
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 18 September 2013] 

 p4394b-4396a 
Mr Peter Tinley; Mr Troy Buswell 

 [1] 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2013–2014 BILL 2013 
Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [8.01 pm]: I resume my comments on the bill after they were interrupted by the 
dinner break and private members’ business. I will not be long. I want to round out my comments on the 
allocation of $188 million for education. The budget papers do not provide details of the allocation of that capital 
and I am concerned about this allocation, particularly as it applies to Willagee. Hamilton Senior High School, 
which will celebrate its fiftieth anniversary this Sunday, needs additional capital works that are not provided for 
in this budget so that it can house a student population increase from 430 to almost 606 in 2015, when the half 
cohort and demographic change are taken into account. This budget does not cover the full needs of schools in 
the electorate of Willagee and, I suggest, in a range of other schools. Demountable classrooms are being moved 
onto school grounds that are already bursting at the seams while recurrent funding for schools is being cut. We 
have talked about that in this place for some time.  

In conclusion, I will talk about housing, and specifically about the capital appropriation of $111 million. I am 
glad the Treasurer is here and I would be happy to take his interjections. At item 161, the consolidated account 
projects a budget capital appropriation of $111 million in 2013–14, yet that amount reduces to $3.3 million in 
2014–15 and is zero and zero for subsequent years. In 2011–12 and 2012–13, there is a capital appropriation of 
$171 million and $106 million respectively, and then the capital projection for the Department of Housing falls 
off the cliff. Is there so much commonwealth money in the appropriations that it underscores that this 
government has not funded public housing to any level so it could trumpet, as it has trumpeted for five years, 
how much it spends on social housing? I would love an interjection from the Treasurer to explain why the budget 
contains no capital appropriation for those works in the out years or is there some sort of budgetary trickery or 
smoke and mirrors to reduce projected debt in the capital budget?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Which page are you looking at?  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: It is “Item 161 Capital Appropriation” on page 674. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: On page 680 under “New Works” is the capital expenditure, where you will see some quite 
robust investment of $250 million a year across the out years for the affordable housing program. That indicates 
that that capital funding need not be from appropriations from the consolidated account; it may be a contribution 
from Keystart or from asset resales from the Department of Housing. The one thing I have learnt about the 
Department of Housing is that the thing to focus on is what it is spending, which is on page 680. I take comfort 
from “New Works” on page 680 that there are some significant ongoing streams of investment in social housing.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: What is wrong with the summary of estimates on page 674? Why is there a contradiction?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: On page 674 is the appropriation. As I said, the Department of Housing sources revenue from 
a whole range of areas that don’t always require a contribution from the consolidated account. The profits of 
Keystart are a classic example. Profits are made from land sales and from the sale of existing properties, which 
increasingly happens under Newstart and other programs. I do not have all the detail at my fingertips; I assume 
that you pursued that during the estimates hearings. The one thing that I have learnt about the Department of 
Housing, often much to Treasury’s frustration, is that it is perhaps less reliant on the consolidated account for 
capital than a lot of other areas of government. I do not have that breakdown off the top of my head, but I can 
only assume they are the sources that those appropriations will come from.  
Mr P.C. TINLEY: As a relatively new member to this house I thank the Treasurer for his guidance on the 
anomalies, vagaries and mysteries of the budget, but I am still very interested to see the history that points to 
that.  

Another capital account appropriation for housing that concerns me is the management of capital assets. The 
capital assets for the Department of Housing are some 36 000-plus dwellings. If I recall correctly, an asset value 
of $7 billion was mentioned during the estimates committee. That would be difficult to cost. My issue is that it is 
about leveraging that capital and getting the maximum value out of the deployed capital into the public housing 
stock. A vacancy rate of 141 days to turn around a house and get it onto the waitlist is an improvement on 345 
days, which it was a couple of years ago, but a landlord would not be happy about that vacancy rate. I conclude 
my remarks and thank the house. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [8.09 pm] — in reply: I rise like a — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Sloth?  

Mrs G.J. Godfrey: A phoenix?  
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No. I was going to say like Muhammad Ali or Joe Frazier after the “Thrilla in Manila”! 

Mr P.B. Watson: The “Rumble in the Jungle”.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, that preceded the “Thrilla in Manila”, of course, member for Albany. The “Rumble in 
the Jungle” was in Kinshasa, Zaire, and followed the greatest fight of the century, as it has come to be known, in 
Madison Square Garden. The first of the three great fights between Frazier and Ali, the greatest fight of the 
century, was won by Frazier in Madison Square Garden. The second great fight was the “Rumble in the Jungle” 
in Zaire. That fight featured the rope-a-dope strategy in which Frazier covered up and took all those hooks. I am 
right on message, of course, Madam Acting Speaker!  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): I was just taking advice! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It all got into the capital account. The “Thrilla in Manila” was won by Ali, who said after 
it was over that he had never been closer to dying. Frazier’s corner person said, “That’s it. “Smokin’” Joe’s 
smoked.” I feel a bit like “Smokin’” Joe, having sat through the budget speeches this year. It has been a 
marathon—perhaps, more as my physique would indicate, a cross between Rob de Castella and “Smokin’” Joe 
Frazier, a long-run pugilist. 
But here are the facts. This has been a very long series of debates. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: We have spent more time debating, Treasurer, than you spent preparing the budget. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Girrawheen has always been renowned for her intellect and solid 
knowledge of government, of course. I remember the time she came into this place and was describing the 
breakout of the prisoners from QEII, I think it was. She proceeded to tell the house that they were prisoners from 
Fremantle Prison. Fremantle Prison had closed 12 years before the breakout. Notwithstanding that, perhaps they 
were old prisoners from Fremantle. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That’s how long it took you to get them. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, we got them — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Twelve years later! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: — in the member for Cockburn’s backyard. 

Mr F.M. Logan: That’s right. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We did—in Brassey Street, Swanbourne. 

Mr F.M. Logan: That’s right—hiding up a tree. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Hiding up a tree. 

The only point I want to make is that it has been a very long debate this year about the budget bills. No member 
opposite could argue that they have not had their bite of the cherry—not once, not twice, but three times. 
It is not my intent to take up the time of the house canvassing issues that have been raised. I have a view that we 
are all entitled to our opinions. This is the chamber into which we all come to present those opinions. Clearly, 
they are not opinions that, in their entirety, I was in support of, nor was the government. I therefore thank 
members of the house for their exhaustive examination of the budget. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Forensic. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I would not say it was that forensic, member for Albany, or there would be a whole lot 
more — 
Mr P.B. Watson: Come on. You’ve had a couple of reds; you’ll be right. Just say it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have not, member for Albany. I have been busy with the member for Victoria Park’s 
lovely daughters. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I was not, member for Girrawheen. It is my chief of staff’s birthday. 

Mr P.B. Watson: I thought you might be celebrating the fact that your leader was on his way out. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No. And lovely girls they are too, member for Victoria Park and member for Mindarie. 
We proceeded to examine public transport options in our make-believe bus. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: They’re very keen on MAX to Victoria Park. 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: They are, and that, as members have all highlighted, will be delivered as part of the 
budget. As we work through the Metro Area Express light rail program, one of the things I hope we can do with 
the public of Perth is engage in some design competitions around what the railcar or the trolley bus will look 
like. 

Mr P.C. Tinley interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Do not worry about that, because it is a very innovative form of mass passenger transit. 

The debate has been wide ranging. From time to time it has had some levels of intensity that have been 
appreciated. Again, I thank all members for their participation and I cannot stress enough how much I am 
looking forward to the passage of next year’s budget through the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
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