to travel on. Unfortunately, when the Liberal Party is in government, it either 
cuts train services back, does not proceed with rail projects, or does not construct rail lines along appropriate 
routes. The south metropolitan train service is something that the former Labor government should be very proud 
of, because it has made a substantial change in that area. As the southern corridor opens up�in the Minister for 
Transport�s own electorate�people will see the true benefit of that train line and the easy access it provides to 
the city and to other facilities. It will be interesting to see what the government does over the next four years 
about Ellenbrook and the airport rail line. It is all very well to launch committee inquiries and to conduct 
research, but the community will begin to ask the minister what his plans are, when he intends to put his plans 
into action and when he will deliver, rather than promising things on the never-never.  
Hon Simon O�Brien: Absolutely. 
Hon KATE DOUST: I certainly hope that the minister delivers, but at this point it does not seem very clear. I 
think the minister will have real difficulties, because I do not think his government will give him support for 
those projects. 
I would like to talk about some other difficulties; it is a shame that Hon Peter Collier is not here, because I raised 
some of these issues during my earlier speech. 
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Hon Simon O�Brien: Perhaps he�s had enough after hearing you once! 
Hon KATE DOUST: He will hear me again and again, because he is not � 
Hon Simon O�Brien: He�s on urgent parliamentary business! 

Hon KATE DOUST: He probably is, but he is not doing his job. He is not focused on the portfolio of energy. 
He is not focusing on one of the key areas that this government should be focusing on. He is missing in action. 
The Premier comes out with all these sound bites and thought bubbles about what should happen in the portfolio 
of energy, and about the issue of the potential re-merger between Synergy and Verve. It has still not been 
resolved after nearly eight or nine months. There is still uncertainty across the industry about what will happen. 
The minister is approving reappointments of people from the past�people who were involved with Synergy and 
Verve prior to the split�who have old-fashioned approaches to dealing with energy issues. These people were 
probably close to the current Premier when he was Minister for Energy, and they are people that he feels 
comfortable with and who would support his position on energy issues. This is not the way forward. The 
Minister for Energy is prepared to let the Premier override him on these issues. He rarely makes public comment 
about anything relating to the portfolio of energy. He has not done anything new. He has opened the odd power 
station, but these were things that were already in train before the change of government. He talks about 
renewable energy, but he has not actually done anything about it. He was prepared to make substantial increases 
in energy prices in one hit, rather than incrementally so that the consumer did not have to be hit as hard or as 
swiftly.  
There is some hint that, next week, electricity prices might go up again. We are now also waiting on the 
increases in network pricing. That has now been delayed even further because Western Power has not been able 
to deliver the information that the Economic Regulation Authority is requiring it to deliver. Frankly, I do not 
know why the minister is sitting on his hands on this matter. The minister should be saying to Western Power 
that if it wants to get a report back from the ERA about whether it can proceed with those cost increases, it 
should deliver the information that is required. The minister should be putting pressure on Western Power to 
deliver that information so that the public will know where Western Power is going with those costings. That is 
another matter on which the minister has failed to take action. The minister has also been sitting on his hands by 
allowing Synergy to not just outsource jobs, but send jobs offshore. The minister thinks it is perfectly acceptable 
for Synergy to send those jobs overseas. The minister gave us some lovely weasel words about how jobs will 
still be retained in Western Australia at a local level. However, the minister neglected to tell us at the time that 
the jobs that are being lost are the fixed-term contract jobs. I understand that one of the firms to which those jobs 
will be sent employs a lot of 457 visa workers�not local workers, but imported workers�so those jobs will be 
lost to Western Australian workers. At another time I will go into a lot more detail about that matter. It is 
unfortunate that the minister is not in the chamber today, because it would be interesting to get his response.  

Another matter that I want to raise is that the maintenance workers at Western Power have been negotiating with 
the government since August of last year to get their EBA resolved. I understand that an EBA has been resolved 
for the Communications Electrical Plumbing Union workers, but not for the Australian Services Union workers. 
One of the sticking points for those workers is that Western Power, instead of looking at how it can improve 
productivity and attract and retain people, is trying to wind back their conditions. I understand that Western 
Power workers are currently eligible for long service leave after seven years of service. Western Power is now 
saying to its workers that they will need to complete 10 years of service before they will be eligible for that 
entitlement. That might be a saving to the company, but it will be a cost to the employees. It will also mean that 
there will be greater potential for a worker not to attain that entitlement. I understand there are also issues with 
penalty rates and pay rates, and notification of changes to working hours and rostering. The workers have now 
commenced a series of rolling stoppages in a variety of workplaces. These stoppages will continue until they get 
a satisfactory response from Western Power. These workers are taking these stoppages under the protective 
provisions of the act. That means that the issue is very serious, and they are not going to back down until they 
achieve a satisfactory outcome. I understand that Western Power is not sending senior people to those 
negotiations. If these stoppages continue, there will be an impact on the electricity industry, and sooner or later 
the consumers will feel that impact. It is in the state�s best interests to resolve this issue. I would have thought 
that the minister would have been saying to the powers that be at Western Power, �What are you doing? Why are 
you not sitting down with these people and trying to resolve the issue?�  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Maybe he could send in his high-powered advisor, who is earning $400 000 a year!  

Hon KATE DOUST: Mr Oates, yes, but he does gas, not electricity. Some important issues need to be resolved 
here. However, the minister is taking a hands-off approach. He does not want to engage. He does not want to get 
involved. He thinks he is above all that. The minister should be taking an interest in these issues. He should be 
making sure that things are running smoothly across the energy industry so that consumers will not get 
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breakdowns or cutbacks, and so that consumers will not find that they are unable to get someone to help them 
when things break down, but will get continuity of supply. The minister needs to get on with the job. 

The other issue, to which we had an interesting response today, was the 330-kilovolt line from Geraldton to 
Pinjar. It was a real surprise when that response was provided today, because it was not clear that this line was 
going to go ahead. The fact is that not a lot of money has been expended on getting this line up. I am sure that all 
the iron ore companies in that part of the state, and companies like Aviva and a range of wind power companies, 
will be very interested over the next couple of days to read the government�s response about what it is going to 
do with that 330-kilovolt line, because if that line does not go ahead, the lights will be turned out for a lot of 
those companies that are in the process of either setting up or expanding. That line will create jobs not just in 
Pinjar and Geraldton, but in Geraldton itself. I understand it will also have an impact on what happens with 
Oakajee. If this government is not prepared to deliver on the commitment that was made by the former Labor 
Government about that 330-kilovolt line, there will be major problems in that part of the state with the supply of 
electricity to industry. Again, this minister is demonstrating that there is no plan, no policy and no understanding 
of what is required, and that he is not doing the job that he required to do in this state. Those are just a few 
examples of the performance of one particular minister.  

I have given just a brief response. A number of the members who have spoken on this motion have demonstrated 
that although the spin doctors for this government are trying to say that, yes, its ministers are out there and are 
active and are doing things, the cold hard reality is that they are not. A lot of things are being cut back. A lot of 
front-line services are being cut back in police, health, education and child protection. There are difficulties in 
key areas such as energy. I am sure we will become aware of a range of other areas as time goes on. We can 
probably outline many of those areas in our electorates. This government needs to get its act together and 
develop a coherent and comprehensive plan for what it will deliver for the people of Western Australia over the 
next four years. This government needs to do that without putting the state�s finances at risk, and it needs to do 
that without cutting services for the people of Western Australian. Based on the government�s track record in the 
past eight or nine months, I think it will continue to demonstrate that it does not have the capacity to deliver 
sufficient and appropriate services for the people of Western Australia. I think we will find also�it is already 
starting to come through in some of the media�that this government will become more and more reliant on 
federal funding for projects. We have already heard the Premier touting his belief that it would be beneficial if 
the federal government provided funding for Oakajee. Last week, after the Council of Australian Governments 
meeting, the Premier talked about energy issues in 2020 and about how it would be positive if the federal 
government would provide financial support for the expansion of the electricity network grid. I am sure that as 
time goes by, there will be other example of how this government will be trying to top up projects by tapping 
into federal funding rather than putting its hand in its own pocket. We will need to watch that very carefully. 
Given that the federal government is currently handing out money as part of its Infrastructure Australia initiative, 
it will be interesting to see what those projects are, and whether the state government is involved in any of those 
projects. Last week in my electorate, the federal government gave the South Perth city council $2 million to 
rebuild its library and community hall. That would normally have been a project for which the council would 
have approached the state government for funding. I use that as an example, because I think more of that will be 
happening. We are certainly seeing that in schools, where the federal government is providing three different sets 
of money to primary and high schools to enable them to provide new facilities. That support from the federal 
government will also take pressure off this government so that it does not have to fund those schools out of its 
own pocket but will rely on the federal government to do so. Those are just some examples of this government 
taking a step back and relying on others to deliver for it but taking the kudos for it. 

We have a very interesting period of time ahead of us. This government has clearly demonstrated time and again 
over the past eight to nine months that it does not have a plan, it does not have a vision, it is not coordinated and 
it is not necessarily up to doing the job. This government has ministers who take a hands-off approach to their 
job, who rely on their advisers and mates to come in and give them advice and who do not understand that the 
world is changing and they need to change with it. 

I endorse the words of the amendment that Hon Sue Ellery has moved. Our members have articulated their 
concerns that this government is not delivering for the people of Western Australia, and I hope that we get 
enough support for this amendment to the motion. That is probably all I am going to say in this debate. 

Question put and negatived. 

Motion Resumed 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


