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PREMIER’S STAFF — SALARIES 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.42 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as necessary to allow the following motion to be moved 
forthwith — 

That the Premier be condemned for increasing pay to his own staff by up to 52 per cent whilst 
limiting public sector workers to a 2.75 per cent pay increase. 

I move this motion because I consider it an urgent matter that should be debated by the house. The fact that the 
government has not allowed for a proper debate of these issues necessitates the opposition bringing on this 
matter because I think it is urgent that the Premier explain to the house why he has one standard for his own 
staff—for his own friends—yet he has a different standard for the 140 000 or so other public sector workers out 
there. It is incumbent upon the Premier to answer these questions. It is urgent that the Premier answer these 
questions. We posed the questions to the Premier earlier today. I moved a motion that would have allowed the 
Premier to explain himself and I made a generous offer to the government that 30 minutes could be allocated to 
each side to allow for a proper, appropriate and full debate of this and 12 other issues. The Premier in his snippy, 
obtuse, offensive, petulant, arrogant, nasty, condescending and pompous way said, no, he would give us 
20 minutes in which to debate these issues. I said to him then that that did not give us the opportunity to have a 
proper debate of these issues and he could look forward to a lot of motions to suspend standing orders so we can 
raise these issues. We are delivering on our word to the government. Let this be a lesson to the 
Leader of the House. If he wants to treat the opposition with contempt and if he wants to ensure that this house 
does not have the opportunity to raise things in the manner in which they should be, we will take opportunities, 
in relation to the management of this Parliament, to raise these issues. That is a lesson that sometimes takes a 
little while for governments to learn, but we will do this every single time. I might add that our behaviour as an 
opposition is positively responsible and exemplary compared with the opposition that the now Premier led 10 or 
so years ago. When he was Leader of the Opposition, he behaved like a complete ratbag in the house.  

We now raise an important issue that needs to be addressed by the Premier. Why does he have one standard for 
his personal staff—for the spin doctors in his office? There were 52 per cent and 32 per cent pay rises for people 
in his own office, yet he tells all those other people throughout the public sector such as police officers, teachers, 
nurses, physiotherapists and the like that there is another standard they have to adhere to. He provides his own 
staff with a pay rise 20 times more than what he says other public sector workers can have. He does something 
completely different for his own staff. It is incumbent upon the Premier to explain to the house why he sets that 
double standard. It is a matter of urgency because I suspect that around staffrooms, water coolers, hospitals, 
Department of Environment and Conservation offices, development commissions, the Department of Planning 
and the entire state, people will be scratching their heads and wondering why the Premier has done this to them, 
yet adopted a different standard for his own office. This is the Premier’s point of vulnerability, because the 
example the Premier, the leader of the state, sets is something other people watch and notice. The example that 
has been set a mere few weeks after the state election on a whole range of issues will be discussed in workplaces 
around Western Australia. The state government is the biggest employer in the state and if the government had 
gone to the election detailing what it would do and had sought a mandate, it would be able to come into this 
place with legitimacy. It could raise these issues and say they were put to the people three months ago and that 
the people voted in favour of them. However, the government did exactly the opposite. It went to the people and 
hid these matters. The government either told deliberate and direct untruths or it hid these matters from the 
people of Western Australia. It did the exact opposite of seeking a mandate. The government sought a mandate 
for the opposite. It sought a mandate from the people of Western Australia based upon its statements in this 
house and the policies it released, and those statements and policies stated that the government would not take 
this course of action. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: The Leader of the Opposition has now had five minutes to prosecute his argument about why 
this matter should be debated as a matter of urgency. 

Mr P.C. Tinley interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, you are not to speak when somebody is raising a point of order. I call 
you to order for the first time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Five minutes is a reasonable time. The Leader of the Opposition is going into the substance of 
the motion and, indeed, into the range of issues he raised in the earlier debate when the government agreed to a 
more general debate for 20 minutes each side. 
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Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I ask that that the Leader of the Opposition be asked to return precisely to why this matter 
should be declared urgent and to then wind up his argument. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, can you please speak on the urgency of the matter. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The reason this matter is urgent, and I will keep explaining why it is urgent, is that the 
house will not sit again for at least another four days and these issues in Western Australia and Australia today 
evolve very quickly. What was an issue four days ago is often not an issue at the time it might be debated four 
days hence. The way this government is breaking promises, we may well be onto a whole swag of new broken 
promises in four days. There may well be all sorts of other issues in four days’ time that we can raise when the 
Premier breaks promises he made at the election. That is why it is urgent now. It is urgent now because we think 
the Premier needs to answer this direct question. When we posed this direct question to the Premier in the earlier 
debate, he did not answer it. That is why this matter is urgent. I know this matter is one that he is most 
uncomfortable with because he has set such a poor example, and that is why this matter is urgent. The Premier 
needs to come in here and explain these matters because it is urgent to the people around Western Australia 
whose jobs may well be under threat—those front-line services and people whose livelihoods will not be perhaps 
what they would have expected and those whose livelihoods will be quite different from those of the people in 
the Premier’s office, in his direct line of sight. The Premier looks at the people he sees every day and says, 
“You’re working very hard”. We are advised there was certainly an understanding between the Premier and his 
staff members before the election that there would be a huge pay rise after the election. He sees those people 
every day; he gives them a nudge and a wink before the election that they will get a big pay rise if he is re-
elected and, after the election, he delivers for them.  

Meanwhile, he tells the people in the public sector who are doing all those non–spin doctor jobs that their jobs 
are secure and that they will be appropriately rewarded. He tells them that before the election, but after the 
election he does something completely different. When we are dealing with the truthfulness, honesty and 
integrity of this state’s Premier, surely that is a matter of urgency for this house to deal with. Surely, dealing with 
issues of integrity, honesty and truthfulness is a matter of urgency. That is why we call on the Premier to come 
back to the chamber and answer the question he declined to answer in the earlier debate today when he had the 
opportunity. What is more, to soothe the Premier’s sensibilities, I ensured that the motion was typed because I 
know he does not like to read my writing. I have given the Premier every opportunity to come before this place 
to explain the double standards he exhibits in relation to pay for public sector workers versus his own staff. I 
have even had the motion typed so it is easy for him to read and comprehend. The Premier now has the 
opportunity to come in here and ensure that this matter is given appropriate attention. I would have thought that 
he owed it to all those public sector workers across Western Australia to explain this matter.  

I think he needs to explain it in the context of what we are also dealing with here today; namely, the legislation 
the Premier wants to get back to. He says this matter is not urgent—we say it is—and the government would 
rather slug small business $526 million, as set out in the Duties Legislation Amendment Bill 2013 we are 
debating today. The opposition says this matter is more urgent than the government’s legislation to impose 
higher taxes on small business across Western Australia. It is a balance, really. We are saying one matter is more 
urgent than the other; members opposite are saying the other matter is more urgent. I think that requires an 
explanation from the government. Which matter is the most urgent? Is it the $526 million tax on small business 
or an explanation for why the Premier is giving a 52 per cent pay rise to his personal staff—the spin doctors he 
sees every day—versus ordinary public sector workers in hospitals around the state? Which matter is more 
urgent to debate—people changing incontinence pads on people in our hospitals or some of our aged-care 
facilities, or the spin doctors in the Premier’s own office? There are different standards in relation to these issues. 
The Premier’s standard is to put up taxes on small business; our standard is to oppose that and to have a proper 
debate on these issues. That is why this matter is urgent. I think the people of Western Australia expect us to 
have a proper debate on that. If the Premier does not regard this as urgent, that shows a degree of political 
cowardice on his part. It is political cowardice of the highest level that he will not come in here to explain these 
matters; he will not address them. It is political cowardice of a bloke who went to the election saying one thing 
and straight afterwards did another. I think he is doing this because he thinks it will be someone else’s problem. 
It will be the problem of all those people out there who expect good front-line services and all those people 
working in the public sector doing difficult non–spin doctor jobs, who actually expect they should have a decent 
living in Western Australia.  
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I say to the house that this is a matter of absolute urgency. The Premier needs to come in because we are dealing 
with a matter related to his political courage, and his honesty and integrity.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Mr Speaker — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland—the Leader of the House. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.55 pm]: Mr Speaker, I move — 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Sorry—you gave me the call, Mr Speaker. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I move the motion be — 

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Mr Speaker, you saw me first and gave me the call. You said “member for Midland”, 
and then looked to the Leader of the House and then changed your call. I do not think that you can just take the 
second call when you had already called my name. If we listen to the tape of these proceedings, we will be able 
to hear you call me first.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: It is entirely at the Speaker’s discretion who should be given the call. It is the Speaker’s 
decision. 

The SPEAKER: All right; member for Midland.  

Debate Resumed 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [12.56 pm]: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  

We believe this is an urgent matter. The Premier made the point that he does not see the issues in the motions we 
have raised today to be urgent. I think the people of Western Australia will see things somewhat differently from 
the Premier. The people of Western Australia will be fully behind supporting the opposition taking up these most 
important issues when we see mass sackings and redundancies in the public sector. It is not just about 
individuals—individuals in the public service are important—but also what this will mean in terms of reduced 
services to the people of Western Australia when fewer people work in policing, education, health and disability 
services, and a range of other areas. This matter is urgent. When we have a Premier who prioritises his own staff 
pay ahead of those things, it is wrong. I think it is urgent we raise that. The Premier seems to think that somehow 
this is wasting the time of the house. He has had such a pathetic legislative agenda this year that we have 
struggled to fill time. We went home early on Tuesday night this week. We have gone home early on other 
Tuesday nights, and on Thursday nights. There is no time pressure because of the legislation. At the start of this 
week there was simply one government bill on the notice paper—the duties legislation—a bill the government 
had to make urgent, a bill that did not lay on the table for three weeks because the government is struggling to 
come up with any kind of legislative agenda. The government has now listed four more bills that were only 
introduced this week and which are not, in the normal course of events, eligible for debate next week or the week 
after in the Parliament; every one of which, if they are brought on, will have to be declared urgent. This is 
unprecedented. Never before has any government come in here and the first 10 bills or so that it brings in have to 
be declared urgent because the government simply has not got its act together. The Premier talks about how 
much it costs per day for this Parliament to run, he should have a think about it. Maybe he should think about 
what it cost to bring this Parliament back a week early, because that cost a lot of money. Not as much probably, I 
might add, as Dixie Marshall’s pay rise, which cost an awful lot more and which this motion is about.  

These matters are not only extremely important to the people of Western Australia because they will have a 
direct and dramatic effect on their lifestyle, the services they receive from government and their household bills, 
but also because these are the kinds of matters that people expect Parliament to consider. They expect us to 
debate the pay rises. These are the things that people raise with me in the street every day. So many people make 
comparisons now between what the Premier pays his own staff, and the increases there, and the cuts they are 
seeing to government services versus the increases they are seeing in their household bills. This matter is urgent. 
It should be debated now. It is a disgrace that the Premier will not come into the house and debate these motions. 
In the small amount of debate we have heard from him, he has played the man and not the ball. He has made 
personal remarks to a number of people opposite in which he has denigrated the members for Bassendean and 
Girrawheen. That should be beneath someone of the Premier’s standing. It should be beneath someone of the 
Premier of the state.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm   
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The SPEAKER: The position is that we are going to continue with the motion for the suspension of standing 
orders. We will then move on to question time and then to private members’ 90-second statements. Member for 
Midland. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am not continuing my remarks at this stage. 
The SPEAKER: You are not? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I do not wish to continue my remarks. 
The SPEAKER: All right. Leader of the House. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: I am therefore happy to put the motion. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: The motion needs to be put by the Speaker. 

Question to be Put 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [2.01 pm]: I move — 

That the motion be now put. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You don’t need to.  
Mr M. McGowan: You didn’t need to. Don’t do it. We’ll have to vote against that. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Okay. If the opposition is agreeing to vote on it, that is fine. I withdraw the motion, 
Mr Speaker, in cooperation with the opposition. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Motion Resumed 
The SPEAKER: As this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need an absolute majority 
in order to succeed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 

Question put. 
The SPEAKER: A division has been called. Ring the bells. 

Division taken with the following result — 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (20) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (36) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr A.P. Jacob Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Dr G.G. Jacobs Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr K.D. Hames Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr C.D. Hatton Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

            

Pair 
 Ms L.L. Baker Mr B.J. Grylls 

Question thus negatived. 
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