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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration 

Resumed from 16 February on the following question — 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 
MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.20 pm]: I rise to speak on the Premier’s 
Statement. The year 2016 marks the final year before the state election. It is a crucial year for Western Australia. 
Western Australia is at the crossroads. Our state needs change; it needs a change of direction and 
Western Australians know it. Western Australia is crying out for a change from the management that this 
government has provided this state. Our state needs a new government. It needs new ideas and it needs a new 
direction. We need to get rid of our tired, old government—a government that has created an enormous mess in 
Western Australia. We need a competent, responsible and honest government in Western Australia. We need a 
government with a vision for the future—the long-term future of Western Australia—and a team that is prepared 
to hang in there for the long haul. WA Labor has a team that is ready to govern. 
I love this state. It has provided me with opportunities beyond my wildest imaginings. I may have come from 
somewhere else, but I have lived the majority of my life in Western Australia. This is a state of resilient, decent 
and hardworking people with good values of honesty, compassion and decency. They do not expect miracles 
from their state government, but what they do expect is competence, honesty and responsibility. They expect 
some vision and they expect focus on the future. They want a government that puts people first; they want a 
government that puts them first. They want a government with a plan for the long-term future, and a government 
that keeps its promises and understands the pressures on ordinary people and ordinary families. They want to 
focus on essential services and infrastructure. They want a government with a plan to diversify 
Western Australia’s economy. They want the government to plan for congestion and to have long-term urban 
town planning. Western Australian Labor offers that plan; Western Australian Labor offers that government. Our 
values are equality of opportunity, a fair go for all, and lifting hopes and aspirations. They are eternal 
Western Australian values and they are Western Australian Labor’s values. 
What a contrast. Yesterday we heard the Premier’s Statement—a cut-and-paste job of past announcements. No 
vision, no plan—a bunch of excuses for the problems that have occurred on this government’s watch that this 
government is responsible for. What was most illuminating is what the Premier did not say in his speech. 
I listened carefully and there was so much that was left unsaid, so I feel like it is my responsibility on behalf of 
the Parliament to mention some of the things that were not said in the Premier’s Statement. There was no 
mention of the recent credit rating downgrade. There was no mention of debt and deficit. There was no mention 
of the worst unemployment numbers since records have been kept in Western Australia—6.4 per cent, but 
92 000 of our citizens are out of work, and it is trending in the wrong direction. There was no mention of the 
Metro Area Express light rail. There was no mention of Perth Freight Link stage 2. There was no mention of the 
increases in rents on the most desperate people in our community, Homeswest tenants. There was no mention of 
all the cuts to seniors’ cost-of-living assistance. There was no mention of transparency and accountability in 
government. There was no mention of all the secrecy and commercial-in-confidence that has gone on in this state 
in recent years. There was no mention of the review of the ministerial code of conduct. There was no mention of 
the land tax increases, stamp duty increases or payroll tax increases—no mention of any of those. There was no 
mention of the unprecedented increase in crime that we have seen in Western Australia over the course of the 
last year. There was no mention of government waste, and I might add no mention of the future fund. If the 
Premier does not want to talk about those things, I will. 
Let us start with finances. This government has been the most disastrous economic and financial manager in the 
history of Western Australia. You do not have to believe me, Mr Speaker, and I am sure the Premier does not, 
but here we have Moody’s, which a bit more than a week ago announced a further downgrade in 
Western Australia’s credit rating. Moody’s made the following statement — 

Western Australia’s reliance on volatile royalty income to fund a sharp rise in current expenditures in 
recent years has exacerbated the impact of falling iron ore and oil prices on its budget outcomes. 

Who has been telling the government that for the last eight years? The shadow Treasurer has. Moody’s may well 
have quoted the shadow Treasurer—it probably did—in its report on the Western Australian’s government’s 
management of the finances. Where does that Moody’s downgrade take us to? We are now at the bottom of the 
ladder in Australia. The report card shows that when it comes to the class of states, this Premier and his 
management are the dunces of the class. Guess who is ahead of us? Tasmania. I suspect the Premier’s offer to 
run Tasmania would be rejected were it proposed again, but I doubt that the Premier would be silly enough to do 
that. South Australia’s financial management is ahead of Western Australia’s. Queensland, Victoria, 
New South Wales and the national government are all ahead of Western Australia on the Moody’s report card. 
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I will tell members who Western Australia is equal with in our financial management as judged by Moody’s, our 
worldwide respected credit agency. It is Bermuda. Western Australia is on the same level as Bermuda in our 
financial management. It is also at the same level as France, and we all know that the French have their financial 
management issues. Perhaps the Premier will go and offer to become the President of France. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: The Emperor! 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: He is Napoleonesque. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: He does have some resemblances to Napoleon, and I am sure many members of the 
Liberal Party would love to banish him to St Helena if they had their opportunity! 
We are up there in our financial management with Kuwait, which, as members might recall, went through 
a shocking war 20 years ago. That is where Western Australia now sits on this government’s management. 
Mr Speaker, you do not just have to believe me. Nigel Satterley, a respected Western Australian businessman — 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the Premier disagreeing with that, is he? 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am amused by your choice of experts, yes. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you, Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Does the Premier have anything else to add? 
The SPEAKER: Let us move on, Leader of the Opposition! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Nigel Satterley, who in many ways is the spokesperson for the Western Australian 
business community, had this to say on the weekend. I quote — 

“Big increases in land tax, for example, have caused a lot of grief for families and backbenchers. 
No doubt there. 

“There was no consultation on land tax. I think the ramping up of the land tax will cause the 
government indigestion at the next poll.” 
… 
“The South East Asian business and investment community are as informed and as researched as 
anyone in the world … 
“The big discussion is the decline in our mining sector and the falling iron ore price, and they are aware 
our debt is approaching $40 billion. 
“And that means they are cautious about investing in WA.” 

According to a senior Western Australian businessperson—as I said, one of the spokespeople for 
Western Australian business—because of this government’s financial management, the overseas business 
community is now “cautious about investing” in Western Australia. 
What I find hard to take is the deceitfulness in the commentary that has gone on over the past years. I quote the 
Premier once again from 2009, in his second year in government — 

I’m not going to lead a government that goes into deficit, I can tell you that right now. 
He has delivered the biggest deficits in the history of the state by multiples. The Premier has never reached the 
out years; he is always in years three and four—he never gets there. He said also — 

Governments I lead will have surpluses. 
The Premier said also — 

As I have said, for as long as I am Premier and for as long as I am able, the Liberal–National 
government will deliver budget surpluses. 

He said that in the Parliament—misled the Parliament. The Premier is still sitting there as Premier and we have 
the biggest deficits in history. On a cash basis, the deficits that the Premier has delivered are absolutely out of 
this world. Let us go through the excuses and the potential solutions. I quote from page 2 of the Premier’s 
Statement yesterday — 

Projects like Elizabeth Quay and Perth Stadium make up 2.4 per cent of total debt. 
The excuse is, “Oh, they’re only a small component of total debt, Elizabeth Quay, Perth Stadium—just 
2.4 per cent of total debt.” The question can therefore be asked: where has the money gone if they are just 
2.4 per cent of $40 billion worth of debt? Where has the money gone? What is there to show for it? Every 
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government in the history of Western Australia, for 108 years until this government, has managed to fund health, 
education, roads, railways, ports, electricity infrastructure and services, and the total debt grew to $3.6 billion. 
Ever since then, the debt has increased. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, that is enough! Member for Warnbro! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Ever since then, the debt has increased by 1 000 per cent and we have very little to show 
for it if the Premier proposes that his argument stands up. If that is only 2.4 per cent of the total debt, where has 
the other 97.6 per cent gone? Where has it gone? This is the theme of deceitfulness on the part of this 
government. We then find that the government is now proposing a fire sale of state assets to try to ameliorate the 
problem that it has created. Its argument goes: “There’s this huge debt and deficit problem—admittedly, on our 
watch—so now we’ve got to flog off all the state assets to try to pay for part of it.” That is the argument that 
government members are going to run. Bear in mind that these public assets produce recurrent income for the 
state that would be lost and also, generally, they are state-owned monopolies. The government has created the 
worst set of finances in history and it is now having a fire sale to pay off a small part of the debt that it has 
created, and we will lose the recurrent income. I want members to know this and hear these quotes because, on 
the theme of deceitfulness, it takes the cake. Last week, on 9 February 2016, in WA Business News, the Premier 
is quoted as saying — 

“Western Power also is critical to the development of Western Australia … 
“If you look at South Australia, a weak economy, it has basically sold all of its assets, they have nothing 
left to sell, they have nothing to build their future on. 
“I’m not going to let Western Australia get in that position.” 

The day before those statements were published, the Premier went public on his proposal to sell 
Western Power—the day before! What is going on? How can the Premier say one thing one day and something 
totally contradictory the next day? I will take members to another quote, from 24 December last year — 

“NSW is part of the east coast grid,” he said. 
“We are isolated here—we have no other connection to any other power supplier in Australia. 
“And Western Power—the poles and wires—is the natural monopoly. 
“If the government was to retain any single asset in the energy industry it would be that,” Mr Barnett 
said. 

There are so many quotes, but I will read probably the best one, which is from 2013 and states — 
“The reason that you would retain the energy utilities in government hands is the energy utilities are 
major engines of economic growth in this State and only through ownership of utilities can you 
guarantee supply and reliability of supply, particularly in a State like WA which has a small, isolated 
grid that cannot be connected to the other States,” he said. 

That was the Premier of Western Australia in 2013—the same man who, in yesterday’s speech and last week, 
was extolling the sale of these government instrumentalities that he said were crucial for the state’s development 
in the future. It is a mess; there is no coherence in what the Premier says. There is no coherence in his policy. 
There is page after page of these statements going back 20 years. I am telling members of the Liberal Party that 
they do not know what they are doing! The Premier says one thing one day and another thing another day. There 
is no coherence to government policy. We can see coming down the track at us a fire sale by this government of 
government assets that have been built up over more than a century by the people of Western Australia. The 
government is planning to throw them out the door because of its own financial mismanagement. If government 
members do not think that will come back to bite them, they have another thing coming. 
We then hear the other excuse—the GST deal. As the member for Victoria Park said yesterday, the GST 
arrangements are understood to be a rotten deal; making it plain, it is a rotten deal. We say it all the time; it is 
a rotten, useless, hopeless deal that this state was signed up to. It signed up to a shocking deal and we do not 
support it. We will fight it, but we will have a consistent position the whole way along. I think that the nation 
needs Western Australia to have a consistent position. I think it is confused by the government’s position on 
these issues. I will take members through it, but first I will say this: the Premier has always known what the GST 
arrangements were. The reason that he has known is that he signed us up to it; the Liberal Party, with this 
Premier, participated in signing us up to it. When WA Labor objected, the Liberal Party pushed ahead. The 
Hansard does not lie and some of my colleagues and I were sitting here during those debates. 
Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: I am sorry, the member is so far back I cannot see who he is; I am not sure who he is. 
Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Health! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I think there is an interloper in the chamber. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, that is enough! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Mandurah! Member 
for Joondalup, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Warnbro! 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Warnbro, your leader is trying to speak. I do not want to hear anything 
more from the back, thank you. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: At least we are as one—neither do I. I want to take members through the history of this 
issue because the GST deal is a rotten egg but it is an excuse on the part of the government—once again about an 
issue of its own making. I will take members through the Premier’s positions on this issue. First of all, do 
members remember the one back in the year 2000, admittedly 16 years ago, when he said “God bless the GST”? 
I will quote further: “It is brilliant.” 28 June 2000. It does provide a growth tax for the state. He also said — 

There is some way to go there. I suspect, and would be quite confident in predicting, that the revenues 
from the GST will be way in excess of the forecasts from the federal Treasury … The GST will 
generate far larger revenue streams than the people will anticipate, 

When he signed us up to it, that was the Nostradamus prediction of today’s Premier of Western Australia. He 
now complains about the deal he supported. I am big enough to admit that he was wrong. I am a big enough man 
to say that the Premier was wrong on this issue, and I am a big enough man to apologise on his behalf! He 
should say sorry and if not, I will say sorry on his behalf! It was a rotten deal. The original position was to 
support the deal. There have been many positions; I have counted seven. First of all, remember the one years ago 
when the four big states were going to share their contributions equally? That was the deal, and the smaller states 
were to divide the remainder on an as-needs basis. That was the plan that I read in the newspapers. The Premier 
was talking to the other Premiers and they were all on board. Remember that? That was that plan. Where has that 
plan gone? It has gone nowhere. Then the next argument, which was also a few years ago, was about a 75c floor 
in the dollar. That was a reasonable argument. Then we went to the private meeting with Tony Abbott. The 
Premiers said, “Okay, we’ll have a 38c floor with a bail-out.” The Western Australian government accepted the 
38c floor and went to the commonwealth government, as Britain did in 1976 to the International Monetary Fund, 
and asked for a bail-out from the commonwealth government—the IMF bail-out plan. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am backing you, buddy, I am backing you. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, member for Victoria Park and the Treasurer! Yesterday, there was 
a lot of disquiet when people were interjecting when the Premier was speaking. It cuts both ways. We do not 
want to hear from anyone while the Leader of the Opposition is speaking. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That was position number four. Position number five last year was the 50c floor in the 
dollar in exchange for an increased GST. Every dollar we put in, we were to get back 50c minimum in exchange 
for an increase in the GST. That one has not floated either. Then in October last year there was the idea to scrap 
stamp duty in exchange for more GST and the latest arrangement is that we give up some North West Shelf 
royalties in exchange for more GST. That is seven positions—the seven ugly sisters of the government GST 
position or the seven ugly Treasurers on that side of the house, on the GST positions. It is seven positions. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the second time. You can have your turn later. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Is there any wonder there is confusion on the other side? Then there came a hollow threat. 
Remember this one: In 2012 Western Australia was going to stay out of the national partnerships and not 
proceed with resource projects. That was not a hollow threat. The government did not proceed with some 
resource projects—Browse and Oakajee. It delivered on that one. Some resource projects did not happen, so that 
was one promise the Premier did deliver on. Then there was the January 2013 threat that the Liberal Party would 
not provide any election support to the federal government. Then, the Treasurer with fighting words—I am not 
sure whether he was Treasurer then—said in May 2014, “We’re going to cause trouble if there is no extra GST 
before the next election.” I can see Scott Morrison really trembling over there because the WA Treasurer will 
cause trouble! Maybe he did; maybe that is why Joe Hockey took off! Then in April 2015, there was the threat 
to, “disengage from the Federation” and the trucks coming across Eyre Highway would be in trouble. 
Potentially, those truckies would have been subject to boom gates. That was the threat if we did not get a greater 
share of the GST. 

There have been seven positions and a bunch of hollow threats, and the outcome is zero on GST reform. This 
state needs consistent positioning. It needs a consistent policy in dealing with the other states. We have said from 
the very beginning that there should be an 80c floor in the dollar. Our share will go up. The forward estimates 
already point to that. If we have a consistent position with the commonwealth and the other states, as our share 
goes up, the other states will see the sense to a floor as their share goes down. A consistent position is what 
Western Australia needs, not this fanatical thrashing around to get a headline on any given day—and they do get 
a headline. For some reason journalists do not seem to remember all these different positions and they come at it 
every day as though it is a new idea, “Oh, he’s got a different position today; this is exciting. We’ll go for this 
one.” We need a consistent position that both sides of Parliament put to the commonwealth and it should remain 
unified no matter what because the Premier’s approach over the last eight years has not worked and not gained 
any traction nationally at all. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have seen the record—debt, deficits, failed rhetoric, failure on GST and now 
a planned fire sale of state government assets, contrary to everything the Premier has always said. 

What is WA Labor’s vision for the future? It is to be a strong state with a diversified economy and a state 
government that focuses on essential services and infrastructure, with a competent, responsible, honest team. 
That is our vision. It is a straightforward vision for Western Australia that accords with the interests and, I think, 
the expectations of people in this state. We need a more diversified economy. Mining, oil and gas will always be 
important to Western Australia. Western Australia now has one of the nation’s highest unemployment rates. We 
have seen jobs lost hand over fist. In the month of December last year we were seeing, on average, 300 jobs 
a day being lost in this state. We support mining and oil and gas. Our record is clear but our state has so much 
more potential and can be so much more than that. We are still a year from the election. I will take members 
through some of the policy initiatives that we have already announced and there will be a lot more between now 
and March next year. We will have a state infrastructure strategy: the rational use of capital spending with 
Infrastructure WA guiding it. Metronet is a long-term plan for integrated, coordinated transport planning in 
Western Australia with a focus on rail. 

We have seen the reports from Infrastructure Australia. Western Australia is approaching a crisis in transport. 
The government has no plan, apart from MAX light rail—the fully funded, fully costed MAX. I was in Dianella 
yesterday looking for it. Construction of MAX was supposed to have started by now. Our plan is Metronet, with 
sensible planning around rail linkages. 

We also have the EduCare policy, which I announced recently. Under that plan, we will make better use of 
existing infrastructure, and help young families in particular with the demands of kids going to school. EduCare 
is directed particularly at women, to enable them to get back into work. Families need to have a second job in 
this day and age. Under EduCare, there will be better use of existing infrastructure at schools, with before and 
after school care, and also childcare facilities. It is an education initiative, but it is also a jobs initiative. It is 
a sensible policy that any reasonable, competent government would put in place. 

We also have the Asian engagement strategy. That is a comprehensive and overarching strategy. Its purpose is to 
ensure that we engage with all the countries in our region. China is important, but the other countries in our 
region—Singapore, Indonesia, Thailand, Malaysia and Vietnam—are just as important. Those countries are 
growing massively in population, with expanding middle classes. Under the Asian engagement strategy, we want 
to engage with all the countries in our region. 

 [5] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 17 February 2016] 

 p336a-352a 
Mr Mark McGowan; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Sean L'Estrange; Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr Frank Alban; Mr Bill Johnston 

We also have Brand WA, a global brand for Western Australia, in the same way as they have a global brand in 
New South Wales and Victoria. We want to bring in further liquor reforms to build on the reforms of the former 
Labor government. We have a defence strategy, with $30 billion of capital to be spent by the commonwealth. 
Our government is nowhere on defence. The Premier does not even know how many submarines are based in 
Western Australia. That defence work will be done using our existing facilities at Henderson in particular. We 
have the Priority Start program, to better use government spending to create more apprenticeships. 

We also have an information and communications technology policy, and we will create an office of ICT, as was 
recommended by the Economic Regulation Authority, and a lead reform agency on red tape reduction unit, as 
was also recommended by the ERA. We want to close the loopholes in the Buy Local policy. We will keep 
royalties for regions, but we want to make sure that it is focused on investment attraction, delivering skilled jobs, 
and delivering regional roads. Royalties for regions is part of our policy. It is the law, and we will keep royalties 
for regions. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I am not sure the Deputy Premier has ever been to a region, but in any event —. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: I was born in one. Do your homework. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: She left early! 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. Let us move on. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: As I heard the late Bill McNee say once, a puppy born in the country is still a puppy. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Charming! How patronising! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I heard him say that. 
The SPEAKER: Order! That is enough. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: In education, we will have a stand-alone Minister for Education. We have EduCare, as 
I mentioned earlier. We will have a greater roll-out of explicit instruction. We see report after report about how, 
despite the best efforts of teachers, children at school are not achieving what they should be achieving in literacy. 
There is a report on the front page of The West Australian today about that. That should concern everyone. We 
obviously need a greater roll-out of explicit instruction, because it works. We need to establish at one of our 
universities a centre of excellence in explicit instruction that can be a model for full service schools. We also 
need to have greater local control of school maintenance. 
We will have a stand-alone Minister for Health. Clearly, if I were to go through the problems in health, it would 
be a very long speech. We need to put an end to the crazy privatisation agenda in which the government has 
engaged in the health system, which has caused many of the issues at Fiona Stanley Hospital. 
There has been an unprecedented 20 per cent increase in crime across Perth. The government’s model for the 
prevention of crime has failed, and the government has now had to roll that back. The rate of methamphetamine 
use in our state is double the national rate. The government has no answer to deal with that problem. Clearly, 
what the government is doing is not working, and it has not been working over the last eight years. Clearly, 
focusing just on law enforcement does not work. I have heard the Minister for Police denigrate the idea of 
a holistic across-government approach.  
Mrs L.M. Harvey: That is what we are doing. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I heard the minister denigrate it yesterday. 
A holistic across-government approach is obviously what is needed, because so long as the demand is there and 
the enormous amounts of money are there, law and order is not going to solve that problem. Criminal penalties 
are not going to solve the problem. We need to take a much broader and smarter approach than the approach the 
government is currently taking. Every person who is touched by methamphetamine knows that. However, the 
government does not understand that. Under this government’s watch, the use of meth in this state is double the 
national average rate. We will return to traditional policing. We will take a holistic approach to meth. We will 
toughen the laws for dangerous sex offenders. We will introduce a no body, no parole law. I know that the 
government does not like that law. Government members should meet with a family member whose daughter has 
been murdered and then say they do not like it. We look forward to seeing whether the government votes in 
favour of that. 
When it comes to the environment, we will stop Roe 8—make it an election issue. Roe 8 is a road to nowhere 
that will not fix the problem. If the government builds Roe 8 to its full extent so that it will actually do 
something, it will cost up to $2.5 billion to get to Fremantle port. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: No, you are wrong. 
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The SPEAKER: Order! You are going to have a turn, and, member for Fremantle, you are going to have a turn 
if you have not had one already. I want to hear the Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We will reinstate the Swan River Trust. We will have an independent Environmental 
Protection Authority. The disaster around the EPA that the government has presided over has been shocking—
with James Price Point, and Roe 8. Time after time there have been massive problems with the EPA on the 
government’s watch. 
In the area of social reform, we fought off the closure of remote Indigenous communities. The Premier was 
going to close remote Indigenous communities across Western Australia, and people like the member for 
Kimberley’s constituents were terrified about what the government was planning to do. We remember the 
Premier’s language in this place, when he accused vast numbers of the men in those communities of paedophilia. 
The Premier came into this place and used intemperate and extreme language, and threatened their communities. 
We fought that off. WA Labor fought that off. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; Noel Pearson did. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Noel Pearson fought it off, did he? We fought that off. That was a policy that was headed 
for catastrophe. 

We brought in the Constitution Amendment (Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill, which the member for 
Kimberley brought forward and passed through this Parliament. 

In the area of social reform, we have already made an announcement about medicinal cannabis. When 
I announced that, I was accused by the Liberal Party of being soft on drugs, because I wanted to ensure that those 
people who were terminally ill or suffering from chronic health conditions that cause them pain would have the 
opportunity to be prescribed medicinal cannabis. The Liberal Party came out with the soft-on-drugs line 
straightaway. It might have moderated its position somewhat on that one. We will make sure that medicinal 
cannabis happens in Western Australia. 

As I announced two years ago, we will make sure that the victims of child sex abuse have the opportunity to sue 
outside the six-year limitation period. Sometimes they cannot come to terms with the pain for 20 or 30 years. We 
will make sure that they have the opportunity to pursue their cases outside the limitation period. We will make 
sure that people are not kept in jail beyond the limit of the term that they would have otherwise received if they 
had never been convicted. We will make sure that there is a clear card for the protection of people with 
disabilities. The people who work in that area will be subject to the same test as the working with children check. 
We will oppose and, if they are passed by this government and we are elected, we will repeal the government’s 
anti-protester laws. 

They are all the things we will do if we are elected. That is just a snapshot of what we have announced thus far, 
with still a year to go until the next state election. It is a big agenda to focus on essential services, diversifying 
the economy, making sure that we wisely spend the capital we have at our fingertips and reforming our laws to 
ensure that Western Australia becomes a fairer place with opportunity for all and that those people who might 
suffer from some of those things I referred to earlier get some assistance and relief from the state. 

The state needs to change. This is a tired, old government, with a Premier who is planning on running and then 
cutting and leaving. How can Western Australians support that option at the next state election? I think they want 
competence, honesty and responsibility, and a Premier and a team that are there for the long haul. I think that is 
what people want in this state. I want to take us back to one of the issues I talked about earlier—the shocking 
financial management of this government. This government has been the worst economic and financial manager 
in the history of Western Australia. The books do not lie. It is the worst economic and financial manager in the 
history of Western Australia. 

Amendment to Question 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I move — 

That the following words be added after “noted” — 

and that this house condemns the Liberal–National government for failing to manage the 
state’s finances resulting in two credit rating downgrades 

Several members interjected. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [1.03 pm]: I am used to being clapped. Normally, when I come home after 
a hard day of holding the government to account, I am clapped and welcomed in. The Premier will not be 
surprised by that. When you have a six-year-old and a seven-year-old, you can convince them of anything! 
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I want to remind everybody of a little document that was issued during the summer break. Does the Treasurer 
remember this one? I am sure he remembers this one. If he was still commentating for the Institute of Public 
Accountants, he would have had an absolute field day with this. He would have screamed about the three 
increases in land tax that he has introduced since the fully funded, fully costed election campaign; he would have 
shrieked about the lack of a surplus, despite the fact that Western Australia has enjoyed the highest revenue 
per capita of any other state in the commonwealth over the last decade; he would have shrieked with fury over 
the fact that we have spent more per capita than any other state in the nation over the last decade; and he would 
have shrieked about the excuse being put out by the Premier that it is all about the GST and has nothing to do 
with the government. That is why Moody’s Investors Service, which again downgraded our credit rating the 
week before last to be on par with, as the Leader of the Opposition pointed out, Bermuda, while money is piling 
into the future fund because it is now getting a return, stated — 

Western Australia’s reliance on volatile royalty income to fund a sharp rise in current expenditures in 
recent years has exacerbated the impact of falling iron ore and oil prices … 

Importantly, it went on to make this point, which is the bit I wrote for it — 
… lack of financial cushions against adverse movements in commodity prices and exchange rates, is 
leading to a significant widening in deficits. 

Time and again, members of the opposition have stood and said that the reason governments have to run large 
surpluses in states like Western Australia is to protect against the volatility of commodity prices. The last time 
we ran large surpluses was when the Labor Party was last in power, and the Treasurer was commentating from 
the sidelines about how outrageous that was. I think the argument was that it was being funded by the 
borrowings of home owners. That was the argument being run by the Treasurer when he was the IPA director in 
Western Australia. I would like to think that if he had an ounce of spine, he might offer a similar critique of this 
document that he has produced. He said a little while ago that he was negotiating the GST. I can tell him that that 
has not been successful. I think he is heading away again tomorrow, and I hope he gets an outcome. The only 
consistent line I have heard from the government about the GST position is that it wants more. Other than that, 
as the Leader of the Opposition pointed out, it has had a swag of different positions, which is why the federal 
government has picked it off time and again. I am not that encouraged by the comments that I have heard from 
the new federal Treasurer, Mr Morrison. In his early commentary as Treasurer on the distribution process, he 
said — 

There’s a general acceptance of that but it’s up to the Commission and working with the States and 
ourselves in how you best protect against those quite extreme outcomes. 

The Treasurer raised his eyebrows as though to ask, “Is that right?” I hope he comes back with a dramatic 
change in the GST, because he has certainly set high expectations. However, there is no way that this latest 
credit rating downgrade can be justified by the arguments made by the Premier when it happened. We have 
already heard the Leader of the Opposition quote the comments made by the Premier about the sale of 
Western Power. Clearly, that is where the government is going now, and it is using two things—the GST and 
commodity prices—as an excuse to move down that path. I want to hear from the Premier why, two or three 
weeks ago, economically, the sale of Western Power was bad for the state and why now it is good for the state. 
Yesterday, I heard the Premier say that we had reached the bottom of the cycle, so it cannot be the commodity 
prices. That cannot be the excuse, because the Premier stood in Parliament and said that we had reached the 
bottom of the cycle. It cannot be the GST, because the projections for GST in the budget are the best they have 
been in a decade. For the first time in over a decade, our GST projections are going up. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Success! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Success! It is the first time in a decade. 
Mr F.M. Logan: He’ll claim credit for that. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: He probably will; so be it. For the first time in 10 years, our projections for GST are on their 
way up, so when the Premier says that we have to look at selling Western Power now because of GST revenue 
and commodity prices, it does not make sense. The problem the government has always had—the Leader of the 
Opposition outlined this—is that it has never had a consistent plan. I want to hear what this plan is, Treasurer. 
Maybe he will tell us to wait for the budget; that is what we normally hear. The budget has a shelf life of about 
a week, but that is what we normally hear.  
Mr D.J. Kelly: What about the fiscal action plan? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The fiscal action plan, the workforce renewal plan — 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: And the midyear review. 
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Mr B.S. WYATT: A suite of policy reactions have failed to deliver on the savings that the government booked 
in to the revenue. I sat and listened intently to Christian Porter’s budget speech in 2012. I think he was the fourth 
Treasurer. Remember, this is 2012, for the 2012–13 financial year, when he said — 

This Budget also shows net debt peaking in 2014–15, again at a level below previous estimates; and 
shows debt commencing its reduction in the final outyear 2015–16. 

Only six months ago the Treasurer said a similar thing—net debt would peak at $36.3 billion on 30 June 2018. 
Six months later we get the midyear review and we move from peaking at $36.8 billion to on its way to nearly 
$39 billion. I heard the Treasurer say over the summer break, “Let me guarantee we won’t get there; I tell you 
that right now.” I have heard that before, when the Premier said the government would cap net debt at 
$20 billion. I want to understand from the Treasurer—hopefully, the Premier will come back in and contribute to 
this debate—what the financial plan is for the next term or two. The Treasurer has created a financial mess. We 
have heard the Treasurer’s and the Premier’s commentary that the state is the hapless victim of an international 
commodity price. What is their plan and how will it be implemented? Every single time this government has had 
a plan, it has unwound. Last night I heard the leader of government business, the Minister for Planning, ask the 
member for West Swan to tell him all the good things his government should have spent money on! It is actually 
very easy to spend money. It is easier to spend money on things that people like. That is not the hard thing. The 
hard thing is doing it within the constraints of revenue. 

Over the time that government debt has increased from $3.5 billion to a projected $39 billion, general 
government revenue has also increased by over 30 per cent. Yes, it has come off recently, but general 
government revenue has increased by over 30 per cent in eight years. Is that healthy revenue growth? Even the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia—which is close to the Liberal Party—made a point 
about that. I have not been able to access its website, but it was reported today in The West Australian. I quote 
from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry’s budget submission — 

“The real issue is not revenue, but rather that government expenditure has been increasing at a greater 
rate than revenue growth and at a proportion that CCIWA considers to be unsustainable,” … 

Welcome to the party, CCI! Not a word was uttered by the CCI during the government’s first term when the 
actual growth was causing problems. When a structural problem was occurring, before rocketing along at 
10 per cent a year, there was silence. Now the member for Dawesville, who is on his way out the door, is being 
praised by the Premier as the best health minister in Western Australian history, but what does he leave behind? 
Yes, significant growth in health spending, but on an unsustainable footing. As I reflected on John Day, it is easy 
to spend but it is harder to spend sustainably. That is why, in the space of 18 months, Western Australia’s 
divergence from the pack has gone from—for the benefit of Hansard, the projected average cost of health care—
an eight per cent difference last year to 10.3 per cent in this year’s budget, to 13 per cent in the midyear review. 
It is going the wrong way, which is what Moody’s particularly focused on when it downgraded the credit rating 
again. And the Premier said the member for Dawesville is the best health minister we have ever had. It is easy to 
spend money, colleagues; it is much harder to set a plan and stick to it. 

The Liberal–National government made all the promises and said they were fully funded and fully costed. I do 
not recall at any point during that fully funded, fully costed election campaign the commitment to increase taxes 
once, twice, or three or four times since the election. I do not recall, since the fully funded, fully costed election 
campaign, the promise to increase rents on people who are in public housing. I do not remember that, and 
I listened intently. The Treasurer can get up and say—no doubt whoever speaks will—“But we’ve spent lots of 
money on wonderful things. Our nurses are the highest paid, our teachers are the highest paid and our police are 
the highest paid.” So be it. The Treasurer has to wear the consequences of that. That does not happen in 
a vacuum. That does not happen because the Commonwealth Grants Commission decides salaries. That happens 
because the government made those decisions. Incredibly, I have critiqued the government again and again about 
caretaker periods of election campaigns, but the government calls itself a sensible financial manager! I have seen 
all the virtual fly-throughs and things. From what I can gather from watching the spin bus go around the 
metropolitan area, the government is effectively trying to put collective beer goggles on Western Australians: 
“Stick these on Western Australians to see what it’s like if we had kind of wished it was right.” Put on the 
collective beer goggles and we will see a much better picture than reality. 

Ms S.F. McGurk: There is a Zumba dancer in the corner! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: A Zumba dancer—for heaven’s sake! It is a little money but that says everything about the 
priorities of the government—it is funding Zumba classes at Elizabeth Quay! 

Ms R. Saffioti: And hula hoops. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: And hula hoops. This is small money but it says it all about the government’s priorities. The 
spin, its obsession with the public, the praise that it demands, will ultimately leave us with a set of finances that 
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it is now crab walking its way to—the sale of Western Power. That is where it is going because it sees that as its 
one great opportunity to get out of the mess it has created. 

I want to hear the Treasurer’s response to Moody’s. I want to hear him explain and wear some responsibility for 
the midyear financial review that the CCI, Moody’s, the opposition and any commentator out there—as the 
Treasurer did when he commentated for all those years—would be critiquing the government up hill and down 
dale for. The reality is that a government elected in 2017 and again in 2021 will have to deal with these books in 
the midyear financial review. Six months ago, the Treasurer said that he knew when net debt would peak. I can 
guarantee members that when he gets to his feet, he will not be able to tell us, six months later, when that net 
debt trajectory is likely to plateau and commence its decline. Any commitment that the Treasurer makes will be 
dangled with that fully funded, fully costed anchor around his neck, because I can assure him that not one 
Western Australian trusts a word he says. 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [1.18 pm]: Here we go again! The Leader of the Opposition put out 
a big sell job that the Labor Party is going to crack on and go ahead with Metronet. In his speech, I heard the 
Leader of the Opposition say that Metronet is still all go. The shadow Treasurer just got to his feet and said that 
the government needs to be focused on prudent financial management. This is nothing more than what it always 
has been—this is a wolf-in-sheep’s-clothing approach to try to hoodwink Western Australians once again. 
Today, we have all suffered the IT disaster recovery problems of our internet being down. Labor has a leadership 
disaster recovery problem that it must confront. It is in and around the key point that I just made—it wants to 
continue to promise the world to Western Australians while trying to sell to Western Australians that it will be 
sound financial managers. The history of a Labor government simply does not match that rhetoric. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re joking! 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I will get to it, member. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What was our surplus? There was no debt in the general government sector—zero. We had 
net financial assets when you came into office and you have blown that! 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Got it. Your leader just got to his feet — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): When the member on his feet wants to take an interjection, I am 
quite happy to let that happen. I am assuming the member for Churchlands wanted the interjection because he 
continued to talk to the member across the chamber. If you do not want it, talk to the Speaker.  

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. The situation is simple. The Leader of the 
Opposition has articulated that the opposition will go ahead with Metronet at a time when the financial situation 
facing this government is tough. The opposition has said that it acknowledges it is tough but it will continue with 
its Metronet plan. I want to talk about that plan. There was a letter—I have raised this matter in this place 
before—that the Leader of the Opposition sent to the Under Treasurer prior to the last election in which he asked 
the Under Treasurer to look at the opposition’s plan and to cost it. The letter from the Leader of the Opposition 
stated — 

I look forward to Treasury’s assessment of WA Labor’s estimated net cost of its election commitments 
against the State’s financial aggregates. 

The letter ends with “Regards, Mark McGowan”. This letter came from the Leader of the Opposition just prior to 
the last election. We are not talking about where the Labor government was financially in 2008 or 2005, because 
we know there was money in the bank back then. Do members know why there was money in the bank then? It 
was because the Labor government did nothing. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The member for Cannington was the leader of the state campaign at the time. He 
would well recall that one of the television advertisements run by the Liberal Party at the time showed a black 
screen and then some writing appeared that read, “List three things Labor has done since they’ve been in power.” 
That is all that appeared, and the Western Australian public scratched their heads and said to themselves, 
“Nothing.” So, yes, there will be money in the bank when nothing is done, but this state would not be where it is 
today and would not be set up and postured for the future had this government continued to do what the 
Labor Party did when it was last in power, member for Cannington. His government at the time did nothing. 

Let us get back to what the member for Cannington’s proposed government wanted to do had it won power in 
2013, which is where I am at. The Under Treasurer sent back a letter with an attachment. The letter to the 
Leader of the Opposition sent by the then Under Treasurer, Timothy Marney, states — 
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The Labor Party’s election commitments substantially reduce general government sector operating 
balance projections over the period to 2015–16. 

He goes on to highlight the risk of recent royalty revenue volatility that could eliminate very small surplus 
projections. He was then given a warning that the opposition had very small surplus projections. 

Ms R. Saffioti: What did you do? You promised MAX. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Hang on a second. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You are incredible. Just because you speak loudly doesn’t mean you are actually correct. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It is your amendment, member. I am talking about your amendment. 

Ms R. Saffioti: I will tear you apart. Sit down and I’ll tear you apart. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am talking about your — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: An attachment to that letter sent to the Leader of the Opposition in the lead-up to the 
last election had net debt at 30 June 2016 of $25.36 billion. If we add up the fall in revenue that this state faced 
at the time—that is mid last year—we could add another $5.412 billion. I will give members this attachment. 

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I will give the member for Butler the attachment. The opposition was looking at a 
$30.8 billion situation in its own plan. The opposition was going on about having money in the bank—30 point 
whatever billion dollars of debt. That was the opposition’s plan, and opposition members know it. The 
opposition got the letter from the Under Treasurer. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s not what the letter said. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That is certainly what it says here. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You do not understand the letter. That’s the problem. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I will tell the member for Cannington what I do understand: if we get back to the 
leadership challenges facing the opposition—we know what they are — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What are they? 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: We know, for example, that the left in the Labor Party is all about wages growth. That 
is a fact. It is a pity that the member for Bassendean is not here, because when the Labor Party was last in 
government, the one thing the Labor government could not control was wages growth. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I hear crickets. Do members know why? They know it is the truth. They cannot 
control wages growth, and the member for Bassendean will not let them. The rhetoric will not match the reality. 

The other interesting aspect of Metronet is that the opposition has still not explained how it is going to build it, 
which houses are going to be bulldozed and what is going to happen to them. How do the people who live in the 
suburbs where these underground-looking Metronet train lines will be feel about the fact that the opposition 
wants to bulldoze through their suburbs. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: How is it going to do that given the costing projections given to the opposition by the 
Under Treasurer, plus the economic downturn that this government faced, which would have hit 
a Labor government no differently from how it hit us? The royalty rates went where they went; the GST situation 
did what it did. The Labor Party still went to an election with election commitments totalling over $25 billion on 
the forward estimates, and, with the downturn, we can add in the changes that have happened to this government. 
The big difference that I am articulating here is that members opposite would not be able to control wages 
growth like this government has been able to slow wages growth. 

Ms S.F. McGurk: You are an idiot! 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: You know you would not be able to do it. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You are so dumb. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Well! 

Ms S.F. McGurk: All you are doing is highlighting your own government’s failure. 
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Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am highlighting the reality that we have kept wages growth down to less than 
two per cent. Treasurer, wages growth is less than two per cent, is it not? 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Yes. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: But when members opposite were last in government, wages growth blew out. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That is just not true. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: It did. The other interesting thing about the Leader of the Opposition and the shadow 
Treasurer’s speeches, and particularly the reason for the amendment, is that they try to focus on negativity. It is 
an enduring theme of the Labor Party to be negative. This pessimism, this woe and this gloom and doom is 
simply not going to wash with an aspirational Western Australian public. The shadow Treasurer made fun of the 
fly-throughs and all the developments going on in our state; the fact is that people are enjoying them. People can 
see hope in them. There is a famous saying from the Roman era that was articulated by John F. Kennedy in 
a speech to the enclave Berliners in the 1960s that went along the lines of “2 000 years ago, the proudest boast 
was ‘Civis romanus sum’”—“I am a Roman citizen”. Labor needs to come on board with us. The proudest boast 
for Western Australians should be simply, “I am a Western Australian”, living in one of the greatest cities and in 
one of the greatest states in this country that is a beacon for hope and a beacon for the future. All the opposition 
is doing is trying to hoodwink the Australian public—and it is good at it. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Tell that to the Mirrabooka residents who don’t get that advance! You tell that to them! You 
came and promised it and you didn’t deliver. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: You lied! I’ll withdraw that! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member. I understand there is passion on this issue. The member is on 
his feet. He has 11 minutes to continue this debate, so please let him continue. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Madam Speaker, I know you heard the member for Butler say he lied; I know that he tried to 
withdraw. You were on your feet at the time and I am sure Hansard would not have got that on the record. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: An article in The West Australian of Monday, 4 January was titled “City will 
transform by 2021 as plans blossom”. It was a really nice centrepiece of all the projects going on in and around 
our city—Perth Children’s Hospital, Perth City Link, Elizabeth Quay, WA Museum, Riverside and 
Perth Stadium, to name a few. 

I will read an extract of an article by Shane Wright, the economics editor, that states — 

Perth is likely to be one of the world’s economic hotspots over the next 10 years and beyond—as long 
as it survives the financial “wrenching” caused by the end of the mining boom. 

An Oxford Economics report shows Perth will do more to boost global GDP than either Sydney or 
Melbourne over the next 14 years. 

It found Perth could be one of the 50 biggest urban contributors to growth, adding the best part of 
$241 billion to global economic activity. 

It would be in the same group of major economic players as New York, Shanghai, Beijing, 
Los Angeles, London and Shenzhen. 

That positive outlook for this city and this state’s future has come about because of one fundamental difference 
between this government and the last Labor government. That fundamental difference is simple: this is 
a government that gets the job done and has done things to set up this state and this city for the future. The 
opposition in government did nothing. The opposition went to the 2013 election on a set of promises to build and 
do things. Metronet was one of them. I nicknamed Metronet “spaghetti-net” some time ago. It was a coloured 
“spaghetti-net” going everywhere and promising the world. The Leader of the Opposition got up in this place 
with an amendment to the Premier’s Statement that tries to say that this government has been a poor financial 
manager, but the sum of the opposition’s own commitments going into the 2013 election shows that it is in the 
same position as us on financial management unless it decides to put off Metronet to some point in the future. 
Maybe that is what opposition members are intimating with their speeches in this debate. The Leader of the 
Opposition did not give a time frame in his speech. They are saying that they will do something, but the beauty 
of “we will do something” is that it is an open-ended commitment. We need to hear, “We will do this by this 
date.” 
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Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I am very keen to listen to the member for Mirrabooka tell us when the opposition is 
going to deliver Metronet when she gets to her feet. I want to know the closing date. When is the opposition 
going to start it and when is it going to be finished? I want to know that because all the opposition’s financial 
management arguments will fall away at that point; they will completely fall away, and the member for 
Mirrabooka knows that. 

Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Our track record on delivering projects to the people of this state is there for 
everybody to see. The people of this state know that we have a world-class hospital system. Members opposite 
go on about the problems with it and try to pick at things in it. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: We funded it. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: We built it! The opposition promises stuff, but it does not deliver. Ask the member for 
Albany about that. While the Labor Party was in power and the member for Albany was a member of the 
government of the day, he was crying out for a hospital. What did the Premier of the day—I think it was 
Carpenter—do? He said, “Sorry; we’re not going to do it.” The member for Albany was very disappointed. The 
Labor Party promises stuff to its own members that it does not deliver. How can the Western Australian public 
believe the Labor Party if it does not even look after its own members? We know that we have a world-class 
hospital system that this government, the Minister for Health and the Premier built. There is no argument about 
that. We also know that this government introduced independent public schools, which is one of the most 
successful school schemes in the country. 

Ms A.R. Mitchell: By the way, they’ve got their literacy and numeracy program already in place. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: That is exactly right. 

We know that the Perth and Peel@3.5 million planning policy framework is a sound policy framework for 
a growing city. We have a vision for how to handle a growing city. We know that there has been outstanding 
reform of welfare services. All these things cost money, members, and we accept that. Which of these programs 
would the opposition cut? Which of these would the opposition say no to? I am really interested to hear members 
opposite reply to me with what they would not do. They are keen to tell us that they are still going to do stuff 
while being prudent fiscal managers. We have invested in our capital city with Elizabeth Quay, undergrounding 
the rail line at Northbridge, building the Perth City Link, and the sports stadium and arts festivals that have 
energised our city. 

Ms E. Evangel: The new busport. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I said the new underground busport, which is part of Perth City Link. There is 
Yagan Square, and the list goes on. We know that there is more that can be done. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: Extra lanes on the freeway. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Transport works have been going on, and we know that we have a Minister for 
Transport who is working hard to solve problems, which may actually benefit the member for Mirrabooka. He is 
keen to solve problems for all metropolitan Perth members, and he is working hard to do that. 

Yes, there are fiscal challenges. None of us is denying that. No-one has ever stood up in this place and said, “No, 
it’s not there. It’s all voodoo. It’s not happening.” We know that there are fiscal challenges and that they have 
been brought about by the vertical fiscal imbalance. Members opposite would be facing the exact same vertical 
fiscal imbalance and downturn in royalty rates that we are facing—that is no change—but what would they cut 
and not deliver to the people of Western Australia to set this place up for the future? 

Ms R. Saffioti: Madam Acting Speaker. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I still have three minutes; so calm down. 

The Leader of the Opposition would face a worse fiscal situation going into this next election than we would, 
because the Labor Party, with people like the member for Bassendean who are the hard left of the Labor Party, 
will not be able to contain themselves to restrain wages growth; they will not be able to do it. Whatever the 
books say financially for us now, they will be much, much worse under Labor. The only way that Labor would 
be able to reduce debt is by scrapping its election commitments. I am keen to know what election commitments 
it is prepared to scrap in order to support this amendment. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [1.37 pm]: I very rarely agree with the Premier, but I know why he preferred 
Kate Lamont to the member for Churchlands. Seriously, just because he talks loudly in this place does not mean 
he talks sense. On the member’s fiscal analysis, he basically double counted the Forrestfield rail line. His 
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analysis holds true only if these guys abandon the Forrestfield rail line in their numbers. The member for 
Churchlands got that wrong. The ego and the front of Liberal Party members to come into this chamber and 
lecture us about debt! They have more front than Myer, I say, to come into the chamber and talk about election 
promises. The Liberal Party went to the people with fully funded, fully costed election promises, and the 
member is talking about the election promises that we will scrap. He did not mention Metro Area Express. The 
Liberal Party said that that project would be underway now! Where is it? It was meant to be finished by 2018. 
The member is talking about what will happen to Labor’s commitments, but this government broke a promise on 
MAX. It broke a promise on the Ellenbrook rail line. It broke a promise on the Ellenbrook bus rapid transit 
system. It broke a promise on the Forrestfield rail line, because it was meant to be delivered by 2018, and that 
promise is not being met either. 

Honestly, to come into this place and talk about financial management and pull out a letter from the 
Under Treasurer! Go and pull out the letter that the Under Treasurer sent to the Liberal Party that states that the 
party’s assumptions are based on federal funding. Has the member read that? I cannot understand how there is no 
absorption with these guys. I wish I could go home and absorb nothing from the day and that I had the member 
for Churchlands’ front to come into this place and talk about debt. Number one, his analysis was wrong. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Where was it wrong? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was wrong because the member double counted the Forrestfield rail line. He comes into 
the chamber and talks about the Labor Party’s promises. Member for Churchlands, tell us how much the tunnel 
to Morley is going to cost. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the member got it wrong. The member for Churchlands can stand up after the 
Premier’s Statement. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I didn’t even mention the Forrestfield rail line. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member should read the documents, because he does not understand. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): I do not think Hansard has a hope of getting this down so please 
do not yell across the chamber at each other. If you are having difficulty deflecting the other side’s questions, 
look at the Acting Speaker. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Minister for Transport is here. I know that the member is very obsessed about the 
costing of rail lines so why does he not ask the Minister for Transport how much the tunnel to Morley will cost? 
The member for Churchlands has the opportunity to tap him on the shoulder and ask. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: It costs $7 billion. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I did not say $7 billion. The member for Churchlands should tap the minister on the shoulder 
and ask him now. The member has the opportunity to find out how much his commitment costs. Tap him on the 
shoulder. I am waiting. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: It is your speech, member. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I am allowing the member to — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I was making reference to — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the member is so obsessed about lines and commitments — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is enough! If you want to have your names called in the house then continue 
yelling across the chamber. If you want to stay in the house, please do not yell at each other across the chamber. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Churchlands is so obsessed about costings and time frames that he ignores 
the fact that his government broke its key commitment to the north east corridor on the Metro Area Express. It 
broke its commitment on the timing of the Forrestfield rail line and it broke its commitment on the entire funding 
strategy being fully funded and fully costed—and then the member has the audacity to talk to us. Let us go 
through the history of the matter: Labor left a net debt level of $3.6 billion. What did we do? We built a record 
number of schools and we built the rail line to Mandurah with cash. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: You didn’t finish it. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We did not finish it—seriously? Honestly, these guys are a comedy team. No wonder they 
like Fringe; they are Fringe! I do not think I have seen a comedy performance better than these guys. Normal 
comedians actually have a sense of reality, but these guys have stepped right out of it. They are in a parallel 
universe—the virtual world. These guys do not operate in the real world. They have a 3D bus that drives around 
Perth so that people can ignore the fact that we have record debt levels, that education assistants have been cut in 
schools, that although this government has built a hospital, it cannot manage it, that it has not fixed the 
congestion crisis and that it has built only eight kilometres of roads in eight years compared with 80 kilometres 
under a Labor government. This government does not want people to look at the real world. It is creating 
a virtual world in which the entire government strategy is about 3D images. It is about a bus — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, member for Churchlands! I call you for the first time. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I said that they had built it but they cannot manage it. Anyone can lay down bricks but these 
guys cannot manage the infrastructure. They have created a 3D world, a virtual world, in which they have a bus 
driving around. While they are cutting staff at Fiona Stanley Hospital, a bus drives through the streets of Perth 
telling people about what things will look like. Today we saw what a train station could look like—a fly through. 
They are proud of this and of creating a virtual world in which 3D goggles are the answer to transparency and 
accountability in government. Members opposite hide key facts from taxpayers because they want them to see 
the world through 3D goggles. They do not want them to see the real figures. They want them to live in 
a parallel, make-believe universe. This whole ideal that somehow vertical fiscal imbalance, something that we all 
learnt through our economics degrees—I am glad the member mentioned it today, because it makes the member 
for Churchlands sound very intelligent — 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Do you think it doesn’t exist? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Seriously? The member walked into government — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order. Member for Churchlands, you are yelling across the chamber. Member for 
West Swan, keep your comments directed at the Acting Speaker. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Churchlands walked into government and structurally ruined the finances. It 
was not the VFI; it was the government’s mismanagement. We said time and again that they were structurally 
undermining the state’s finances. This government’s recurrent side is getting weaker and has made us susceptible 
to massive shocks—and that shock came. Now members opposite walk around saying, “Oh my goodness; there 
was a shock!” The member for Churchlands should seriously go and pick up his own. Has he read the 
Liberal Party costings? He might have noticed that we did not win the election. Why does he want us to listen to 
the Under Treasurer’s comments when his party has not? Members opposite have been in government for eight 
years and they have not listened to the Under Treasurer’s comments for eight years. Now the member for 
Churchlands comes into this chamber with a document. If the member picked up every midyear review and 
budget, he would see the same risks. Goodness knows what has been said around the Economic and Expenditure 
Reform Committee table. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: These are your costings. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: But I do not understand. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I know you don’t. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What is the member’s point? 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: The point is that you would have had over $40 billion of debt based on your costings. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member got his analysis wrong from the beginning. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: This is based on your costings; not ours. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member does not understand that the Forrestfield rail line’s net costings are in the 
budget numbers; it has been double counted. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Put it on the record member and teach us all. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly! You are the lecturer in this place—you stand up. We have to listen to that. He has 
more front than Myer! This government has left this state with $30 billion of net debt and this member wants to 
lecture us about the finances. We said that this government was structurally damages the finances. I know that 
yesterday the Premier tried to focus on the capital side, but he actually lost the point and this member is now 
talking about wages growth. The Liberal Party did the side deals during the election campaign; everyone knows 
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that. Does it think that the community does not realise what it has done to the finances and the economy at the 
same time? Very rarely do we see someone destroy the finances and the economy at the same time. This 
government increased land taxes three years in a row. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! Member for West Swan, do you want to take interjections? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The crazy men—they can talk all they like. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry but I will not have yelling across the floor. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not care, seriously, just keep going. 

They then come in here and talk to us about VFI. Honestly, that is laughable. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is enough. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Liberal Party did side deals on wages during the caretaker period and it is now lecturing 
us about wages deals. Seriously, this is absolutely dishonest. As I said, let us go through the points. The 
Leader of the Opposition and the member for Victoria Park talked about the GST debate. They jumped from 
position to position. Members opposite have said that we do not get our fair share of infrastructure, but that is 
because they do not put forward the projects. There is no pipeline of projects like the other states have because 
the government has no plan. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: That’s not true. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is not true? Then table the plan. Where is the plan? 

Mr D.C. Nalder: It is with Infrastructure Australia. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Where is the public transport plan? 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Didn’t they talk about one of their top two projects as being the Perth Freight Link project? 
Infrastructure Australia rated it as one of the top two in Australia. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was because it was probably the only project that the government submitted. It also 
identified major infrastructure gaps and the fact that this government has not submitted those projects. 
Government members have no idea. They wreck the finances and then they seem shocked when we criticise 
a net debt level of $30 billion and a deficit of $3 billion. They seem shocked. I have seen the Treasurer with his 
hand movements saying that he is shocked that we would criticise them from all the commentary that he did on 
the state’s finances year after year, and now they have made this the worst budget ever. This team, the 
Liberal Party, is the worst financial manager ever. 
I will finish up soon because I know that other people want to speak on this matter, but, honestly, members 
opposite have more front than Myer. The government blames the goods and services tax; it blames everything 
but itself. The Liberals want us to live in a virtual world, where everything is computer animation. They want 
everyone to be walking around as computer animations. They do not want people to understand the real finances. 
The government is very good at spin and propaganda. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly, member for Churchlands, go and read some other financial books. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I was reading the letter sent to your leader. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly, it is hard to argue with an idiot, but the key point is — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
THE ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Member, I am not sure I heard what you said then. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I said that it is hard to argue with an idiot. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I think you should withdraw that comment. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry, we have a member on his feet—the member for Cannington. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If I can just be entertained on the issue, the term “You can’t argue with an idiot” is 
a well-known saying. I do not believe that the member directed it at the member for Churchlands. It is a well-
known comment. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for West Swan, back on your feet. 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Further to that point of order, I agree with the member, because I am very used to 
talking to a lot of idiots, so I quite agree. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: That was inappropriate, and not okay, thank you. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Let us move on. As I said, the government has more front than Myer to try to justify its 
record levels of net debt and record deficit and to blame everybody but itself. The member for Churchlands 
brings forward a document and does not absorb the midyear review, the budget papers or anything else that the 
government has put out. The government should test itself and accept some responsibility for what it has done to 
the finances of this state, because the community understands that the government has wrecked the finances and 
the economy. The community understands that and no 3D glasses can change it; no spin bus can change it; that is 
the reality. 
MR F.A. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [1.53 pm]: I was not going to speak on this amendment, but I have been — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Inspired? 
Mr F.A. ALBAN: Inspired is the word, Premier. I have been inspired by my closest neighbour. I was in a very 
fortunate position before I was elected; I was a councillor in the City of Swan. On a daily basis, I watched what 
the previous government did in my area. I make a habit of speaking only about my electorate. I do not try to take 
on matters that are beyond my concern. I saw absolutely nothing worth mentioning happen in my electorate. 
Yes, I have heard that the previous government built the Mandurah rail line—it was a long drawn-out process—
but what have I seen with my 3D Liberal glasses? The previous speaker said that Liberals wear 3D glasses, and 
I do not particularly like 3D glasses, but I see a brand-new hospital in Midland. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Mr F.A. ALBAN: Since the member piped up, it is a public hospital and was not privatised, as the member lied 
to the public. I see an overpass over Roe Highway on Great Eastern Highway, and my people in the hills are 
absolutely grateful that a government came along and built it. The previous government just talked. It had a great 
balance because it did nothing. Only silly people have money in the bank. 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Obviously, if the member has money in the bank, he is laughing. Let me just check in; I am 
talking about this generally. With my 3D glasses, what else do I see? I see Great Northern Highway upgraded, as 
it was not during the time of the previous government. I also see a new set of lights that connects 
West Swan Road to Great Northern Highway. The previous government did not build that one. It does not matter 
where we flow to. There is a roundabout on Gnangara Road and West Swan Road. Did the previous government 
not talk forever—the member for West Swan stood up on many occasions—about the need for an upgrade for 
Gnangara Road? The previous government talked a lot. What happens to people who talk a lot? It matters 
nothing, if they did nothing. How do I know the previous government did nothing? I spoke very personally to the 
former member for Swan Hills when I put my hand up. It is not very widely known that we were quite good 
friends. At the time I said, “Look, Jay, I am putting my hand up, but you don’t have to worry because my 
chances of victory are nil because you are a great member of Parliament.” She said, “Frank, we didn’t do 
anything for Swan Hills, and you are welcome to run.” I know she is not here; I know what she supported. 
Gnangara Road was an issue for her. The government had plenty of opportunities; it was in office for two terms. 
Not only did the government do nothing for Swan Hills — 

Mr P.B. Watson: How is the railway going? 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: We will talk about that if the member wants. The former member for Swan Hills, who was 
the most vocal person in this Parliament, had nothing happen in her electorate. It is rather ironic that one of the 
biggest passions of the member for West Swan was the Ballajura police station. The previous government had 
plenty of time to do it, but who is building the Ballajura police station? 

Ms R. Saffioti: You closed it down. 
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Mr F.A. ALBAN: Who is building a proper police station? That was a rental property on the back end of a shop. 
The project I am most interested in that will affect the electorate of the member for West Swan forever is the 
NorthLink project. I heard the member speak very eloquently the other day, but the NorthLink project was 
conspicuous by its absence from her speech. Is Labor committed to continuing NorthLink if, by some freak of 
nature, it is elected to government? Has it committed to maintaining the project that the member for West Swan 
knows her electorate needs? Forget talking about the train, because I know she is not ever talking about the train 
to Bassendean. That is an idea that died, and now the member is coming in with a train from somewhere else. 

With the 3D glasses, the other project that my people see is Great Eastern Highway’s three lanes to the city. The 
member’s electorate must see that. We do not need 3D glasses to see that going from my electorate to the city is 
better than it has ever been before. Did the previous government build that? No, it did not build that. Did the 
previous government do the upgrade on Lord Street and Reid Highway? It certainly wanted to be in the picture, 
but did it build the intersection of Reid Highway and Lord Street? I know now that the member for West Swan is 
campaigning for Lord Street. Lord Street was there when the previous government was in power. Did it do 
anything about Lord Street then? For almost eight years this government that the member is portraying as being 
wonderful did nothing. That is why its balance was fantastic. It did one project, and talked about a lot of others, 
so we do not need our 3D glasses to tell members opposite that they are a bunch of duds. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [1.59 pm]: I did not stand immediately because I was waiting for the 
Treasurer to get up. I thought the Treasurer might want to have a word to say about this resolution, but 
apparently he is not interested in defending the government’s record, which is not surprising, because the 
government’s record in the financial area is appalling. I loved listening to the member for Churchlands, because 
the one thing that he failed to do was to read the advice given by Treasury to the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party 
was warned that the entire basis of its funding was that the commonwealth would pay for its infrastructure 
projects, but it had no reason to believe that that would ever happen. Oppositions base their financial projections 
on the government’s own agenda. That is the way it is done: the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement is 
the basis from which we work. How could the Labor Party know that the Liberal Party was not telling the truth 
about its finances that were presented in the pre-election financial position statement? The PFPS included 
decisions that had never been reported to the people of Western Australia, such as the dividend from the 
Insurance Commission of WA. They were false accounts so it is no wonder that there were challenges in the 
finances. I will make another observation for the member for Churchlands’ benefit: we lost the election. He does 
not know what we would have done in government. What we set out in our election promises is what we would 
do if we came to government; we would do those things. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 362.] 
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