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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration 

Resumed from 18 February on the following question — 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.10 pm]: I rise to respond to the 
Premier’s Statement. I think Western Australians are looking for simple things in their government. They are 
looking for decency, honesty, responsibility, competence and some vision for the future. Those are the things 
that Western Australians expect, and have the right to expect, from the state government. Unfortunately, we have 
a government in Western Australia that launches from crisis to crisis. We have chaotic management, disastrous 
management, dysfunctional relationships, dysfunctional management of major projects and massive losses in 
projects that the government is responsible for. All in all, it is utterly hopeless management of Western Australia. 

This is a great state, and it is a great state because of the people of Western Australia, despite the government 
that they have in this state. It is true that we are leading the nation, but we lead the nation despite the state 
government, not because of it. The failures are so many that I am constantly asked by people out there, “How are 
you going to choose when you get to Parliament?” There are so many failures to choose from to raise in this 
place. We have so much material that it is embarrassing for the government. We have so much material to take 
forward, to raise and to prosecute in this place—and prosecute it we will over the coming months and years—
because all the errors, all the mistakes, all the mismanagement, all the dysfunctionality and all the disasters 
need to be continually exposed. We will expose them constantly and continually over the coming months and 
years. 

We have just been through a summer of discontent. In November last year, I saw the Premier on the television at 
the Liberal Party state conference and he said, “Look, we’ve had a rough time of it but we’re drawing a line in 
the sand.” The line in the sand was now drawn and the government had moved on. It is like that moving jobs 
cap. Do members remember the moving cap? The line in the sand was drawn by the Premier at the state 
conference. He said, “Things might not have gone so well over the course of the last year, but we’ve drawn the 
line in the sand.” He said that from that point in November last year, things would get better. It would be fair to 
say that he was backed up by some of his colleagues that things had not gone well last year. Indeed, Wanneroo 
Liberal member of Parliament Paul Miles—that is a good source—is quoted in an article in The West Australian 
as saying — 

… the Government’s year since the election had been “quite atrocious” … 

Even the Liberal Party’s own members are out there saying that the government had a “quite atrocious” year. But 
then we saw the line in the sand drawn. Of course, that line in the sand was going to mean that from that point 
forward, everything would be okay. 

What did we see after the line in the sand? We saw the summer of discontent post Parliament rising last year. I 
enjoyed Parliament last year; it was fantastic. Members of the opposition love Parliament, and we wish it could 
have sat until Christmas. Do members know why? It is because this document came out: the government 
midyear review. The government dragged out the dead and laid them right there in the middle of this chamber. 
This document is an indictment on the government. There is so much material in this document that I do not 
know where to begin. But I have unlimited time, so I might just read it into the record of the house because that 
is how good it is in exposing what the government did over the course of its “quite atrocious” year last year, 
according to the member for Wanneroo, and in the period since the line in the sand was drawn in November last 
year and over the summer of discontent. There is so much in this document, but I will go into it later in my 
address, in particular the broken promises and also the massive failures and losses inside the health portfolio that 
this document exposes. 

But what else happened over the summer of discontent? Numerous things have occurred since Parliament rose 
last year in addition to the midyear review. We had the disastrous breakouts of prisoners. It was absolutely 
hopeless management of the portfolio. We have over on the other side the Minister for Corrective Services, who 
is only too proud to be out there in front of the press, saying that he is going to crack down, take up the issues 
and sort it out. What did we see? These breakouts happened and he went to ground. He is an ex-submariner and 
he dove deep, and he did not come up for a while. When he did come up, he ran away from the cameras. We saw 
the summer of discontent with the failures in the corrective services portfolio—that disastrous episode, that 
shocking episode when those prisoners escaped in Geraldton. I do not think we have fully got to the bottom of 
that. It would be funny if it were not so serious. We had hardened drug-dealing, gun-toting criminals being 
released from prison to walk labrador puppies in parks in the member for Cannington’s electorate. That was a 
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policy of the government—“puppy-gate”. Puppies! I am trying not to laugh, Mr Speaker, because it is a cause for 
national embarrassment for this state—“puppy-gate”. I am pro-labrador puppies, but I am not pro–drug-dealing, 
gun-toting criminals walking them around soccer games. On this side of the house, we are opposed to that; on 
that side of the house, they are in favour of that. That is their policy—gun-toting, drug-dealing, high-risk 
prisoners walking around soccer games in the suburbs with labrador puppies. What sort of government allows 
that in light of everything that had gone on in the months before? The minister who dove deep was nowhere to 
be seen. He did not even review all these practices. He did not even look at it in light of what had happened in 
Geraldton—disaster, dysfunction and incompetence. 

We had the breakouts—“puppy-gate”—and Fiona Stanley Hospital, the patient-less hospital that we are paying 
for. I will deal with this later, but bear this in mind: it was the subject of one of the most famous comedies of all 
time. Everyone around the world said that that was impossible and that it could never happen. The only place it 
happens is in Western Australia under the Barnett government. The employees are all walking around the 
corridors now.  

There are hundreds and hundreds of people with their tea trolleys, with their brooms, on their computers, pruning 
the gardens, and, I am told, all sorts of more senior staff than that. They are at that hospital right now, willing 
and able to service the patients, but there is not a single one in a bed. That is the government’s management; that 
is its doing. I will get into that a little later on. I will also talk about this later on, but our schools went back at the 
start of this year with massive cuts to programs and staff in every single public school around Western Australia. 

The state’s tourism campaign was talked about yesterday and I do not want to go into it in great depth, but we 
have a modern-day tourism campaign based upon word of mouth whereby Western Australians have to get out 
there now and individually say that the state is great. Sarcasm does not work in this place, but I will try it: of 
course, all Western Australians are out there around the country saying how bad the place is, so of course we 
have to change our attitude. Frankly, that tourism campaign is to cover up for the fact that the government did 
not deliver on the promise it made at the election. I will talk about that later on, but on top of that, also over the 
summer of discontent, in recent days we heard the tourism minister’s plan for boosting Western Australian 
tourism, which is to say how bad our nearest neighbour Indonesia is. “Don’t go to Bali or you might get sick.” 
That is the minister’s line. “Don’t go to Bali—it’s dangerous.” That is her line. Indonesia is our nearest 
neighbour. It is a close friend of this country and this state. Relations with that country are somewhat strained at 
the national level, and we have a buffoon government out there running it down. I found it extraordinary. In 
particular I will say that, like many Western Australians, I like the Balinese and I respect them for their hard 
work and their effort. I like them, and I do not believe in running them down in order to score some sort of short-
term political advantage in this state by making out that the government is favour of the tourism industry and 
somehow trying to appeal to some operators who say that Bali is hurting our tourism industry. What hurts our 
tourism industry is a government that does not deliver on what it promised before the election. That is what hurts 
our tourism industry. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I thank the member for Girrawheen. 

I turn to the shark issue. I have been absolutely consistent on this issue. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I note that during the Premier’s Statement yesterday, members of the opposition did not 
interject, and I did not interject. I may have guffawed at one point in time. I may have guffawed when the 
Premier said, “We’re delivering on our MAX light rail.” The Premier is not known for his humour, but that was 
fantastic. I may have guffawed, but I did not interject on the Premier during what was an important speech. 

I have been consistent in my views on the shark issue and note that a number of members of the Liberal Party 
agree with me. I am looking at the puppy-loving minister and at the member for South Perth. I am also looking at 
an article from the Weekend Courier in Rockingham, in which upper house member Hon Phil Edman very 
wisely said — 

“The Government had to do something, they feel obliged to do something, the people of WA probably 
want them to do something,” … 

“I don’t think killing a few sharks will fix the problem.” 

… 

“People need to act responsibly for themselves, if they are going to go surfing or diving, (they should) 
wear a deterrent,” … 
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“Those people diving and surfing are most at risk of shark attack and are not going to be doing (those 
activities) where culling or helicopter patrols are taking place.” 
… 
“I think if the people of Western Australia think those baited drum lines will make them safer from 
attacks in the water, they are getting the wrong message,” … 

That was a member of the Liberal Party—Hon Phil Edman. That was a great contribution to the debate, I 
thought. I note—I am looking at the member for South Perth and others—that some members of the government 
think this is a ridiculous policy. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: When did I say that? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I can feel it, member for South Perth! I am just looking at the member for South Perth and 
I can feel it! 

I do not agree with some of the other things Hon Phil Edman said, but I certainly agree with him — 

Ms M.J. Davies: You wouldn’t be cherrypicking, would you? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will read them out if the member for Central Wheatbelt likes; she has tempted me! 

Mr R.H. Cook: If you must! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I thank the member for Kwinana for the invitation. 

Mr P. Papalia: Sometimes it is best to stay quiet. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, sometimes it is! 

Hon Phil Edman also stated — 

“We had a whale shark in Cockburn Sound last year. They are from Exmouth, a long way away, 
something has changed for that to happen,” … 

“I think when the plates shifted and caused the massive tsunami in Indonesia and Thailand in 2004, 
something changed in the ocean.” 

To be fair, I do not know if he is on the right track with that one, but I think he is on the right track with the 
others. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, he is an important member of the government. 

The shark issue has divided the community and created hysteria. The Premier did not get the memo yesterday. 
The day before, the Minister for Tourism said that the reason the government pulled the buoys out of the oceans 
was that the swimmers to Rottnest might get caught on one of the hooks. The hooks are about three metres or 
four metres down and it is true that the swimmers might be duck diving as they went through that part of the 
ocean. But the Premier did not get the memo, because when asked yesterday he said—I quote because I wrote it 
down —“As if anyone would leave baited hooks in the pathway of swimmers!” 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s right. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right! I do not know whether the Premier ever looks off the coast, but about a 
kilometre out are all these people windsurfing and kitesurfing, and, guess what? They come off their windsurfers 
and kiteboards and fall into the ocean. Many people who do long-distance swimming along the coast are out 
there. The Premier is saying that it is more dangerous for anyone swimming in the vicinity of these baited hooks. 
The people most at risk are those who are surfing, diving and long-distance swimming. The Premier’s solution, 
according to his own logic, makes the area more dangerous, as he said yesterday. The Premier did not get the 
memo from the Minister for Tourism, who said that the reason for pulling out the hooks was that swimmers 
might swim into hooks three metres or four metres down. 

This has been a shambolic period of policy implementation. The summer of discontent in Western Australia, I 
think, has affected people across the state and there has been a massive loss of confidence in the state 
government. I return to the member for Wanneroo, who said that the year since the election has been quite 
“atrocious”. Well, that was up to December last year, according to this article and the wisdom of the member for 
Wanneroo, but I would go so far as to say that the atrocious period has extended through to February this year. It 
culminated with, apparently, a delegation going to see the Premier about his performance. 

Several members interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: They were quoted in the newspaper. A very brave member of Parliament was quoted as 
saying—it was a very brave member of Parliament who did not give his or her name — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: No, it would not be the member for Hillarys; the member for Hillarys is prepared to put 
his name where his mouth is—that is true! 

The article reads — 

One Liberal backbencher said Mr Barnett had a “very closed office” … 

“Whether he’s prepared to meet a delegation, I do not know,” … “There are a lot of backbenchers not 
happy. Leadership style is one … He doesn’t consult.” 

Who would have thought that is his style of leadership? That is the summer of discontent. That was supposed to 
be just a brief introduction to my speech. 

Three things characterise this government: it breaks its word and its promises constantly; it is financially 
irresponsible and incompetent; and it has a disastrous, dysfunctional and chaotic management style. Those are 
the three things I think of when I think of this government. That is what this government exhibits all the time. 
The Premier tries to get out of it with his lines in the sand. Last year, straight after the election, the Premier’s line 
was, “We are a new government now”—as though no-one has ever seen this government before. The Premier 
gets upset, he mocks and he attacks whenever he is held to account for the promises he has made. 

The Premier is storming out of the chamber again! The proof is in the pudding. The Premier is no doubt going to 
check out those labrador puppies! 

Yesterday, we saw the Premier’s latest line of defence. When caught out on a massive public policy failure, as 
has happened around the Serco contract and the information technology arrangements at Fiona Stanley Hospital, 
the Premier’s excuse was, “I don’t care.” That is the latest excuse from the Premier. 

We do have some members of the government who are honest, on occasion. I will talk about one. That is the 
Treasurer. Members might think this is unusual. But, on occasion, the Treasurer is on the money. A few weeks 
ago, the Treasurer gave a speech to the Committee for Economic Development of Australia. He is quoted as 
having said in that speech — 

“Last year, one of the ratings agencies said that one of the problems over there in WA is (the 
government) hasn’t got the political ticker to do hard things,” Mr Buswell said. 

“They were the probably right … 

The Treasurer said that the government—of which he is the second or third most senior member—does not have 
political ticker. The Treasurer also endorsed what Standard and Poor’s said last year about this government. The 
Premier disputed what Standard and Poor’s said last year. The Premier said in Hansard of 19 September 2013 — 

It made a comment about political will—that is an opinion, it is subjective. 

The Treasurer said the government does not have political ticker. The Premier has said the opposite. I think the 
Treasurer had a moment of political lucidity and recognised that the government had been left with a magnificent 
inheritance. That magnificent inheritance was the lowest level of debt in the history of the state and the best set 
of books in the country. The Premier inherited this magnificent legacy. However, the Premier is like a spoilt son 
of the aristocracy. He has taken the inheritance and has blown it, as so often happens when people who are spoilt 
are given their inheritance. What has happened with the finances of Western Australia is very pertinent to the 
Treasurer’s statement that the government does not have political ticker. I think the Treasurer is referring to the 
fact that the Premier has blown the inheritance and the books. 

I listened intently yesterday to the Premier’s Statement. The Premier said the following about the finances of 
Western Australia — 

… we have seen state debt rise to pay for these important projects. However, I would point out that our 
current debt of $20.25 billion is by no means astonishing compared with other states: Queensland’s debt 
is at $31.3 billion; Victoria is at $34.6 billion; and New South Wales, $40.09 billion. 

That is a true statement. Those states have higher debt levels than is the case in Western Australia. However, 
three factors are missing from that analysis. The first is that the Premier has taken state debt from historically 
minuscule levels to historically the highest levels in Western Australia, in five and a half years. The Premier has 
taken state debt from $3.6 billion to more than $20 billion in a record period of time. There has been a 700 per 
cent increase in state debt in five years. The second is that the population of New South Wales is three times that 
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of Western Australia. Western Australia has a population of 2.5 million, and New South Wales has a population 
of 7.2 million, yet its debt levels are only double those of Western Australia. Victoria has two and a half times 
the population of Western Australia, yet, according to the Premier yesterday, its debt levels are only $14 billion 
higher than our debt levels. Queensland, which has debt levels $11 billion higher than those of Western 
Australia, has nearly double our population. In other words, the Premier’s analysis, when we look at the 
populations and the economies of those states, is totally flawed. As I said, the Premier is like a spoilt son of the 
aristocracy. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I am not a son of the aristocracy, in case you haven’t noticed. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I said “like”. It is an analogy. The Premier, like a spoilt son of the aristocracy, took the 
inheritance and blew it. The Premier’s analysis in comparing Western Australia with Queensland, New South 
Wales and Victoria is totally flawed and hollow, and if the Premier looks at the populations of those states, he 
will see why I say that.  

We had the Muja disaster. We had the solar feed-in tariff scheme. That scheme was to be cut off at a certain date. 
However, when the applications arrived, they were not date stamped. Thousands of applications were put in 
boxes, and no-one knew on which date they had arrived. That cost the state more than $400 million. Muja has 
already cost the state $350 million, or thereabouts, and who knows what the cost will go up to. According to the 
Under Treasurer, the Fiona Stanley Hospital blowouts have cost the state in the vicinity of $400 million. Those 
costs were totally avoidable, as were the other two. This is going back some time, but the James Point issue in 
Cockburn Sound will cost the state, too, and we have not got to the bottom of that yet, either. The disastrous 
financial management of this Premier has culminated in the loss of the state’s AAA credit rating. It has also had 
an impact on the unemployment rate in this state. It is very important that people note this. This government 
inherited an unemployment rate of 2.7 per cent, amounting to 32 800 Western Australians. The government is 
now presiding over an unemployment rate of 5.1 per cent, amounting to 72 300 Western Australians. In other 
words, under this government’s watch, the number of people out of work has more than doubled in the past five 
years. The government has lost the state’s AAA credit rating. It has blown the budget. It has lost Browse 
onshore. It has lost Oakajee. That is all due to the Premier’s excessive meddling. The Premier said in this place, 
“I failed.” At least on that occasion the Premier was being honest. The Premier has blown the unemployment 
numbers by more than double, he has lost the state’s AAA credit rating, and he has blown state debt by 700 per 
cent. 
I thought that the Liberal Party was supposed to be good at economic management. Members opposite always 
say that, but those simple statistics put the lie to that claim. The government has dysfunctional management, 
poor financial management and broken promises. We remember the fully funded, fully costed plan before the 
state election. After the election the Premier said that the financial situation has changed. The only thing that has 
changed is that revenue estimates have gone up. The financial situation has changed and so that is why the 
government has broken its promises. This government has broken its fully funded, fully costed promises—the 
basis upon which it was elected. 

It has to be said that the central issue of the election campaign a year ago was public transport. The Premier 
came out with his fully funded, fully costed plan for the MAX light rail system into the northern suburbs to start 
operation in 2018. There was much fanfare. I remember the Minister for Transport and Treasurer standing out 
there with the big board and a map, going through the suburbs and saying it is going to happen. I have the policy 
here. It reads — 

… commuters able to use the new rail by 2018. 
In the budget it went to 2019. In the midyear review it went to 2022 and beyond. The Premier says that that is 
not a broken promise. What if it goes to 2030? If he can move the time frame on any promise, according to the 
Premier’s logic, it is not a broken promise. On the Premier’s logic, if he says it will be built by 2030, that is not a 
broken promise. The people of Western Australia are smarter than that. They know that the government said one 
thing and is doing another. They know the government promised the airline rail, yet it is not doing it. They know 
the government promised the rapid transit system to Ellenbrook, yet it is not doing it. They know the government 
promised the Ellenbrook rail line, yet it is not doing it. They know the government promised a full upgrade of 
$200 million to Royal Perth Hospital in two election campaigns, yet it is not doing it. The midyear review pulled 
all that money out. An amount of $8 million or $10 million for planning is all that is left. I suspect that is being 
spent to keep the elevators going. We have seen that magnificent sign in the elevator that says, “We needed to 
take parts from this elevator so that we can keep the other elevator functioning.” An amount of $200 million has 
been taken out from the funds allocated to Royal Perth Hospital. We have had the MAX light rail broken 
promise and delays to the airport rail line. In Ellenbrook there are so many broken promises that they are 
difficult to keep up with. 
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The Premier gave an assurance to people in the public sector prior to the election that their jobs were secure and 
there would not be cuts. What about all those people in schools who have lost their jobs? Do they not exist? The 
Premier lives in an alternative universe. He said that public sector job cuts would not happen. That was his firm 
commitment. I can read it out to the Premier. People in the public sector asked the question of the Premier both 
prior to the election and post the election, yet we find people in agencies, schools and health are losing their jobs. 
This is what the Premier said in September 2012 in the lead-up to the election — 

I make it very clear that there are no cuts, proposed or planned, for staffing within the public sector—
none at all … 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is right. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: “That is right.” He always says that across the chamber. That is what the Premier said. He 
broke his word once again. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That is right! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right! He broke his word. He even said it after the election. He broke his word 
again. That is another broken promise. 

I turn to electricity prices. I remember the debate well. The Premier said electricity prices would increase “at or 
about the rate of inflation”. The rate of inflation was less than 2.5 per cent but electricity prices increased by 
four per cent in the previous budget. That is roughly 43 per cent above the rate of inflation. The forward 
estimates have it at seven per cent. I am sorry, but I remember the Premier not looking down the camera and 
saying “at or about the rate of inflation”. The tax cuts were L-A-W law before the election. They were legislated; 
they were in law. A bill had gone through this house and the other house. They were ready to go. Stamp duty 
cuts for small businesses were L-A-W law. After the election, they were revoked. Small business people were 
sitting out there and worrying about paying tax on their goodwill. That promise was revoked after the election. 

In two election campaigns the government promised the Roe 8 highway extension. There is no money in the 
budget for Roe 8. The Premier’s argument, with incredible logic, is that because Labor does not support it, how 
can it hold the government to account for breaking its promise? Therefore, the government can continue to make 
and break promises, but we cannot comment because we do not support them. That is the Premier’s logic on that 
one. Roe 8 has been promised in two election campaigns. 

The Premier said Muja would not cost the taxpayers a cent. It has cost $330 million and that number is climbing. 
The Premier said that there would be no forced amalgamations of local governments across Western Australia. 
Yesterday, he came in here and he said that everyone is talking behind the scenes and saying that this needs to 
happen. I have been a local government councillor. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Have you? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, I have. I have been a deputy mayor. I have been a shadow Minister for Local 
Government. I have had some involvement in the sector. I respect people who get involved in local government. 
I would not lie to them. Our policy was clear before the state election; we would not force amalgamations. The 
Liberal policy is to force amalgamations. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Have we forced one? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We will wait and see. If local governments are amalgamated against their will, that will be 
a forced amalgamation. If local governments are abolished against their will, that will be a forced amalgamation. 
When rates increase as a consequence, the Premier will wear that like a crown of thorns. 

There will be no Insurance Commission of Western Australia dividend. We have that in writing. This has some 
way to go; this is a beauty! After the election, in comes the Insurance Commission dividend. The Premier says 
that he did not make that decision before the election despite the fact that we got a pile of documents about this 
high with his fingerprints on them and a photograph of him holding them. 

Do members remember the tourism funding promise? The tourism industry is wildly angry because the 
government promised it $24 million and the government is delivering less than half that. We have to go out 
individually and talk about Western Australia. I always talk up Western Australia; I just do not talk up the 
Premier. That is the distinction. The Premier is not Western Australia. He thinks he is. Yes, someone said that I 
have been to Bali. My goodness! Me and half a million other Western Australians have been to Bali, but they go 
every year. I do not go every year, but I have been there. Guess who I saw over there last time I went—the 
Treasurer! I walked into a shop and there he was. He was with someone who is now unmentionable. In any 
event, there he was wearing his little train conductor cap and an exceedingly tight T-shirt. He was recognisable. 
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He and I were up there at the same time. When members opposite criticise me—I think it was the member for 
Wanneroo who had that one piece of lucidity about the government being atrocious—they ought to remember 
that when I was in Bali, I was up there with half a million other Western Australians that year, and the Treasurer! 
We were not staying in the same villa. This government has disastrous and chaotic management. 

I want to go to education; a core responsibility of government. We have seen massive cuts in schools across 
Western Australia in essential programs, including literacy, numeracy and Aboriginal education. Government 
members should hang their heads in shame about that. I stood and asked the Premier one day whether he would 
revoke the cuts to Aboriginal aides. These aides help kids who often struggle with things that most of us in this 
chamber cannot perceive or would not understand, and they are great role models for children in their 
communities. What did the Premier do? A hundred of them have gone! Members opposite should absolutely 
hang their heads in shame about that. The shadow Minister for Education, after some effort, it would be fair to 
say, put in a freedom of information request and received copies of correspondence—bear in mind there was 
more than 1 000—to the government complaining about education cuts. I will read a little selection so this 
government fully understands the magnitude of what it has done to school communities across Western 
Australia. This one is to the government—the Premier or the education minister — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Who? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I do not have names because they were deleted! 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I understand the FOI request related to correspondence to the government. I think it went 
to both the Premier’s office and the Minister for Education’s office; but it might just be to the minister. Maybe 
we will FOI the Premier as well in relation to this. This email came in late last year to the Premier. It states — 

… Iam from a Wheatbelt town called Koorda We have recently heard of what the governments funding 
cuts are going to mean for our small school and it has devastated us … After the meeting on Monday 
night i have already heard a number of families state that it sounds like they will have to move on! 

That was from one family in Koorda. I quote another email — 

As a parent of a child at Woodvale Primary School, I have to write to you to air my opposition to the 
budget cuts that you have made. 

This parent states the school is losing all sorts of services. The email continues — 
• Other potential impacts arising from your cutbacks include GRIN reduction … 

Literacy reduction — 

professional development time limited, programmes such as Pathways To Excellence, Young Einstein’s 
and the yr 7 … to high school program, our … 3 year old programme … What will you put in place to 
stop these from discontinuing? 

That related to Woodvale Primary School. 

Another email states in part — 

As a parent of students attending Ballajura Community College which stands to lose in excess of 
$900,000 from its one-line budget in 2014, I urge your government to reconsider cuts to front line 
resources and the damage being done to the education across the state. Our students need to continue to 
be resourced appropriately so that they can provide high quality education and stop the cuts before real 
options for education at our College are significantly diminished. 

The intended cuts are causing anxiety in the community and among staff at the college. 

Another email states — 

… I am a parent of three amazing children who attend Exmouth District High School. The school is 
expecting a $100 000 cut due to your governments recent announcements. Do you know where 
Exmouth is?  

Does the Premier? It continues — 

I wonder if you know any of the remote places in Western Australia because if you did I think you 
would see things a lot differently. Schools like ours need support not cuts. 

Another email states — 
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I have two children … Parkfeild Primary School in Australind. Today, the school announced that 13 of 
their award winning specialty programs will be cut in 2014 off the back of the education budget cut. 
Not only will we loose these program’s completely, but the already large classroom sizes will be 
increased and resources across the entire school will be limited. I am appalled that you have cut so 
much funding and urge you reconsider. 

Another one states — 

… I am writing in support of the Teachers strike action this Thursday 19th September and to ask that 
you do not cut funding to our school, Nannup District High School. As a parent with young children in 
a small country town school, I see how dedicated and hard working our limited teaching staff are. We 
have children with severe learning difficulties in both of my children’s classes and the teacher assistants 
are vital. 

Another letter states — 

As a mother of two primary school aged children I am truly shocked and outraged at the recent 
announcements regarding education cuts. 

We live in Secret Harbour and my children go to Comet Bay Primary School … 

You have become so far disconnected with the Australian public it is unbelievable. I must inform you 
that the majority of Western Australia don’t all work up North and have incomes in the vicinity of 
$100k. 

The list just goes on and on of parents of families raising what has happened in relation to these education cuts, 
and who are very unhappy about numeracy, literacy and other projects being cut. 

I will conclude with this letter, which states in part — 

As a parent at Willetton Primary School, I am concerned that the Liberal state government’s plan to 
revise the way schools are funded will result in a detrimental impact on our children’s education. 

How could it be said any better? How can the government cut resources out of those schools across the state 
because of this government’s shocking financial management and not expect there to be an adverse outcome for 
families and children across the state? The government’s dysfunctional and chaotic management of the state’s 
budget has resulted in this. Now, children and families across Western Australia are the ones paying the price. 

I want to move on to the subject of health. Before doing so, I move an amendment to the Premier’s Statement 
and then I will speak to it. 

Amendment to Question 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I move — 

That the following words be added after “noted” — 

and that this house calls on the Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for Health to fully 
explain their roles in losing around $400 million in the commissioning of Fiona Stanley 
Hospital and why they did not take action to mitigate the losses to Western Australian 
taxpayers. 

This is a very important issue for which there has not been a proper accounting by the state government. We 
have seen a situation develop, as detailed in the midyear review, in which the government has lost around 
$400 million on the Fiona Stanley Hospital project. That was avoidable. It relates to two things. Firstly, it relates 
to the payments to Serco to operate a hospital without patients, costing Western Australian taxpayers 
$118 million at this point in time. I will read out what the midyear review states. I also want to point out 
something else. I raised these issues on the final day of Parliament last year. I sought an explanation from the 
government. We suspended standing orders to ask for information about the cost blowout that would result in 
Serco receiving payments to operate a hospital with no patients. We asked for information about additional 
education cuts, which now turns out to be $25 million, totalling $183 million; completely wiping out any benefit 
from the Gonski payments from the commonwealth. We asked about any further delays in the Metro Area 
Express light rail. The Premier stonewalled all those questions. The Treasurer had the audacity to come into this 
place on 5 December 2013 and say, when I alleged that payments to Serco were in the vicinity of $100 million, 
that those figures were fanciful! This is what the Treasurer said — 

The Leader of the Opposition’s claim of $100 million for Fiona Stanley Hospital in relation to Serco is 
fanciful in the extreme. 
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The journalist went away and said, “Troy says that they’re fanciful, so there’s no story there.” What happens 
now? The midyear review comes out 12 days later. I quote page 40 of the midyear review — 

In early December 2013, the State and Serco signed an agreement in respect of the provision of 
facilities management services at Fiona Stanley Hospital between January 2014 and March 2015 (the 
delay and phase period). The agreement involves the State paying Serco $118.8 million over the period 
in respect of the revised profile of services. 

On top that it says this — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I did not interject on the Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier cannot, actually. I will read this out because the Premier needs to hear it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Will the Premier stand up and answer? 

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Can I just ask whether the Premier will be called to order for his incessant interjection, 
because I believe it is up to you, Mr Acting Speaker, to have order in this house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Had you listened, you would have heard me calling the house to 
order. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: On that, probably, non–point of order, I did listen. I laughed at one stage, I admit that, 
during the Leader of the Opposition’s response to the Premier’s Statement. He has now moved an amendment 
and he is now no longer in that stage of his address. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Members, the Leader of the Opposition has the floor and I expect him to be 
heard in relative silence. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I want to finish quoting the midyear review. It states — 

As certain elements are still subject to negotiation, including variably priced services, the Managed 
Equipment Service and indexation, there is a risk of further costs associated with this issue. 

In other words, more will be added to the $118.8 million. More will be paid to Serco to operate a hospital with 
no or few patients. That is a fact. On the last day of Parliament the Treasurer said that figure of $100 million was 
fanciful. It was fanciful all right. It was way under; it was too low. The government will no doubt argue that 
some of those services had to be provided because there have to be services before the patients come; however, 
those services were to be provided for a period in which patients were supposed to be there. We are paying this 
private operator more than $118 million to operate a hospital without any patients due to the government’s 
delays in the IT system and workforce planning. That is an extraordinary development that we expose the 
government on and about which it did not tell the truth on the last day of Parliament last year—and it could be 
more money. 

Then, we had the explosive evidence of Mr Marney in the Education and Health Standing Committee hearing on 
13 February. We have only to go to the first few pages of the transcript of evidence to see that he exposes that 
the figure is around $400 million in avoidable blowouts on this issue. That is the thing; there are sometimes 
increases in scope and sometimes increases in cost, but these are avoidable blowouts. Because the government 
rushed and did not take advice in relation to the signing of the contract, mistakes were made. The government 
then decided not to mitigate those mistakes. The government was being warned by Mr Marney, who, it sounds 
like, was standing on top of Dumas House screaming it for all it was worth, and the government decided not to 
listen. The government did not take his advice; it did not listen to what he had to say. In those first few pages of 
evidence it is shown that all the government’s claims of $500 million in savings because Serco was going to take 
on the risks were false. All the government’s claims that Serco would ensure that the public got a $500 million 
saving over the course of this contract—20 years—have been blown out of the water, because the government 
has already lost up to $400 million, and as we see from the Under Treasurer’s evidence, the losses will keep 
growing. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: Will you be coming to the opening if we invite you? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Of course I will be there, and I hope — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I did not interject on the Premier yesterday, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, the Leader of the Opposition has the floor; please listen to him in relative 
silence. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I hope — 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Members on this side did not interject on the Premier yesterday. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Acting Speaker, I am making my speech and the Premier’s rudeness is there for all to 
see. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier is very rude. Yesterday he said that somehow I should not have gone to his 
electorate to address 6 000 to 8 000 people. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I didn’t say that. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, the Premier did. He said I should not have done that; I have it written down. He said I 
should not have gone to his electorate to address 6 000 to 8 000 people. The Premier is a rude person in the way 
he conducts himself. I hope the government has the decency to invite Geoff Gallop along to the opening of the 
hospital as the Premier who started this project. It will be interesting to see whether those people responsible for 
the beginning of this project—Professor Reid, Bob Kucera and Geoff Gallop—are invited along. It will be an 
interesting test of the government’s character. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, quite often. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Did you invite us the opening of the railway line to Mandurah? No. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Liberal Party opposed it; it voted against it. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I am on my feet; I expect silence when I am on my feet. 
Let us have some order. I remind members that the Leader of the Opposition has the floor and he is not prepared 
to take interjections. You need to accept he is not taking them and desist from interjecting. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Marney’s evidence was clear. He provided written and verbal advice to the 
government, in particular to the Economic and Expenditure Reform Committee, on which the Premier sits, about 
the looming problem with this project. He provided advice that should have meant a mitigation in costs. He 
provided written advice to cabinet about the signing of that contract with a two-week period of visibility for 
Treasury. The government ignored his advice on both occasions, and it needs to account for it. Yesterday, when 
asked about the Treasurer saying it was the Department of Health’s fault, the Minister for Health accounted for it 
by saying he was not referring to Fiona Stanley Hospital; he was referring to everything in health. The minister’s 
answer was — 

… he was not referring specifically to Fiona Stanley Hospital in those comments. In fact, he was talking 
more generally about health. 

The minister’s defence is: “I wasn’t just hopeless on Fiona Stanley Hospital; I was hopeless on everything.” I 
hope the minister never gets charged with anything, because he would be known as a pretty bad defendant. He 
would be a prosecutor’s dream with answers like that. His defence is: “I wasn’t just guilty of that; I was guilty of 
everything.” The minister’s defence is: “I did everything; just line me up for everything. I am responsible for 
everything.” The government knew about this. It knew about the concerns of Treasury about the two-week 
period of visibility on the contract, and it knew about the concerns of Treasury about how the losses should be 
mitigated with Fiona Stanley Hospital. However, it elected, with malice aforethought, to do nothing. The 
government cannot explain to us anything it has done, and it needs to explain. The Premier, with whom the buck 
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stops, needs to stand up and explain why the government has lost $400 million on that project. It will be a 
glittering project for the people of Western Australia when it is finished. I admit the current government has been 
responsible for the overwhelming majority of construction, while the former government funded, named and 
commenced construction of the project. It will be a glittering project when it is finished, but with a little bit of 
due diligence, the government could have saved the taxpayers a lot of money. The government did not and it 
needs to account for it. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.09 pm]: I rise to support the amendment 
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. I do so because it is time for the government to take the stand. The 
government has to account for the delays at Fiona Stanley Hospital. It has to account for the costs at Fiona 
Stanley Hospital—the $400 million in totally avoidable costs associated with this project. The government has to 
fully explain what it did to mitigate those losses at Fiona Stanley Hospital. Last week we heard from the former 
Under Treasurer, who lifted a veil on this project and on the dysfunctional division and chaotic mismanagement 
that is the Fiona Stanley Hospital project. That was based around two obsessions within this government. One 
was the privatisation of the hospital services at that hospital. Its obsession with the Serco contract meant it was 
unable to negotiate that contract properly; it was unable to transfer the risks associated with the information 
technology in that contract; and it was obsessed with privatising it at all costs. The other obsession was to hide 
the fact that the hospital project was running hopelessly over time and it would not open in April 2014. The 
government was obsessed with hiding that fact and because of that it made Department of Health public servants 
jump through hoops, take short cuts and place orders and, essentially, expose this state to many hundreds of 
millions of dollars in expenses associated with this hospital contract. 

Mr Marney’s evidence exposed a culture of obsessive and delusional preoccupation with the political outcomes 
of this hospital; that is, “We privatise because that’s what we do in the Liberal Party.” 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Member for Armadale, you are not allowed to walk through there. 
You need to get my permission to walk that way. Please use the back entrance. Far too many people are walking 
through. It really creates problems for the people filming. 

Mr R.H. COOK: It was a preoccupation with political outcomes rather than delivering Labor’s vision of a 
premier flagship tertiary hospital in the southern suburbs. Never let us forget that the Fiona Stanley Hospital is 
Labor’s vision for health care crafted by Professor Reid under the guidance of former ministers Kucera and 
McGinty. The former Under Treasurer spoke of having just two weeks to review the Serco contract. If he had 
had a proper period in which to review the entire contract as it sat on Treasury’s desk in those 10 days prior to 
that tragic meeting of cabinet in July 2011, he would have identified the risks associated with the contract. 
Treasury knew there were problems with it, but it did not have time to properly assess the risks associated with 
it. Treasury knew there were risks, but it could not quantify them, so it could not provide the appropriate advice 
to cabinet. What did the former Under Treasurer do? In his own words, he wrote the longest cabinet submission 
of his career to warn cabinet about the risks associated with the contract. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr R.H. COOK: He was saying, “Don’t do it; this is the wrong approach.” 

Dr K.D. Hames: How do you get that? 

Mr M. McGowan: From the comment sheet. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr M. McGowan: He says it in his evidence; you should read it—his comment sheet. 

Dr K.D. Hames: It’s a pity I can’t show it to you. 

Mr M. McGowan: You can. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The minister can. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr R.H. COOK: The minister has just said that he wants to show us the comment sheet put in by the former 
Under Treasurer to that meeting of cabinet. We invite him to do so and to table it in Parliament because we want 
to shine a light on this dysfunctional, horribly disfigured, truncated and erroneous process of privatising the 
services at Fiona Stanley Hospital. It is that decision-making process—the decision by this minister to 
privatise—that has exposed this state to the many hundreds of millions of dollars that the WA taxpayers are now 
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paying. The minister said he wants to show us the comment sheet to cabinet. We invite him to do so; we have no 
objection to that coming forward. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: He is allowed to; there is no law that stops him doing it. 

Mr R.H. COOK: We would like to see all that evidence tabled so that we the WA taxpayers can see what a 
horrible mess the government has made of this important project. 

We heard from the former Under Treasurer that he had been warning the Treasurer throughout this project that 
there were troubles associated with the management of financial risks and the transfer of those risks to Serco. We 
know through the horrible process of that first term of government what the former Under Treasurer had been 
referring to. He would have been referring to none other than three members of cabinet—Hon Christian Porter, 
Hon Colin Barnett, when he was Treasurer, and the current Treasurer, Hon Troy Buswell. There were three 
different members of cabinet. He would have made strong representations warning them about this particular 
contract, warning them of the financial risks associated with this contract and warning them that this would cost 
the WA taxpayers in future. What went on at that point around the cabinet table? What did those Treasurers do to 
mitigate the cost risks the former Under Treasurer warned them of? 

The former Under Treasurer also made other observations. He spoke of serious concerns communicated to the 
interagency working group, the new governance council formed after the Birmingham group discovered just how 
troubled the Fiona Stanley project was. He warned the interagency working group about the problems associated 
with this project. He told them that far too little planning was going into it. He also said there were problems 
with the IT associated with the project. He would have said to the Treasurer at the time and all the other agency 
participants in that working group, what this minister here would have heard time and time again, “You have not 
done the workforce development strategy; it is undercooked; you’re not going to be ready for it.” This minister 
would have heard from the working group that the business platforms were not in place for the IT processes. He 
would have heard that the clinical planning frameworks were not in place and that this project was horribly in 
trouble. 

Of course there was the other obsession the minister had throughout the whole process and that was to continue 
to tell the WA public that the hospital would open on 1 April 2014 and that nothing was going wrong. We know 
from the former Under Treasurer and the project director of that hospital that this minister would have been 
receiving advice up hill and down dale that the hospital would not meet its opening schedule. We know the 
government made two decisions. First, it entered into the Serco contract without proper oversight or due 
diligence. As the testimony of the former Under Treasurer shows, the government knew from as early — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, thank you. 

Mr R.H. COOK: We know certainly from the testimony of the director of this project that he formed the view 
in December 2012 that this project was certainly not going to be delivered on time. We know from the former 
Under Treasurer that in September 2012 he was warning the interagency working group that it would not be 
delivered on time. We know from the minister’s obsessive testimony that he refused to accept that advice. We 
also know that he had this constructed cone of silence—this constructed ignorance—by having his former 
director general say, “Everything’s under control, minister; you have nothing to worry about.” So the minister 
goes to the public and says that everything is under control, that the former director general told him that it is all 
under control and that this project will be delivered on time. 

The minister said in his response to my question in Parliament yesterday that he is at fault. He said that the 
government is at fault for announcing those dates of January, February and March 2014 as the commissioning 
time for this hospital. However, we know that the problems with this hospital go back to the government’s 
decision to privatise the hospital. The problems with this hospital have nothing to do with the three months that 
we happen to sit in now; they go back many months when the minister mismanaged the planning of this 
hospital—perhaps because he was too obsessed with the tourism portfolio at the time. The minister mismanaged 
this hospital by not putting in the hard work; all the bureaucrats were telling him this and they were telling me 
this. All the health stakeholders were telling me that the hospital would not be delivered on time. Everyone knew 
it. The minister was the only person in this state who was walking around saying, “Don’t panic, everything is 
under control.” But it was not! We all knew it. The minister was the only one who said otherwise. And we know 
why he created this contrived ignorance between himself and the director general of Health. It was because he 
had to continue to make that line up until the election. However, we know that the two decisions he made—the 
decision on privatisation and the insistence that it would not be delayed—now put this project horribly in 
financial risk and compromise. Because of the decisions that the minister made, we now know that we have been 
exposed to at least $400 million in extra expenses. 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Have you paid no attention, to anything? 

Mr R.H. COOK: Member for Victoria Park, the minister has not been paying attention, and that is the problem. 
That has been the problem all along. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: For most of their political career! 
Mr R.H. COOK: For the entire life of this project. 
Dr K.D. Hames: Did you say 300 something? 

Ms R. Saffioti: It is 330 plus the additional exposure of the ICT, of which you are apparently requesting up to 
another $50 million. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You get no change out of 400. 

Mr R.H. COOK: No change! 

Dr K.D. Hames: You say 330, where does the 330 come from? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Oh my God! The Under Treasurer, Tim Marney! 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Go and read the briefing note. Bring the briefing note out from your bag and read it out. 
Ms R. Saffioti: Read the last three budget papers you presented and then you’ll know. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Members! The member for Kwinana has the call. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Mr Acting Speaker, the interjections are somewhat informative and enlightening, because they 
paint a beautiful picture of a minister who has not read the transcript of the Under Treasurer’s evidence last 
week—and this has been the problem all along. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: And he hasn’t read his own briefing notes that he was given by his own department! 

Mr R.H. COOK: The minister has failed all along to pay attention to the detail of this project. 

However, I want to talk in particular about that—we will say—$400 million. I suspect that we will be looking at 
$400 million. We said $100 million towards Serco prior to the house rising at the end of last year and the 
minister said that we were dreaming and that it could not possibly be as high as $100 million. What do we find? 
We find that it is an additional $118 million. Let us talk about that. Of that additional $118 million, $57.4 million 
is simply because Serco had an expectation that from April 2014 it would be making the hard stuff; it was 
expecting a revenue stream of around $160 million a year. Because of the minister’s incompetence and his 
failure to signal this earlier—certainly prior to the last election—Serco can now come to the minister with a hand 
out and say, “We are expecting a penalty payment, please.” The minister might say, “What for? You haven’t 
hired all the staff yet.” Serco can say, “It doesn’t matter; give it to us. Just give it to us.” Why would we have to 
hand over $57.4 million? It is quite simple. It is because the minister was incompetent and could not deliver this 
project on time. It is because of the minister’s incompetence. 

The minister can have it one of two ways. He is either incompetent and could not deliver this project on time; or 
he contrived an ignorance so that he could go to the election last year and say that it would be delivered on time. 
The minister cannot have it both ways. He is either incompetent or deliberately ignorant. That, of itself, will cost 
us $57.4 million for Serco to do nothing. 

Dr K.D. Hames: That’s not true. 

Mr R.H. COOK: I accept that Serco is doing other things. It must be tending the gardens. It must be staffing the 
welcome desks for all the visitors to the hospital who will be streaming in through the front doors looking for the 
patients who are not there! 

Dr K.D. Hames: They are still installing the equipment. They are still getting staff up and running. They are still 
doing their part of the contract that they were required to do. 

A member interjected. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The member for Bassendean is not allowed to talk from there. He is not acting Whip, Mr 
Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Yes. Member for Bassendean, you need to be silent if you are not in your seat. 
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Mr R.H. COOK: So we have a hospital with no patients. We are paying Serco $118 million between April 2014 
and April 2015 to look after that hospital with no patients, with the very latest equipment that could be bought 
back in 2011. It is equipment that is sitting there at Fiona Stanley Hospital humming away to itself in its fully 
operational mode, waiting for patients who will not come through the doors until April 2015. And there are cost 
overruns and delays of around $400 million—I am happy to wager that it will be around that amount—that we 
know are totally avoidable, firstly if the minister had paid proper attention when he sat down to do the contract 
with Serco and properly transferred the risks associated with the IT; and, secondly, if he had actually planned 
properly for this hospital. It is not the construction part of the hospital that is in trouble—we know that—but the 
minister’s planning. It was the minister’s planning based upon false expectations around a political obsession 
with going to the public and saying that it will open in April 2014. I hazard a guess that the minister knew that it 
would not open in April 2014 but he had to maintain this position that it would. 

The Treasurer was right about one thing earlier this week, and that one thing was that there are significant 
failures in the Department of Health, particularly around Fiona Stanley Hospital, but he missed the target. 

Dr K.D. Hames: He didn’t say that at all. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The Treasurer missed the target. The failures are not in the Department of Health. We support 
the men and women who work in the Department of Health. Like the Premier said, we support the men and 
women working in the Department of Health, working in this defunct, dysfunctional policy setting, which is, 
“We have to privatise to Serco at all costs; just quickly rush through this contract.” There is this dysfunction in 
saying, “Look, we’re going to open in April 2014; better have the machines ready.” 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range, just keep your voice down a little, thanks. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The Treasurer blamed the wrong bloke. The Treasurer was actually pointing at this member 
over here, the Minister for Health; not at the director general of Health. 

Was it not a shame that we had a situation yesterday when the former director general of Health had to come out 
and protect himself and to defend his own reputation and that of his department? That is because this guy, the 
minister, was missing, because this guy knows that if he had to come out in the last 24 hours to defend his 
department, it would be to contradict the Treasurer. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s right. 
Mr R.H. COOK: We ask and we always ask: what were the conversations that went on between the minister 
and the merry-go-round of Treasurers that went through that particular portfolio? The Minister for Health, who 
sits opposite, said time and again that this hospital would be delivered on time and on budget. What were those 
conversations with his Treasurer? Did the Treasurer say, “You have got to be joking! We receive advice after 
advice from our department that says that this is not going to be delivered on time”? Did the minister say, “Oh, it 
will be”? Did the Treasurer say, “You’ve got to be joking, minister. Surely you are saying to us what every other 
public servant in this state is saying, that this will be delayed”? Did the minister say, “No, it will be delivered on 
time”? In this constructed ignorance of the minister saying, “But my director general tells me that it will be 
delivered on time”, despite all the evidence that was out there in the public and advice that was being delivered 
through the combined resources of the state’s public service, this minister continued this contrivance that it 
would be delivered on time. The minister spoke yesterday about accepting fault for the three-month period, but 
the problem is not the three-month period. The minister should accept fault for this entire project, and it is time 
that he, the Treasurer and the Premier came forward and told this place what they did to mitigate the hopeless 
costs and delays to this hospital project. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [1.30 pm]: I want to make a brief contribution to the debate today. The real 
question is: will the Minister for Health, the Premier and the Treasurer provide a full account of what happened? 
This is not a small issue; this is the biggest hospital construction project the state has ever seen. Of course, this 
side of the house supports Fiona Stanley Hospital; it was our idea and we began construction, and I know that 
because I sat on the Reid Health Reform Committee. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You began construction? You cleared the block! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We started construction. The minister can try to recreate history, but we started construction. 
The minister seems to be very obsessed with the former health minister, Mr McGinty, and I know that he likes to 
hark back to 20 years ago to the previous time he was in government, but the key issue is that the Labor Party 
started the project. It was our idea. We commissioned the Reid health review; I sat on it, so I know a little bit 
about it, minister. The key issue is what the government did to make sure that this hospital came in on time and 
on budget. We have seen time and again this government committed to spin but not to accountability; it is 
committed to animations, but not committed to doing the hard work. There were some clear warnings. Back in 
2010 the Auditor General put out a report, clearly warning about information and communications technology. 
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In 2011 the Public Account Committee put out some warnings in relation to the ICT and the management of the 
contract, but the government did nothing. The ministers did not act in a way they should have. It is as clear as 
that. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You’re not going to compromise your position on the committee with your comments? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am making commentary on this issue at the moment. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Are you anticipating the contents of that committee report? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No; I am not. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Just checking. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Nice checking. The ministers did not get involved. 

Dr K.D. Hames: How do you know that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister has had a number of opportunities to stand up and tell us exactly what he did 
and he has refused. This issue has been in the media since last Wednesday or Thursday and the minister has not 
come out to say what he did. Obviously he did not do much. 

Dr K.D. Hames: That is an assumption you can make. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister can stand up and tell me exactly what he did. He can tell me exactly how many 
times he met the Treasurer to discuss this issue. He can tell me exactly when he took it to the Premier and said 
that there were going to be significant delays. He had the opportunity to outline exactly what he did. This is a 
key issue. The Under Treasurer said in his public evidence last week that warnings were given to the government 
about delays at Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Was it you who invited him, by way of interest? Did you invite him to come before the 
committee? Was it you? I’m just curious. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does the minister want me to disclose private conversations of a committee? 

Dr K.D. Hames: No; before the committee. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does he? That is entrapment. 

Dr K.D. Hames: That’s not private. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I feel like I am being entrapped. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Hey, Tim. How are you going? Why don’t you come and talk to the committee again. I hear 
you’re finishing as Under Treasurer. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is a big accusation the minister is making. 

Dr K.D. Hames: It’s a question, not an accusation. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It’s a big accusation, and the minister has absolutely no evidence to back that up. 

Dr K.D. Hames: None at all; zero. That is why I did not make it as a statement. It was a question. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the minister said it as an interjection. That is a big accusation to be making, and it 
reflects on not only me as a member of Parliament but also the former Under Treasurer. The minister should 
think again before making those sorts of accusations in this place. 

Today we want to hear from the minister what he did about it, because that is the key issue. Early notification of 
Serco for the delay in the hospital would have saved tens of millions of dollars. Perhaps those machines that are 
currently sitting in the corridors waiting for some patients would not have been bought so early, and perhaps the 
warranties will not expire before the patients come to the hospital. The key question is: why did the government 
not act quickly and in time? The key point is that the government had information and it did not act on it. That is 
okay when there is no massive contract out there, sitting out with Serco. It possibly would have been okay if it 
was not for this massive contract, but the government went ahead and contracted out the facilities management 
to Serco. That created a level of complication and complexity that impacted on the control of this hospital 
project. As we have heard, the building was finished on time, overseen by the Office of Strategic Projects, but all 
the other elements did not have strong governance. It is up to the minister to explain the two key issues: the 
Serco contract and whether he believes the losses that have been made recently undermine the decision to go 
with Serco. Does he still want to stand here and claim that the Serco contract will save hundreds of millions of 
dollars? Does he still want to do that even though that has been blown away? When the minister talks about how 
he got to the $330 million and how that is not a budget blowout, can he tell us what a budget blowout is? I have 
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always understood that the definition of a budget blowout is when things cost more than were budgeted for. 
Perhaps the minister should go through the budgets and midyear reviews over the past three years, look at what 
was budgeted and what was injected in addition to the budget. When all of those are added up, that is the 
definition of the budget blowout. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Exactly right. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is not that hard. 

Dr K.D. Hames: When you take the 250 from ICT and take it away from the trend, then that comes off, doesn’t 
it? Well done. You have helped me there. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I know what the minister is referring to and that has already been discounted in the 
calculations. I know the exact line the minister is referring to and that has been discounted from the calculations. 
If the minister cannot read a midyear review or budget paper, that is up to him. The minister has demonstrated in 
the place that he cannot. When the Under Treasurer confirms that figure, I will probably believe the man with the 
economics degree who has been overseeing the Department of Treasury. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Is an accounting degree better than an economics degree? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If the minister wants to stand up and attack Tim Marney, feel free. He has the opportunity. If 
the minister wants to get something off his chest, feel free. He has 20 minutes after me if he wants it. If he wants 
to stand up and attack the credibility of the former Under Treasurer, feel free, because that is what he wants to 
do. Feel free to do it. What did the minister say? 

Dr K.D. Hames: I didn’t say anything. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what he wants to do. If the minister wants to sit there and attack Tim Marney through 
me, feel free, but he will have the opportunity. If the minister wants to get something off his chest, stand up and 
attack him, but do not be a coward there and undermine his career and his contribution to the state government 
by having a go like that. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I am not undermining him at all. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what the minister doing. 

Dr K.D. Hames: No, I’m not. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what he is doing. If the minister wants to keep going, keep going. The minister has 
the time to stand up and attack by saying that the Under Treasurer cannot add up. That is what the minister is 
saying by attacking those numbers. 

As I said, the budget blowout is when things cost more than budgeted for. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Hopefully you will be more impartial on the committee than you were when you were asking 
for information and figures from people in the departments as you have done. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said — 

Dr K.D. Hames: I think you are being biased. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Minister, I think we have had enough interjections. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think the minister has made an accusation against my objectivity. I ask him to withdraw. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I think you are being a bit biased. I actually do think that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What is the minister doing? 

Dr K.D. Hames: I’m waiting for you to finish your speech so I can have my turn. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does the minister have a certain point of view that he is going to put and is that an objective 
point of view? 

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes, but you might think I’m a bit biased. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So, the minister has an objective point of view? 

Dr K.D. Hames: If you say to me you think I am biased, I wouldn’t object at all, because you probably do think 
that. You’ve been saying that about me already. You say I’m corrupt and incompetent and all these other things. 
What’s the difference? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have not said that the minister is corrupt. 
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Dr K.D. Hames: Sorry; “incompetent” is the word I was looking for. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Here we go! You guys verbal us. We stand up to raise legitimate issues. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We verbal? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister does. We stand up to raise legitimate issues. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What did the minister say? Did he say I am not telling the truth? Seriously, this guy is just 
incredible! 

Dr K.D. Hames: I said it’s the truth as it is. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister sits on the front bench and Mr Acting Speaker has not called him to order. He 
has been interjecting through the whole debate. The minister sits there — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): I have called him to order twice. If you take the interjection, then I 
allow it. If you do not, then I call him to order. I have called him to order several times. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have not taken a few, and he keeps going. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am not taking his interjection, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, you have heard that the member for West Swan does not 
want any more interjections, so we will hear her in relative silence; thank you. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Basically, there are two key issues. The first is the Serco contract. If the minister wants to 
table the submission and the appropriate comments, he should do so. The minister challenged us before. If he 
wants, he should table the comments and cabinet submission. 

A key issue relates to the delay and the late notification to Serco. I have said a number of times in this house that 
the late notification to Serco would cost the state tens of millions of dollars. That is the key issue. If the Under 
Treasurer raised alarms in 2012, there was an obligation on the government and ministers—the Treasurer and the 
Minister for Health in particular—to ask what the implications were for this. What are the implications? What 
are the cost implications? If the Minister for Health had asked those questions and done the work, I think he 
would have reduced the time delay and the state’s exposure to loss. I really do! I think if the minister had taken it 
seriously early enough, the state would not be having to fork out this money. Regardless of what the minister 
believes about the hospital with no patients, and I agree there are some fixed costs that are unavoidable—
gardening and some security—for the minister to sit there and say that a lot of these people would be employed 
anyway, with no patients, is ridiculous! It is a facilities management contract. Serco is managing the facility to 
serve the patients. That is ultimately what it is doing. It looks after the linen of people sleeping in hospital beds; 
it cleans where people have been walking and the help desk is helping people to find patients. I would say that 
the majority of the costs are not being incurred. There are some fixed costs, as I said, gardening, a bit of cleaning 
and maintenance; there is a level of that. The minister cannot argue that the majority of costs are not dependent 
on patients. That is simply ridiculous. As opposition members have said, we want a full account of this. We do 
not want a history lesson on what Hon Jim McGinty said once in this place—as we will probably hear from the 
Minister for Health. The minister’s obsession with Mr McGinty is incredible. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It’s a bromance. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a bromance. 

Dr K.D. Hames: What did he say? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not know, but I am sure we will hear from the minister. We need a full account of this 
issue from the minister. This is not just of interest to the opposition; this is costing the taxpayers of the state! 
When I look at the financial mess that this government has created, the problems with Fiona Stanley Hospital are 
an example of why we lost our AAA credit rating. There is no strong government accountability and no strong 
ministerial processes. It is some sort of blame game between the Treasurer and the Minister for Health. We all 
understand that there will always be tension between Treasury and the line agencies and between the Treasurer 
and the ministers. That is natural. That is what government is about. But when the process becomes so 
dysfunctional that they do not sit down together to try to solve problems, it causes massive exposure to loss for 
the state. We have seen that the warning bells were there in the Auditor General’s report and a Public Accounts 
Committee inquiry, but nothing was done to sort through this issue. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [1.44 pm]: I rise to comment on the amendment — 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 19 February 2014] 

 p285a-304a 
Mr Mark McGowan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Acting Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Roger Cook; Ms Rita 

Saffioti; Mr Ben Wyatt 

 [18] 

That this house calls on the Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for Health to fully explain their 
roles in losing around $400 million in the commissioning of Fiona Stanley Hospital and why they did 
not take action to mitigate the losses to Western Australian taxpayers. 

The response from the Minister for Health, sitting opposite, highlights why Treasury has been pushed aside for 
so long. The Minister for Health responded to the member for West Swan by accusing the Under Treasurer of 
entering into some form of conspiracy with a parliamentary committee and in the last week of his tenure coming 
in to tell the truth about the health minister! That is what the minister just said! 

Dr K.D. Hames: I said no such thing. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The minister said, “We were not listening to him because I had my accountant in the 
Department of Health”. Therein lies the problem. That is why Tim Marney said last week government has a 
predisposition not to listen to bad news from Treasury. That is what the Under Treasurer accused the government 
of, and it is because for years members opposite have maligned the Treasury. As I said yesterday, it goes back to 
the Premier’s relationship with Treasury in the Court government. Now, because of this lifelong antagonism 
between the member for Cottesloe and Treasury, we have a debacle on our hands. The Minister for Health sits 
opposite with a smirk on his face making slanderous remarks about the Under Treasurer and saying that it will 
all be okay. The problem is that the Minister for Health has never been held to account. Every single time he has 
gone back to ask for more money, the government has said okay. The minister has never been held to account. 
Now that we find ourselves in this situation, what do we get from the government? The health minister says, 
“It’s going to be a beautiful hospital!” The Premier’s response is, “I don’t care. I’m not interested in the blame 
game, especially when the blame is attributed to me.” That is what the Premier is saying. It is not as though this 
issue has not been around for some time. The member for West Swan talked about the Auditor General’s report 
of 2010. In the last parliamentary session the Public Accounts Committee highlighted this. I went through this in 
some detail last night. When the public sector comparator is flawed, the contract will be flawed. The Department 
of Health had no way of examining the information it was getting from its commercial advisers. This goes back 
even further to June 2009—we all remember it; I remember it—when the Under Treasurer, who the Minister for 
Health has just been slandering, made the point in another parliamentary committee that he did not know where 
the money would come from to meet the promises made around Royal Perth Hospital when Fiona Stanley 
Hospital came on line. On 23 June 2009, the ABC reported — 

Mr Barnett admits he does not know the details yet, but insists the funding will be worked out over the 
next five years. 

A quote attributed to the Premier reads — 

“It’s a long way away because not only is Fiona Stanley being built, with some Commonwealth 
support, so will a major new Midland or Swan health campus be developed,” he said. 

“How those hospitals relate to each other will be worked out, and we have five years. Five years is a 
long time.” 

It is a long time, but did the government work it out? No, because the Minister for Health did not care. He did 
not ask the questions. It seems that only two people in Western Australia believed that Fiona Stanley Hospital 
would open on 1 April as planned—the minister and the then director general of Health Kim Snowball. A report 
in The West Australian on Monday reads — 

… Mr Buswell said he and former under treasurer Tim Marney had “a number of discussions over an 
extended period of time about concerns we both had at the performance of the Department of Health”. 

In budget after budget it was in the statement of risks. Everybody knew there was a risk, and yet despite warning 
after warning and the Under Treasurer screaming at the top of his voice, “It’s not going to be met”, the Minister 
for Health, who does not hear or see any evil, was deliberately ignoring the obvious and saying, “It’s all going to 
be okay. It’s going to open on 1 April 2014. That is despite what is being said everywhere. The crazy bit is that 
despite all of that Treasury is then given two weeks to examine a contract worth $4.3 billion over 20 years, 
which the Premier said yesterday was the most complex contract in the state’s history. Treasury was given 
two weeks! Treasury did not have the opportunity to look at those risk assumptions that I talked about last night 
in respect of information and communications technology. No-one in Treasury was there to unpick the fact that 
the Department of Health, the government and its advisers, got it hopelessly wrong on the value of the risk being 
placed in the ICT transfer. It was hopelessly wrong! If the government is not going to allow Treasury, as 
recommended by the Public Accounts Committee during the last term—it was a bipartisan recommendation 
from Labor and Liberal members—to cross-examine Health and the commercial advisers, this is where it will 
end up. We heard the Minister for Health say that the Under Treasurer is just an economist and he had his own 
accountant in Health telling him what to do. Of course the minister’s own agency was telling him what he 
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wanted to hear because it knew he would trot back to the Premier and Treasurer looking for more money and he 
would probably get it. When the money flow is never subject to any form of accountability or, ultimately, 
discipline, that is how he is going to behave as the minister. That is what we have seen. His response today, 
when he came in here and suggested that the former Under Treasurer, Tim Marney, was involved in some sort of 
conspiracy with a parliamentary committee so in his final week as Under Treasurer he could tip a bucket on the 
government, highlights the fact that he has a long way to go before he has learnt his lesson. 

The culture created by the Premier in how he treats Treasury—I understand there is still some bruising from the 
Langoulant letter — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We made him head of the Insurance Commission since then so I think we’ve kissed and made 
up, if there was ever a problem. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Premier has now highlighted the fact that they have kissed and made up. Mr Langoulant, 
as Under Treasurer, said about the member for Cottesloe — 

Individual Ministers proposing, and Cabinet endorsing, expenditure proposals with no regard to the 
state of the overall budget and with no examination or consideration of existing budgetary capacity 
within a portfolio. 

He specifically referred to the then Minister for Education, the member for Cottesloe. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: How long ago was that? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It does not matter; it is still good reading. The minister could learn something from it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’ve never been a minister, have you? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: No, but I reckon I would have done a better job than the Premier because I would have 
imposed some financial discipline on myself. When looking at the budget, I would say, “That is how much I 
have to spend.” If, for example, the government said that it needs to enter into a rather large and complicated 
contract, I would get Treasury involved to look at this contract. That way the government would not be in the 
situation of losing up to $400 million as a result of this debacle. I ask the Minister for Police and the Premier—
the Minister for Health has lost all credibility in my eyes—when all this happened. 

Ms R. Saffioti: It is still happening. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is still happening; it has not stopped happening. This is the problem that we have. As I said 
yesterday, the Minister for Police and Tourism has given up—“Go out and do it yourself, Western Australia.” It 
seems that the only cut she has imposed on herself is her commitment around tourism. Something has happened! 
The minister has told people to go out and do it themselves because apparently Western Australians are 
wandering around Australia and the world bucketing the place where we live. They are bucketing the Premier. 
As strange as this may seem to him, he is not Western Australia. When I go around the Kimberley or the Pilbara, 
I do not think, “It is lovely driving around Colin Barnett. Colin Barnett is a beautiful place to be.” There is a 
difference between him and the horror of his government and Western Australia. I think the Minister for 
Tourism got it confused as well because after that summer, she is thinking, “Oh, my God, this place is a mess.” 
She needs Western Australians to wander around and tell everybody that it is all okay and not as bad as it would 
appear because when we google Colin Barnett now, we get the bloke with the hook. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Did you tamper with that photo? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I did not have to tamper with that photo to make it as bad as it is; it just looked as horrible as 
it did. 

As I said, when Tim Marney warned the Premier in June 2009 that he did not know where the money was 
coming from to pay for both Royal Perth Hospital and Fiona Stanley Hospital, the Premier said at the time—I do 
not think he was here, so I will quote him again — 

“How those hospitals relate to each other will be worked out, and we have five years. Five years is a 
long time.” 

He went on to say — 

“We are the Government and we set the policy and we make the decisions. They are Government 
decisions, not the decisions of the Under Treasurer … 

That highlights the point that the Under Treasurer has always been on the outer. Treasury has always been on the 
outer. The government makes the decisions. It had five years to worry about this but it did not worry about it. If 
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it did worry about it, it would not have rushed to sign up to a 20-year contract. There is not a government in 
Australia or a private sector organisation in the world that, when faced with something it has not done before on 
a scale it has never done before, has locked itself away for 20 years. The government made the decision to do 
that and it rushed to do it. As Tim Marney said in his evidence, the pressure was on. I will quote him because I 
know the Minister for Health will deny this was ever said by the Under Treasurer. It is a very powerful quote. He 
said — 

I can honestly say on behalf of the public interest we were pissed off, because the magnitude of that 
consideration is such, and the complexity of the financial arrangements within the contract are such, 
that it should have had much more exposure within Treasury and indeed across government 
procurement than what it actually had. 

He went on to say — 

We were forced — 

This is the modus operandi of the government — 

into a situation of, “Give us your comments within two weeks or you’re going to hold up the opening of 
the hospital.” 

The Minister for Health was more interested in the media stakes surrounding it than what he was delivering. That 
is what Tim Marney said. In the name of public interest, Treasury was pissed off. I am not surprised because it 
has seen debacle after debacle and when it tries to get a look, as he said, at the most complex contract in the 
state’s history, the minister left it to the last two weeks, the normal 10-day turnaround for cabinet. The Minister 
for Health said it is a pity he cannot release the cabinet submission. It is a pity, but he can. If he wants to have an 
open debate on this, he should release that massive cabinet document that Tim Marney talked about in his 
evidence last week so we can have a look. The fact that there have been so many Treasurers is a punchline now 
with bureaucrats who go to parliamentary committees. The minister should release that cabinet document 
because he will find that they all knew but they did not care anyway. They were all warned about what that 
contract did or did not do, the risks that were not transferred and the exposure that the taxpayers had to further 
payments, but the government will not care because, as Tim Marney said, he was asked to give his comments 
within two weeks or he would hold up the opening of the hospital. The minister drafted his media statement. He 
had to get that out. That is what was driving the decisions around this Serco contract. Ultimately, as I said last 
night, the contract was flawed from the very beginning because the public sector comparator was flawed. As 
recommended by PAC in a bipartisan way—it was a parliamentary committee made up of Liberal and Labor 
members—Treasury should have been more involved at that very early stage. When the Department of Health 
official, Mr Sebbes, said that it has absolutely transferred all ICT risk to Serco and then the Under Treasurer said 
that even with a desktop review, he worked out that was not the case, perhaps he should have had Treasury 
involved earlier. The government’s public sector comparator was wrong. Therefore, the contract was wrong. It 
was not going to get the value it thought it would and the minister did not seem to care; “Oh, it is $500 million”, 
based on a flawed analysis. That is the problem we have. Every time the minister says taxpayers are going to 
save $500 million over the next 20 years, we cannot believe that for a minute because ultimately—Tim Marney 
said this—we have to re-run the contract with the public sector comparator. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Boring. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know the Premier finds it boring because this is embarrassing for him. This has been a 
financial disaster. He finds it boring because it is his fault. He is the Premier. He was warned in 2009. He said he 
had five years to get it right but he did not. For the Premier to come in here and say that it is boring suggests to 
me that he has not learnt a thing. We are destined to continue on this path because the Minister for Health is not 
accepting a thing—he has already retired; he is more interested in late-night tourism events than in health—and 
the Premier says that it is boring. If that is indeed the view of the Premier, ultimately it is up to the government 
backbench to get this right. We can raise this time and again. The Premier will say that it is boring because it is a 
horrible financial disaster under his watch. It is up to these guys opposite to bring him in, because if they do not, 
they will be held responsible over the years for the mess that they have left behind. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: We’ll be responsible on opening day; don’t you worry about that. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: On opening day! I was just about to finish, but the Premier keeps giving me something more. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 313.] 
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