
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

Abbott Government 

Mr BOWEN (McMahon) (14:02):  My question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to his 

admission on ABC's 7.30 last night that the new GP payment and income tax levy are taxes. I also refer the 

Treasurer to both his and the Prime Minister's repeated promises before the election that there would be no 

new taxes under the coalition government. After this deceit, how can the Australian people ever believe 

anything the Treasurer or the Prime Minister have to say? 

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:02):  I did not say that. 

Mr Dreyfus:  That is a lie. 

Mr HOCKEY:  What was that? You withdraw. 

Mr Pyne:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. The member for Isaacs made a very 

unparliamentary intervention and I would ask him to withdraw. 

Mr Burke:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. The Treasurer made the comment on television 

last night. For him to stand up in the parliament and deny— 

The SPEAKER:  No, we will not be debating in question time. The point was made that the member 

for Isaacs made an unparliamentary comment. Will he withdraw? 

Mr Dreyfus:  I withdraw. 

Mr HOCKEY:  The interviewer asked me a question and put a whole lot of things into that question 

and assumed that the answer was relevant to that particular point. 

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  We will have some silence, please. The Treasurer has the call. The question has been 

asked. 

Mr HOCKEY:  The Labor Party left Australia in a mess. The Labor Party left the budget in a mess. 

The Labor Party is now in a position where not only are they opposing us keeping our election promises in 

the Senate; the Labor Party is opposing us keeping the Labor Party's election promises in the Senate. So I 

would say to the Labor Party that, at a certain point, you need to accept responsibility for your actions. 

Mr Bowen:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. The question was about the Treasurer's and the 

Prime Minister's deceit of the Australian people. He should be relevant to the question— 



The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. It will be a very wide-ranging answer when you ask a 

question in such broad terms. 

Mr HOCKEY:  If, as the member for McMahon says, the question is about deceit, I would ask him to 

explain why we ended up with a deficit of $123 billion. I would ask him why we ended up with $667 

billion of debt. Why is it the case that the member for Lilley never actually delivered four surpluses in a 

row? Why is that the case? If we are going to have a discussion about deceit, I would suggest that the 

Labor Party is standing on very thin ice. 

Budget 

Mrs WICKS (Robertson) (14:05):  My question is to the Prime Minister. Will the Prime Minister 

explain why the measures in yesterday's budget are necessary to ensure our future prosperity? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:06):  I thank the member for Robertson for her 

question. I acknowledge that she represents decent, aspirational people who know what it is like to put 

aside money today for tomorrow. She represents decent, aspirational people who know what it is like to 

make sacrifices for their children and for their grandchildren's future. 

As the member for Robertson knows and as I suspect most of her constituents would understand, this is 

a budget that is tough but fair. 
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It is a budget that asks for sacrifices from everyone to secure the long-term future of our country, because 

we simply could not go on as we were when members opposite were in charge. We simply could not go on 

paying the mortgage on the credit card, because that is exactly what happened when the Labor Party was in 

government. 

The sad and tragic truth is that when the Labor Party were in charge they brought down six budgets, and 

those budgets gave us the six biggest deficits in our history. Sure, they forecast surpluses. They promised 

surpluses, but what they gave us were the six biggest deficits in our history. They did not just give us six 

deficits; they gave us a further four deficits in prospect. They gave us deficits and debt stretching out as far 

as the eye can see—$123 billion worth of prospective deficits and $667 billion worth of projected debt. 



Not only did they give us that; they gave us a double-dip deficit, because in 2017-18 the deficit went up 

again to $30 billion. 

We did not create this problem, but we will take responsibility for fixing it. We bring the budget close to 

surplus in 2017-18. We get the budget back under control, which is exactly what we promised we would 

do before the election. We are not just restraining spending; we are building for the future with the world's 

biggest medical research fund and with the Commonwealth's biggest ever infrastructure spend. In 1996 a 

coalition government brought in a budget that was tough but fair and set our country up for a decade of 

prosperity—and last night's budget is in exactly that tradition. 

Budget 

Mr BOWEN (McMahon) (14:09):  My question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to his previous 

answer and to his answer on the 7.30 program last night when asked: 

You know that a co-payment, a levy and a tax are all taxes by any other name. 

The Treasurer's response: 

Of course they are. 

Will the Treasurer now concede that his election campaign was a deceit on the Australian people?  

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:09):  No. I will tell you why. We went to the last 

election saying, as the Prime Minister said, that taxes will be lower under the coalition than under Labor. 

The fact of the matter is that there is a wonderful graph in the budget papers that clearly shows that, as a 

result of the decisions we have taken since we have come to government, tax collections are lower than 

they would have been if Labor were re-elected. The thing about Labor is that they are experts when it 

comes to tax and deceit. Exhibit A was the mining tax. That was the benchmark success for taxation 

reform laid down by the member for Lilley. He is a very gifted man, the member for Lilley. He manages to 

introduce a tax that raises no money. That is quite an achievement. In the case of the Labor Party, they 

promised 'There would be no carbon tax under the government I lead', and then they go and do a deal with 

the Greens. There was no higher purpose for introducing a carbon tax. The money was not going to go to 

something that was going to build a stronger nation. 

Mr Burke:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. In order to be directly relevant, at some point he 

should refer to his answer on 7.30 last night. 

The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. It was a very generic question. The Treasurer has the call. 



Mr HOCKEY:  The fact of the matter is that Labor only ever introduced new taxes for political 

purposes. That is what they did. That was their benchmark. The biggest criticism the Labor Party have—

and we have had two questions now—about the budget is about the politics of it. 

Opposition members:  No! 

Mr HOCKEY:  Oh, yes! It is all about the politics. It is not about the economics of it. It is all about the 

politics. That is why the Labor Party was not fit to govern. That is why the Labor Party is not fit to govern. 

Budget 

Dr SOUTHCOTT (Boothby) (14:12):  My question is to the Treasurer. Why is it important to start the 

hard work of repairing the budget now? What legacy did the Treasurer address as the government 

developed last night's budget? 

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:12):  We need to move now—and I thank the 

member for Boothby for his question. He would remember the 1996 budget. He was there with us, with a 

number of other members. The fact was that it was similar in one sense: a coalition government is elected; 

Labor do not tell the full story about what the budget is. Of course, in those days, it was a $96 billion debt 

and a $10 billion black hole—the Beazley black hole. But this time around Labor have exceeded their 

record. On this occasion, it is $667 billion of debt and $123 billion of deficits. And the Labor Party hold 

their hands in the air and say: 'No train crash here. There's no problem here.' The debt is going up. The 

deficits are continuing endlessly—'There's no problem here.' Unemployment is rising. 'There's no problem 

here, everything is okay, we did a fabulous job,' they convince themselves. 

The problem is that someone has to pick up the bill. And do you know who has to pick up the bill? The 

taxpayers of Australia have to pick up the bill. They are the ones who are going to have to pay for the 

reckless indifference of the Labor Party towards taxpayers' money—$667 billion of debt. In the budget this 

year, through our decisions, we reduced that by almost $300 billion. In 10 years that represents interest 

savings alone of $16 billion a year. That is the equivalent of building 15 new teaching hospitals every year. 

And the Labor Party want to have their way. The Labor Party want that $16 billion a year not to go into 

some other purpose that is going to build a stronger nation. They want us to provide that money as interest 

to people that we have borrowed the money from. That is their idea of a priority. 
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Our priority is to have a nation that lives within its means. Our priority is to pay our bills as we go along. 

Our priority is to leave the Australian people with a better quality of life— 

Mr Dreyfus interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Isaacs will desist! 

Mr HOCKEY:  Our priority is not to pass the buck to the next generation, asking them to pay for our 

lifestyle. 

Ms Butler interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Griffith will desist! 

Budget 

Mr SHORTEN (Maribyrnong—Leader of the Opposition) (14:15):  My question is to the Prime 

Minister. Today the New South Wales Premier, Mike Baird, said the budget last night is ripping $80 

billion out of schools and hospitals. He said: 

What we saw last night from Canberra was a kick in the guts to the people of New South Wales. 

Why should the people of New South Wales suffer because of the Prime Minister's pre-election deceit? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:15):  I am happy to take that question from the Leader 

of the Opposition. Obviously there were some things in the budget last night that the states liked, such as 

the record Commonwealth spend on infrastructure. There were other things that they probably did not like, 

because we are not going to be bound by unsustainable spending commitments that were made by 

members opposite. We will not be bound by Labor's unsustainable spending commitments. We are not 

going to be bound by the budget booby traps that members opposite put in. They are state government run 

public hospitals. They are state government run public schools. The state governments will need to take 

more responsibility for these in the future, as is right and proper.  

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  There is too much noise on my left! 

Mr ABBOTT:  What the people of Australia expect is grown-up adult governments in the states, just as 

they have now got a grown-up adult government in Canberra. That is as it should be. 



Budget 

Mr PALMER (Fairfax) (14:17):  My question is to the Treasurer. Will the Treasurer support changes to 

all parliamentary super schemes so that members of parliament do not receive their superannuation 

payments until they reach the same age as Australia's entitlement for the old age pension? 

An opposition member interjecting—   

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:17):  I would not go there. I say to the honourable 

member that there have been changes to the parliamentary super scheme. He might not be familiar with 

that, but there have been changes to the parliamentary super scheme. I know he is an immensely wealthy 

man and he might not understand and might not have looked at the documentation in relation to his 

superannuation scheme. I urge him to do that. The fact is there were changes made some years ago to the 

parliamentary super scheme and, in addition, we have made changes now to the gold card program. 

Everyone has to make a contribution. I understand the Labor Party has decided not to support the 

temporary deficit reduction levy, so the Labor Party and the honourable member obviously would prefer to 

see others do the heavy lifting and them make no contribution at all. 

Budget 

Ms HENDERSON (Corangamite) (14:18):  My question is to the Treasurer. How is everyone 

contributing now to help build future prosperity for all Australians? 

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:18):  I thank the honourable member for her 

question. It is so important that we ask Australians to contribute now. We do so because—and I understand 

this is an old Irish saying—you fix the roof while the sun is shining. In this case we have $667 billion of 

debt. If we do not start the process now of trying to ensure that we never get to that level, then the pain 

associated with dealing with it in a few years time is going to be far greater. We have been very up-front 

with the Australian people in asking them to pay a temporary budget repair levy on incomes above 

$180,000. We believe it is only fair that everyone contribute. It is also the case that we are asking 

Australians to pay for indexation in their fuel excise and, if they contribute that excise, in law we are going 

to hypothecate it to road funding which is going to substantially increase into the future. In fact, in this 

budget we are spending well in excess of an additional $11 billion on roads, and the total excise increase 

would be the equivalent of just over $2 billion. 

Mr Husic interjecting— 



The SPEAKER:  The member for Chifley will desist! 

Mr HOCKEY:  There is something that we understand that I am afraid our political opponents do 

not—that is, if you want to spend money today, you should raise the money today. If you want to spend the 

money today, you should do everything you can to raise the money today. One of the challenges is that our 

political opponents did not do that. They spent in excess of $14 billion out of assumed revenue from the 

mining tax that raised hardly any money. So what happens? The government goes and borrows from the 

next generation in order to pay for handouts like the schoolkids bonus. Labor is still defending those sort of 

things even though we have to borrow money to pay for them. They do not understand. If you want to be 

responsible, and if you want to be responsible across the generations, it is the duty of everyone here to 

ensure that when we spend money we raise money and we do not go down the path of continuing to 

borrow money that at the end of the day our children are going to have to repay. 

Budget 

Mr SHORTEN (Maribyrnong—Leader of the Opposition) (14:21):  My question is to the Prime 

Minister. Before the election this Prime Minister explicitly promised no new taxes. Last night this Prime 

Minister smashed Australian families with new taxes on health and petrol. Why should Australian families 

pay for this Prime Minister's deceit? 
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Government members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  There will be quiet on my right! 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:22):  The whole nation is paying the price of the Labor 

Party's incompetence. 

Mr Shorten:  Nonsense! You break your promises. 

The SPEAKER:  The Leader of the Opposition has asked his question and will desist. 

Mr ABBOTT:  Let me tackle the issues that the Leader of the Opposition raises absolutely head-on. 

Yes, there is a temporary deficit levy. No-one likes it. I certainly do not like it. But it will impact on just 

three per cent of taxpayers. We are indexing fuel excise. Again, it is not something that people would 



necessarily like, but the fact is the money is hypothecated to extra road spending, and that will cost the 

average family 40 cents a week in the first year. 

The decisions that this government has made since September last year reduce the overall tax burden by 

$5.7 billion. There is all this huffing and puffing from members opposite about broken promises and about 

lower taxes. Well, let us keep the promise to get rid of the carbon tax because that would save every single 

Australian family $550 a year. This is a government which does not just talk about lowering taxes; this is a 

government which is lowering taxes—and it delivered that last night. 

Budget 

Mr HUTCHINSON (Lyons) (14:24):  My question is to the Treasurer. Why is it so important that all 

Australians have a sustainable safety net? How does the budget ask Australians to contribute in order to 

build this safety net for the future? 

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:24):  I thank the honourable member for the 

question. He knows and I know that it is hugely important that we provide a well-resourced, sustainable 

safety net for those most vulnerable in the community. It is hugely important. Of course, welfare represents 

35 per cent of the total Commonwealth budget, so we spend more on welfare than we do on health care for 

our citizens. We spend more on welfare than we spend on the education of our children. We spend more on 

welfare than we spend on the defence of the nation. Of course, whilst it is important to have a well-

resourced, sustainable safety net, what matters most is that we can afford it. That is what matters most. 

The fact is we do have changing demographics, and I, on this very rare occasion, will quote the 

former—no, the current—member for Lilley. I am sorry I made that mistake. He said in a press release 

with the honourable member here: 'Increasing the pension age is a responsible reform to meet the 

challenge of an ageing population and the economic impact it will have for all Australians. Australia must 

move towards a higher pension age over the next decade.' 

It is quite interesting because the trajectory of our increase in the pension age eligibility to 70 follows 

the Labor Party's. But, obviously, given that it is going to 70 in the year 2035, I would say to you it is 

responsible to give people good notice that these are the issues that need to be addressed. It is easy just to 

put it aside. It is easy to be a critic. All of the criticism from Labor thus far has been political. None of it is 

about the policy. 



Ms Butler interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Griffith will desist! 

Mr HOCKEY:  They are all politics, no economics. They are all politics, no policy. Come on and 

debate these things. Let's debate the issue in relation to the ageing demographic. Let's debate the issues 

about how we are going to continue to sustain our health system. 

Ms Butler interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Griffith will desist! 

Mr HOCKEY:  Let's debate the issues that actually go to the heart of our economic prosperity. I would 

say to the honourable members: what we have laid down is a plan to ensure that what we receive in the 

future is sustainable— 

Ms Butler interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Griffith is warned. 

Mr HOCKEY:  because, on the current trajectories, if we just adopt a business-as-usual line, the pain 

associated with rectification in the future is going to be far greater. It is going to be enormous. We do not 

want to get to that point. The coalition will not let it get to that point. 

Budget 

Mr SHORTEN (Maribyrnong—Leader of the Opposition) (14:27):  My question is to the Prime 

Minister. Before the last election—indeed, on the very last night before the election—the Prime Minister 

explicitly promised, 'No change to pensions.' Last night, the budget revealed that pensions will be cut. Why 

should pensioners pay for this Prime Minister's deceit? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:28):  The Leader of the Opposition, if I may say so, 

should get his facts right. Pensions are not being cut, but after the next election, if this government is re-

elected, pensions will grow at a somewhat slower rate because they will be indexed to CPI rather than male 

total average weekly earnings. 

Ms Macklin:  Madam Speaker, on a point of order, I seek leave to table the page from the budget that 

shows how much you are taking out of pensioners. 

Government members interjecting— 

Ms Macklin:  I can do it whenever I like! 



The SPEAKER:  The member for Jagajaga is abusing the standing orders. You know perfectly well 

that you may not stand at the dispatch box simply to have an argument. You know perfectly well. 

Mr ABBOTT:  The most compassionate thing that we can do for the pensioners of Australia is to 

ensure that pensions are sustainable and that our social services budget is sustainable. 

Ms Butler interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Griffith will remove herself under standing order 94(a). 

The member for Griffith then left the chamber. 
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Mr Burke:  On a point of order, Madam Speaker: do you recognise that that makes it 100 people 

ejected from this side of the House and no-one from the other side of the House in the time you have been 

Speaker? Do you really think that is the way to conduct the parliament? 

The SPEAKER:  I would simply say to the Manager of Opposition Business, if you had 100 members 

you would be in government and sitting on this side. You simply have some recurrent offenders. Believe 

me, I look equally to my right. 

Mr ABBOTT:  I reiterate the point that the most compassionate thing we can do for the pensioners of 

Australia is to ensure that pensions are sustainable over the long term. That is exactly what we have done. 

There has not been and will not be any change to pensions in this term of parliament. We have been very 

up-front with the pensioners of Australia about what we think should happen to pensions in 2017, and if 

people do not like that they will have the opportunity to vote accordingly at the next election. 

Budget 

Ms SCOTT (Lindsay) (14:31):  My question is to the Treasurer. How will the budget assist in building 

the infrastructure of the 21st century that will secure growth in our economy and provide more jobs for the 

people of my electorate of Lindsay? 

Mr HOCKEY (North Sydney—The Treasurer) (14:31):  I thank the honourable member for Lindsay 

for her question, and I recognise that she has been a fierce fighter for Western Sydney because she wants 

to see construction and new jobs, and she is determined to have prosperity, in Western Sydney. As the 

member for Lindsay and all members know, we have now made a massive commitment to infrastructure in 



Australia that will lead to an investment of $125 billion of new infrastructure over the next few years. The 

total Commonwealth infrastructure investment in New South Wales is $14.9 billion—a significant sum of 

money. Why are we doing this? We inherited an economy with falling terms of trade. The mining and 

resources boom that we have all benefited from over the last few years had a big production phase. It 

sucked a lot of construction workers out of the rest of the economy and gave them an opportunity to have a 

well-paid job. That was terrific.  

The mining industry has done and still does a great job. It represents 10 per cent of our economy and 

two per cent of our jobs. But, the mining industry has moved from a construction phase to a production and 

export phase. We should celebrate that. However, those workers who were involved in the construction 

phase are now moving into the other 90 per cent of the economy and looking for work. What we are doing 

is rolling out long-term infrastructure to give them that work. We are rolling out long-term infrastructure to 

lift the productive capacity of the other 90 per cent of the Australian economy. If we do not move now to 

build this infrastructure then there will be a fall in growth in two to three years in the Australian economy 

with the net result that unemployment will go higher. That is unacceptable to the coalition. There is a price 

that we have to pay. If Australians pay an extra 40c a week to fill their car as a result of an increase in 

excise, that gives us a revenue stream to move now on the infrastructure that is going to deliver us 

sustainable jobs into the future. That is how it works. You cannot promise things on the never-never—you 

need to move now. Our infrastructure program is not just about today's jobs. Our infrastructure program is 

about tomorrow's jobs and beyond. 

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS 

The SPEAKER:  I advise the House that we have in the gallery today the former senator for Western 

Australia, Mr Ross Lightfoot, the former member for Deakin, Mr Mike Symon, and the former member for 

Petrie, Ms Yvette D'Ath. We make you welcome. 

Honourable members:  Hear, hear! 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

Budget 

Ms MACKLIN (Jagajaga) (14:35):  My question is to the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister promised 

before the election 'We will help families with the real cost of raising children.' Last night, the Prime 



Minister slashed family payments by $3,000 a year for many families. Why should Australian families pay 

for the Prime Minister's deceit? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:35):  I do not deny for a second that many Australian 

families are doing it tough. The point I keep making is that in confronting the debt and deficit disaster that 

Australia faces we are all in it together. I imagine that the shadow minister who asked the question is 

sincere about wanting to ease the squeeze on Australian families. But, if she is as sincere as I think in her 

heart she is, why doesn't she say to her leader, 'Let's start making it easier for families by scrapping the 

carbon tax'? If she is seriously concerned about governments keeping commitments and making it easier 

for families, why doesn't she allow this government to keep its commitment and to make it easier for 

families by scrapping the carbon tax right away. Do it now. 

Education 

Mrs PRENTICE (Ryan) (14:37):  My question is to the Minister for Education. How is the government 

expanding opportunities in education for all Australians? 
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Mr PYNE (Sturt—Leader of the House and Minister for Education) (14:37):  I thank the member for 

Ryan for her question. I am very pleased to be able to tell the member for Ryan and the House in general 

that the government is keeping all its election commitments in education. All of our election commitments 

will be met in the Education portfolio. Spending on higher education and research will increase by $900 

million over the next four years and spending on school education will increase by $3.5 billion over the 

next four years. So, ironically, because of the cuts delivered by the previous government, by the Leader of 

the Opposition, we will be spending more on school education in 2017 than Labor would have if they had 

been re-elected. So let us not hear any of the cant and hypocrisy from the Labor side about education 

spending.  

In this answer I want to specifically focus, if I may, on higher education, because higher education is 

one of the really positive features of the budget that the Treasurer delivered last night. The government is 

embarking on one of the greatest reforms of higher education in 30 years, which will spread opportunity to 

more than 80,000 Australians across Australia, who will be able to access degrees over the next four years 

which they would not otherwise have been able to, and to countless apprentices, who will be able to keep 



doing their apprenticeship and complete it because of the support that we give apprentices in this budget, 

announced last night.  

So, we are building the skills infrastructure of the future—not just the physical infrastructure but, very 

importantly, the skills infrastructure of the future. We are doing it in three ways. We will be expanding the 

demand-driven system to diploma and associate degree courses across Australia, which means that 

students who do those courses—who are typically low-socioeconomic status, first-generation university 

goers or low ATAR achievers—will be able to use the courses as pathways into university. It is a major 

reform and it costs us money. We are overseeing the largest Commonwealth scholarship scheme in 

Australia's history so that the smartest kid from the lowest socioeconomic status background can go to the 

best universities in Australia. We are expanding the trade support loan program—extending it and creating 

it—so that apprentices can access $20,000 of borrowing from the taxpayer over four years to use for their 

costs of achieving their apprenticeship. We are spreading the benefits of education and skills right across 

the economy to apprentices, to lower income families, to first-generation university goers. We are 

investing in the skills infrastructure of the future and we are damn proud of it. 

Budget 

Ms PLIBERSEK (Sydney—Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (14:40):  My question is to the Prime 

Minister. The Prime Minister promised before the election, 'We will help families with the real cost of 

raising children,' but the Prime Minister's budget will cost families as much as $5,000 a year as a result of 

his cuts to family payments, plus his new GP tax plus his increase to petrol taxes. Why should Australian 

families pay up to $5,000 per year for the Prime Minister's deceit? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:40):  This budget enshrines two great Australian 

values: the fair go that we preserve and the 'have a go' value that we want to encourage. They are the 

values that are embodied in this budget.  

Mr Dreyfus interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The member for Isaacs will desist. 

Mr ABBOTT:  I know that some benefits for families are changing and I accept that. I make the point 

that it is important to maximise participation in the workforce and it is important to bear down on what is 



sometimes described as middle-class welfare. It is important to do that, but it is important to do that in 

ways that are fair.  

If the people of Australia want to look at the budget documentation, they will see, for instance, that if 

you are a single-income family, with one child under six, with $30,000 of income you are still receiving 

more than $18,000 from the taxpayer. If you are a single-income family, with one child, on $90,000 you 

are still receiving $6,000 from the taxpayer.  

I say again, if the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is very anxious to ensure that this government keeps 

its commitments and if she is as anxious as she says she is to ease the squeeze on families then let us repeal 

the carbon tax straightaway. Let us repeal the carbon tax straightaway and give all the families of Australia 

a $550 windfall. Let us give them $550 a year straightaway. 

Budget 

Mr ALEXANDER (Bennelong) (14:42):  My question is to the Minister for Health. How is the budget 

asking Australians to contribute to ensure the future of medical research in Australia and build a 

sustainable health system?  

Mr DUTTON (Dickson—Minister for Health and Minister for Sport) (14:43):  I thank the member for 

Bennelong not just for his question but for his commitment to medical research. He is a great supporter of 

medical research in this country. This morning I spoke to Professor Charlie Teo, who is one of our nation's 

greatest neurosurgeons.  

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The members for Moreton and Wakefield will desist. 

Mr DUTTON:  He was over the moon, absolutely over the moon, as many other researchers are about 

the government's commitment to medical research. Not only are we providing record amounts now to 

medical research, but we will increase that investment as we go forward. As a nation, we face a great threat 

as our population ages in relation to dementia and diseases of the brain otherwise. In fact, it is projected 

that by 2050, 7,500 Australians each week will present with dementia. We have to make the investment 

today to make sure that we can provide the opportunities for research and discovery that will assist our 

doctors and our scientists to make those discoveries and to implement the medications and the advice that 

flow from them. I am very proud of the fact that we are in this portfolio at this time able to say that we will 



increase health expenditure over the forward estimates in 2014-15 by 3.7 per cent. In 2015-16 it increases 

again to $68.2 billion. It increases in 2016-17, it increases in 2017-18, and health funding will continue to 

grow in this budget. 
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There are other people who have been complimentary of the government's $20 billion Medical Research 

Future Fund. Let me go to Professor Doug Hilton, who is the Institute Director at the Walter and Eliza Hall 

Institute of Medical Research. He says: 

This investment from the government is game changing. 

He also says, 'It is a fabulous time to be a medical researcher in this country.' The Association of 

Australian Medical Research Institutes said: 

Creation of this $20 billion fund into perpetuity is amongst the most significant initiatives in the history of medical 

research in Australia. 

We will set this health system up for the future, not just for today. We will protect it against the Labor 

Party into the future. This fund will have its capital protected, because it will be guarded by the Future 

Fund guardians. We will not allow Labor to attack the $20 billion. We will make sure that the $1 billion a 

year that will flow from this $20 billion capital fund will supplement the money that we are putting into 

medical research now—which will grow to about $2 billion a year—and we will stop the Labor Party from 

spending that $20 billion at any time in the future. This fund is about setting the future up for this country 

and that is what this government is about. 

Budget 

Ms KING (Ballarat) (14:46):  My question is to the Prime Minister. Before the election, the Prime 

Minister said, 'No cuts to health.' Last night, the Prime Minister hit Australians with a $7 GP tax for every 

visit to the doctor. How is the Prime Minister fit for office, if he expects Australians to pay for his deceit? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:46):  We made a commitment that every dollar of 

saving is reinvested in the world's largest medical research fund, which will be good for cures, treatment, 

and the health of all Australians in the years and decades ahead. 

The shadow minister says that somehow I am unfit for office because I support a co-payment. There is a 

better way of operating a health system, and the change could hardly hurt at all. As economists have 

shown, the ideal model involves a small co-payment—not enough to put a dent in your weekly budget, but 



enough to make you think twice before you call the doctor—and the idea is hardly radical. Who said that? 

The shadow assistant treasurer. If I am not fit for office, neither is he, presumably, and I imagine that the 

Leader of the Opposition will be requiring his resignation. 

Mr Bowen:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. If what the member for Canberra said 15 years 

ago is relevant, what the Prime Minister said six months ago— 

The SPEAKER:  The member will resume his seat. That is an abuse of the standing orders, and the 

member knows it. Another infringement and you are to leave us. The Prime Minister has concluded his 

answer. 

Road Infrastructure 

Ms LANDRY (Capricornia) (14:49):  My question is to the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for 

Infrastructure and Regional Development. How does the budget deliver on the government's commitment 

to build the roads of the 21st century? 

Mr TRUSS (Wide Bay—Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Infrastructure and Regional 

Development) (14:49):  I thank the honourable member for Capricornia for her question. She, like me, 

would have been delighted, last night, as the treasurer outlined the biggest infrastructure program in our 

nation's history. It was a real commitment to building the roads of the 21st century, a commitment that 

went way beyond anything Labor left behind in their forward estimates and went way beyond the things 

that the Labor Party had promised during the election campaign. We all know that what they promised in 

the election campaign always had conditions attached to it that the states would not find acceptable or was 

going to be funded out of the proceeds of the mining tax, which produced no significant money. The 

reality is that this was a real change, a government committed to really building the infrastructure projects 

that matter so much for our country. 

The member for Capricornia will be particularly pleased about the commitments to the Bruce Highway, 

which is so critical to her electorate and so important for getting people in and out of Rockhampton and the 

other parts of her electorate. The budget includes substantial new investment on the Bruce Highway. There 

will be funding for 16 continuing projects and for 45 new projects on the Bruce Highway. This will make a 

difference in getting rid of some of the flood-prone areas, like the Yeppen flood plain, south of the 

member's electorate, and in making sure that traffic is able to move more smoothly along that road. 



But there are major projects in every state, capital, country community, and right across the nation. 

There are the East West Link in Melbourne, the Pacific Highway from Sydney to Brisbane, the Western 

Sydney road projects—$2.9 billion to connect Western Sydney, WestConnex—and the north-south 

corridor in Adelaide. We will complete the gateway project in Western Australia and build the Swan 

Valley Bypass. There is $400 million for the Midland Highway. We will complete the Majura Parkway in 

the ACT. There will be significant road funding also in the Northern Territory. This is a major growth 

package that will deliver real results for Australia. 
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It will make our road transport move more smoothly. It will ensure that there are jobs for Australian 

industry in construction— 

Mr Albanese:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. In order to be relevant he has to mention a 

single new project. He has not yet. 

The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Health 

Ms KING (Ballarat) (14:52):  My question is to the Prime Minister. Before the election the Prime 

Minister promised no cuts to health. Last night the Prime Minister confirmed that all Australians will pay 

more for their medicines. Why should Australians pay for the Prime Minister's deceit? 

Mr Simpkins interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The member for Cowan is warned. 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:53):  I want to reiterate to the shadow minister that this 

is a government that has kept faith with the commitments that it made to the Australian people before the 

election. Every dollar of savings in health is reinvested in health. 

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The member for Jagajaga will desist. 

Mr ABBOTT:  It is reinvested in the world's biggest medical research fund, which will find the 

treatments and cures we need so that our health system and the health of our people gets better in the years 

to come. That is our responsibility. Our responsibility is to do the right thing by the people of Australia. 



Our responsibility is not to make easy decisions but to make the right decisions, and that is what this 

budget has done. It has made the right but difficult and necessary decisions for the long-term future of the 

people of this country. 

Border Protection 

Ms MARINO (Forrest—Government Whip) (14:54):  My question is to the Minister for Immigration 

and Border Protection. What benefits are there in the budget for all Australians as a result of the 

government's success in stopping people-smuggling ventures? 

Mr MORRISON (Cook—Minister for Immigration and Border Protection) (14:54):  I thank the 

member for her question. There are three big dividends that come to the budget as a result of the coalition's 

stronger border protection policies: an economic dividend, a humanitarian dividend and a reform dividend. 

There is a $2.5 billion boat-stopping dividend in this budget. And there is a bonus of $280 million in 

savings from our 'closing the detention centre revolution'—closing the centres that those opposite opened 

when their border policies failed because they were not up to the job. Also, there is a $300 million 

contribution to the budget as a result of a better-put-together immigration program, with a greater focus on 

skills, a greater focus on people who come the right way to Australia, and the removal of incentives for 

those who come the wrong way. The previous government created 4,000 places for family reunions for 

people who had come to Australia illegally by boat. We have removed those places, and it has saved the 

budget $260 million. 

There is a humanitarian dividend, as well, beyond the fact of stopping the deaths at sea, which is this: 

20,000 places have been restored to the refugee and humanitarian program this year and over the next four 

years, because we have freed them up in the special humanitarian program. Those places otherwise would 

have gone to those who had come to Australia illegally by boat. 

In addition to that, there is a reform dividend in this budget through reversing the $700 million in cuts 

over the forward estimates to the border agencies that occurred over the previous six years under the 

previous government. Over the next six years we will restore that with over $700 million invested in our 

border agencies, including the establishment of the Australian Border Force, which brings together the 

combined efforts, experience and talent of our customs and immigration officers to provide one single 

force on our borders to pick up from Operation Sovereign Borders, which has ensured that for the past 20 

weeks, or 146 days, there has not been a single successful maritime people-smuggling venture to this 



country. We said that we would stop the boats with our policies. Those opposite derided it and said it could 

not be done, but it is happening. That is what is happening. 

In the budget last night we said, through the Treasurer, that we will repair the budget. With the budget 

handed down by the Treasurer that is what we are going to do. This is a government that says what it is 

going to do and then gets on and does it. 

Employment 

Ms MACKLIN (Jagajaga) (14:57):  My question is to the Prime Minister. Last night the government 

revealed that it will force young people under 30 into poverty by cutting them off all forms of income 

support if they cannot find a job. Why is the Prime Minister expecting young Australians to bear the pain 

of his deceit? What does the Prime Minister expect them to live on? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (14:58):  The difficulty with members opposite is that they 

want this country to live constantly beyond its means, to keep making payments that it cannot afford, with 

borrowed money. That is the problem with members opposite. They want this country to continue making 

payments we cannot afford, with borrowed money. 

Ms Macklin:  Madam Speaker, I raise a point of order on relevance. This is about people who will have 

nothing to live on. How are they expected to get— 

The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Mr ABBOTT:  We expect people under 30, the young people of Australia, to be either earning or 

learning. 

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The member for Perth will desist. 

Mr ABBOTT:  We expect them to be in employment or, if for whatever reason they are not in 

employment, we expect them to be improving their skills and receiving the support the Commonwealth 

government quite rightly provides to people who are improving their skills, including youth allowance. 

Honourable members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  Order! The member for Grayndler and the member for Gorton will desist. 
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Mr ABBOTT:  And I want to make it absolutely crystal clear to the shadow minister opposite, who 

presumably did not look at every element in the budget— 

Mr Brendan O'Connor interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Gorton will desist. 

Mr ABBOTT:  that we are making it much easier to go to university, to do a diploma, to do an 

apprenticeship or a traineeship with our Trade Support Loans. 

Opposition members interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  There is too much noise on my left, including the member for Perth. 

Mr ABBOTT:  I say to the Leader of the Opposition, it is not kind to put people on social security 

when there is an alternative. 

Mr Brendan O'Connor interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Gorton will desist or leave—one or the other. 

Mr ABBOTT:  There is always a training or education alternative available to the young people of 

Australia, and if they are not in employment, we should encourage them to take it. 

Apprenticeships 

Mr EWEN JONES (Herbert) (15:00):  My question is to the Minister for Industry. Can the minister tell 

us how the government's budget provides more support for apprenticeships? 

Mr IAN MACFARLANE (Groom—Minister for Industry) (15:01):  I thank the member for Herbert 

for his question, and his lack of impersonation of my answer. This government understands that the most 

important thing to give to young people is the opportunity to get a long-term job and a well-paying job, 

and the member for Herbert understands that. I have had the opportunity with the member for Herbert to 

visit a skills and training centre in his electorate, and his support for the young people in that electorate is 

palpable. You only have to talk to the member for Herbert to know that he sees the importance of getting 

young people into jobs. And the way to do that in particular is to upgrade their skills and to encourage 

them to not only take up apprenticeships but to actually complete them. 

What we have in Australia at the moment is a situation where half of the apprenticeships that are started 

are not completed. We announced in our Economic Action Strategy that we intend to build a strong and 

prosperous economy, and to do that we want the young people—not just in Herbert, but right around 



Australia—to participate in the growth of that economy. We want to see them get a trade, go out and earn a 

living and look forward to a long-term prospect, and they will not do that if they do not complete their 

apprenticeship. So we have introduced a Trade Support Loans scheme that will give apprentices a loan of 

$20,000. Under this scheme we will roll out about $1.9 billion worth of loans, and when they complete 

their four years 20 per cent of that loan will be written off—20 per cent, $4,000, immediately discounted. 

Not only that, but the value of the discount in terms of repaying it over the term against a commercial loan 

makes this scheme worth more than double the scheme it replaces in Tools For Your Trade. 

We are moving from a scheme such as Tools For Your Trade—where money was just given with no 

requirement to complete your apprenticeship—to a scheme where we actively encourage young people to 

complete their apprenticeships. Not only is it worth more than double— 

Mr Brendan O'Connor:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. He is making references to young 

people and traineeships— 

The SPEAKER:  What is the point of order? 

Mr Brendan O'Connor:  The fact is that this government is cutting the money for Tools For Your 

Trade; that is what they are doing. 

The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. The member will resume his seat. The Minister for 

Industry has the call. There was no point of order, and an abuse of the standing orders. 

Mr IAN MACFARLANE:  I just restate the point that this is worth twice as much in the hand of the 

apprentices as the scheme it replaces—more than twice as much. In fact, the repayments under this scheme 

are less than a third of what they would be if they used a commercial loan. This government supports 

outcomes. By having a scheme that encourages young people in particular to complete their 

apprenticeships and get the full discount on the loan, we are ensuring that they have a long-term, viable 

future in the workforce. 

Budget 

Mr SHORTEN (Maribyrnong—Leader of the Opposition) (15:04):  My question is to the Prime 

Minister. During this question time, on eight occasions the Prime Minister has lacked the courage to admit 

that he broke his promises. Enough is enough. Will this Prime Minister come to the dispatch box, look 

Australians in the eye and apologise for his lies? 



The SPEAKER:  The Leader of the Opposition will withdraw unparliamentary language. 

Mr SHORTEN:  Every Australian knows the truth. 

The SPEAKER:  I said the member will withdraw. 

Mr SHORTEN:  I withdraw. 

The SPEAKER:  So we are lacking a question; you might like to rephrase it. 

Mr SHORTEN:  During this question time, on eight occasions this Prime Minister has lacked the 

courage to apologise— 

Mr Pyne:  Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. You very generously allowed the Leader of the 

Opposition to mount an argument that was masquerading as a question. He is now trying to do it a second 

time, and you have given him another chance. Either he has to ask a genuine question or you should sit 

him down and take the next question from this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER:  The point I was making was I made the Leader of the Opposition withdraw the word 

that was totally unparliamentary, and he knew it. He has now withdrawn it, so there is no question before 

the chair. I said he may rephrase it; it does not mean to use the same argumentative material. 

Mr SHORTEN:  My question is to the Prime Minister. Throughout this question time, on eight 

occasions the Prime Minister has had put to him what he said before the election. Will the Prime Minister 

now admit that he has broken his promises and apologise to the Australian people for misleading them? 

The SPEAKER:  'Misleading' did not help, either. There are other forms of the House. 

Mr SHORTEN:  I am happy to get the thesaurus out. Australians know what it is: fabrications, 

untruths, guile. Before the election he did not say he was going to do what he did in last night's budget. 

Will he apologise? 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (15:07):  May I say to the Leader of the Opposition that he 

is all politics, no policy; all complaint, no solutions. And I might offer this thought to members opposite—

that confected moral outrage is no basis for governing a country— 

Mr Shorten interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  The Leader of the Opposition will desist. You have asked your question. 

Mr ABBOTT:  And it is one of the reasons members opposite are utterly unfit for government. 



Mr Albanese interjecting— 

The SPEAKER:  And the member for Grayndler will desist. 
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Mr Dreyfus interjecting— 

Mr ABBOTT:  What this country needs is a government which is prepared to confront the reality that 

our country faces, the reality of debt and deficit stretching out as far as the eye can see, the debt and deficit 

disaster which the members opposite, the Labor Party, created. This government did not create the problem 

but we take responsibility for addressing it. We take responsibility for fixing the problem—the debt and 

deficit disaster that Labor created. I think that is exactly what the people of Australia elected us to do and I 

am proud to serve them in my capacity as Prime Minister of this great nation. 

Mr Pyne:  During the Prime Minister's answer, the member for Isaacs made a grossly unparliamentary 

remark and I will ask him to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER:  I ask the member for Isaacs to withdraw his comment. 

Mr Dreyfus:  I withdraw. 

Budget 

Ms PRICE (Durack) (15:08):  My question is to the Assistant Minister for Infrastructure and Regional 

Development. How will the government's infrastructure plans boost productivity and create jobs in 

Western Australia? 

Mr BRIGGS (Mayo—Assistant Minister for Infrastructure and Regional Development) (15:09):  The 

member for Durack knows that the budget, which the Treasurer delivered last night, provides a record 

amount of infrastructure spending in this country and Western Australia does not miss out. In fact, there 

will be $4.7 billion of infrastructure investment in Western Australia over the next few years.  It will be 

investment in productivity lifting and in enhancing infrastructure, which will mean more jobs and greater 

prosperity for our country. This investment is $16.5 billion more than the Labor Party promised during 

their election campaign on infrastructure—$16.5 billion more for funding projects such as the Great 

Northern Highway, the North West Coastal Highway in the member's electorate of Durack, the Swan 

Valley bypass and the Gateway WA project. But importantly we will be funding a new project in this 



budget, the Perth Freight Link project—a $1.6 billion project. For this new project, $925 million is being 

funded by the Australian government, a 20 per cent contribution is coming from the Western Australian 

government and the remaining funds are made up from the private sector investment—for the first time in 

Western Australia.  

This project will be a huge benefit for the member from Durack because all the goods from her part of 

the world, which are our great export lifeline, will be able to be moved more quickly through Perth, getting 

trucks off the major highways. This will also mean commuters can drive on the roads without competing 

with big trucks. This is a huge reform, thanks to the innovation of the infrastructure Prime Minister and his 

government, and the Western Australian government. This is not only a $50 billion program; it is a 

program with innovation at its heart.  

The Labor Party did not support and was utterly opposed to the WestConnex—Stage 2 project. It was 

also utterly opposed to and did not have any idea about the East West Link project in Melbourne and the 

North-South Corridor in Adelaide—we are delivering both projects. The Labor Party did not have it within 

its wit to do so. This is the infrastructure Prime Minister driving productivity growth in our country, driven 

through a Treasurer who has put in place in the budget the money required to ensure that these projects get 

done—not just announced on whiteboards but actually done and delivered. New projects worth $50 billion 

is a fantastic development for Australia—that is, more jobs, more growth and a stronger Australia. 

Budget 

Mr SHORTEN (Maribyrnong—Leader of the Opposition) (15:12): The day before the election, the 

Prime Minister promised no cuts to education, no cuts to health, no change to pensions. Will the Prime 

Minister now apologise to the Australian people? 

The SPEAKER:  This question is coming very close to a previously asked and answered question but I 

will let it stand. 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Prime Minister) (15:12):  I stand by what I said before the election. I 

absolutely stand by what this government has done in last night's budget. I am absolutely confident that, 

when the Australian people come to judge this government and this opposition in 2016, they will vote for a 

government which has been faithful to its pre-election commitments. Do you know what the Australian 

people were looking for in the election last year? After six years of dysfunction, the people of Australia 

were looking for some leadership. They were looking for a government that was prepared to make not the 



easy decisions but the hard decisions. The people of Australia were looking for leadership. Last night they 

found it. 

Budget 

Mr IRONS (Swan) (15:14):  My question is to the Minister for Education. How is the government 

delivering better outcomes for Australian school students through the budget? 
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Mr PYNE (Sturt—Leader of the House and Minister for Education) (15:14):  I am very pleased to be 

able to tell the member for Swan that we are delivering better outcomes for school students across 

Australia through this budget. We are doing it by funding our election commitments to the letter, whether 

they are through teacher quality, a robust curriculum, principal and school autonomy or parental 

engagement. We are funding all of those commitments to the letter. 

Even better, we are keeping the commitment we made before the election that we would fund the new 

school funding model in exactly the same way as Labor for the next four years and that is what we are 

doing. We have also put $1.2 billion back into school funding which the Leader of the Opposition took out 

when he was the ninth Minister for Education in the previous government. 

The Leader of the Opposition would like the people to forget that. They would like the Australian 

people to have the memory of a goldfish, as the Leader of the Opposition has. But we will not forget and 

we will keep reminding the Australian public that the Leader of the Opposition removed school funding 

and we have put it back. Ironically, we are spending more in 2017 on school funding than Labor would 

have if they had been re-elected. 

On Thursday night, the Leader of the Opposition will have his opportunity to fess up. He will have to 

stop being the No. 1 whinger in Australia. He will have to start having solutions rather than being all 

complaint and no responsibility. If No. 1 whinger in Australia were a reality TV show, there would be no 

point in any other contestant entering it—because if Bill Shorten entered it, he would win it! But on 

Thursday night the Leader of the Opposition has an opportunity— 

Mr Shorten:  Madame Speaker! 

The SPEAKER:  The minister will refer to people by their correct titles. 



Mr PYNE:  I will. I withdraw. On Thursday night, the Leader of the Opposition has to do three things. 

He has to explain how he would address the debt and deficit disaster left by the previous government. He 

has to explain how he would address that. Secondly, he has to explain how he would fund the physical and 

skills infrastructure that Australia needs in the future without just borrowing more money from overseas, 

as the previous government did. He has to explain how he would deliver the infrastructure that we are 

delivering while reducing the tax burden by $5.7 billion over the budget. Thirdly, he has to explain how he 

would establish a sustainable safety net for Australians into the future, because that is what we did in the 

budget last night. In this budget, Australians have found that they have a government of adults who will 

make the tough decisions to make the safety net, which we on this side of the House all regard very highly, 

sustainable into the future—and not just by borrowing more money overseas. If he does not meet those 

three tests, explaining how he would deal with the budget, then he will not measure up as Leader of the 

Opposition on Thursday night. 

Mr Abbott:  I ask that further questions be placed on the Notice Paper. 

 


