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TREASURER’S PERFORMANCE 

Matter of Public Interest 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Today the Speaker received within the prescribed time a letter 
from the member for Rockingham in the following terms — 

Dear Mr Speaker 

Matter of Public Interest 

I wish to raise the following as a matter of public interest today, Tuesday March 16, 2010. 

“That this House condemns the Treasurer for his mismanagement in his various portfolios, especially 
his provision of incorrect information to justify his record spending blowout and calls upon the Premier 
to insist on higher standards from this Minister.”  

The matter appears to be in order. If at least five members stand in support of the matter being discussed, that 
matter can proceed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [3.06 pm]: I move — 

That this House condemns the Treasurer for his mismanagement in his various portfolios, especially his 
provision of incorrect information to justify his record spending blowout and calls upon the Premier to 
insist on higher standards from this Minister. 

This motion is self-explanatory. I suspect members in this place know exactly what my motion is referring to. It 
is very concerning that one hour and five minutes into this Tuesday’s sitting of Parliament the Treasurer has not 
tabled or provided information that corrects the record from last week. The Premier went to a press conference 
yesterday and said that the Treasurer would provide correct information to Parliament today. The Treasurer has 
not stood up and used a short ministerial statement or any other opportunity to provide information to correct the 
$210 million mistake that he made last week. Ministers think it is a joke—a $210 million error in the 
documentation provided to this Parliament! 

The Treasurer, despite the Premier’s promise, has not corrected the record at the first available opportunity to 
him. It shows what a careless, reckless and sloppy Treasurer we have in Western Australia. In the course of his 
time in this Parliament we have numerous pieces of evidence to justify that statement that this state has a 
careless, reckless and sloppy Treasurer.  

The Treasurer is good at a number of things. He is good at clowning around in this Parliament; he is good at 
handballing rolls of toilet paper to members; he is good at ridiculing people; he is good at ridiculing members of 
this house; and he is good at embarrassing himself and the state of Western Australia. What the Treasurer is 
really good at is getting his staff to create dirt files on members of the opposition. He has the file sitting in front 
of him and he can flick to the page that has the name of the member he is looking for on it and refers to either a 
newspaper clipping or another part of the dirt file put together by his staff. He is really good at that. Another 
thing that he is really good at is avoiding scrutiny. Last Thursday the Treasurer tabled incorrect figures—a 
$210 million mistake—yet he did not provide a public explanation until, as I understand it, before cameras this 
morning. 

We learnt yesterday morning that on Sunday the Treasurer —the captain of the Treasury Titanic—was munching 
away on the Queen Mary 2, but he could not give an explanation to the people of Western Australia about his 
misleading the Parliament on the finances of this state by making a $210 million mistake.  

I will tell members the things that the Treasurer is not good at. He is not good at hard policy work. We learnt in 
question time that he is not good at getting across the major detail. These are two major issues within his 
portfolio and, as raised in question time today by the member for Cockburn, one of them related to a question on 
notice that he answered. That answer was that only 18 per cent of managers at WorkCover WA, an agency for 
which he has responsibility, have had occupational health and safety training. He pooh-poohed the answer and 
asked why such staff would need occupational safety and health training. Oh my goodness, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr P.B. Watson)! Maybe those who work at WorkCover go into dangerous situations—actually, that is what 
they do! That is their job, yet the Treasurer asked why they would need occupational safety and health training. 
He did not know anything about it, even though he signed the answer to the opposition’s question. How would 
he know? He only signed the answer! How would he know about a $210 million mistake contained in the 
document when he only handed it out? The Treasurer is not good at detail, he is not good at doing the hard 
budget work and he is not good at maintaining budget integrity and stringency. Further, he is not good at housing 
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desperate and needy Western Australians; nor is he good at ensuring that local jobs are provided from the major 
oil and gas projects in Western Australia. 

I turn to last week’s mistake. Last week the Treasurer introduced the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 
2010 to justify the second biggest spending blow-out in the state’s history. The biggest spending blow-out of 
$1.2 billion occurred last year under his tutelage of the Treasury portfolio. This year the blow-out is 
$1.15 billion. The Treasurer introduced his advance authorisation bill and, in doing so, provided Parliament with 
explanatory material to justify the massive spending blow-out. He provided a document that outlined each of the 
portfolios in which there has been a spending blow-out. The document reads that there has been an $829 167 000 
blow-out in recurrent spending. The opposition went through the document to ensure that the Treasurer was on 
top of his game. What did we find? When we added up recurrent spending, we arrived at a total of $619 million, 
which means that there is a massive mistake in the document—a more than $200-million mistake—that the 
Treasurer provided to the Parliament of Western Australia to justify his massive spending blow-out.  

The massive spending blow-out is the first issue. We cannot have faith in the Treasurer to properly manage the 
books. The second issue is that he provided material that was factually and arithmetically incorrect by the tune of 
more than $200 million. What did we do? We raised this issue on Friday morning. Where was the Treasurer on 
Friday morning? He was in hiding.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I was in Cowaramup.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Treasurer was in Cowaramup. Of course, the government could not possibly get a 
television crew to Cowaramup.  

The Treasurer was in hiding on Friday, Saturday, Sunday and Monday. This morning he did a cameo 
performance on the steps of Parliament House. He went into hiding for all those days without justifying the 
mistake he made. The opposition has various questions it would like to ask the Treasurer.  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Order, member! I am sure the Treasurer will speak later on. 
Until then I ask him to keep his remarks to himself, because I want to hear what the member for Rockingham has 
to say.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The opposition has a range of questions that it would like to ask the Treasurer. He might 
like to answer them in his response. Did the Treasurer read the document before he provided it to the house? If 
so, how did he miss the $210 million error? If not, why did he provide a document to justify the massive 
spending blow-out without first making sure that either he or his staff had read the document? Will the Treasurer 
apologise to the house for such an incredible and huge mistake? How can we entrust the finances of Western 
Australia to a person who is so obviously incapable of basic arithmetic? The Treasurer could not properly add up 
the spending blow-out. The Treasurer must answer all those questions. We will grill him over the next day or 
two or three about the document and the bill. If the Treasurer expects to get a bill with a $210 million black hole 
through Parliament in as fast a manner as was indicated last week, he has another think coming. He must answer 
all sorts of questions about the expenditure contained within the document. For instance, I refer to the 
$2.5 million in new advertising expenditure by the Department of Transport.  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am sure the Treasurer does not know about it because he has not read the document. 
Maybe in his address he can enlighten us about whether he did read it before he provided it to the house. All 
sorts of questions are contained within this document, which we will get to. 

I want to delve into a couple of other matters. As members will note from the motion that I moved, there are a lot 
more agencies, other than Treasury, in which mistakes have been made by this Treasurer. According to answers 
to questions that the Treasurer answered and signed off, we have the highest number of men, women and 
children on the public housing waiting list in history. The public housing waiting list has gone up to 53 000 
Western Australians, including 24 000 children, and including 9 000 people on the priority list. That is 9 000 
people on the priority waiting list who are living rough or living in very dangerous circumstances around 
Western Australia. We know that 300 houses are sitting empty on the Treasurer’s watch. The Treasurer looks 
confused by that. I suspect he looks confused because he did not read the answer to the question that he provided 
to me. At any point in time 300 houses are sitting empty. There are 53 000 people on the public housing waiting 
list. Since 2005–06, on the Treasurer’s watch, there has been a decline of 38 per cent in the number of housing 
blocks provided in Western Australia. When the Treasurer was in opposition, he said that was the biggest issue 
in the state. Since 2005–06, on the Treasurer’s watch, 9 000 fewer house blocks have been provided in Perth and 
Peel. 
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The Treasurer is responsible. He is the Minister for Housing and Works now, and that is his responsibility. I 
know that the Treasurer will answer by saying, “We’re building all these extra houses.” What he fails to mention 
when he says that the government is building extra public housing is that the commonwealth is building those 
houses. The state might be out there signing the contracts, but the commonwealth is providing the money. Of 
course, when we were in office, John Howard was the Prime Minister and he did not believe in public housing. 
He did not believe in providing that support to the states. Again, the Treasurer needs to read the budget. It is a 
bring-forward. In the out years there is a massive drop-off in the provision of money for public housing in 
Western Australia. It is a bring-forward. There is no extra money across the four years of the forward estimates. 
If the Treasurer read his own budget documents, he would know that. There is a massive decline in the amount 
of land being provided. There are 9 000 fewer blocks—it has gone from 25 000 down to 16 000—which is a 
massive decline in percentage terms of 38 per cent over the past four years. There has been a huge increase in the 
number of people on the public housing waiting list, and hundreds of houses are sitting empty at any one time. 

The last issue I want to deal with—I raised this last week—is the $43 billion Gorgon project. One would think 
that the state would allocate people to work full time on securing the maximum number of local jobs out of that 
project. One would think that the state would have one. There are 101 800 public servants in Western Australia, 
and not a single one is dedicated to local content from Gorgon—not one. I got that information in an answer 
from the Treasurer, the Premier and the Minister for Mines and Petroleum. Not a single public servant is 
dedicated to getting jobs out of the Gorgon project. I think Western Australians would be disgusted if they knew 
that—disgusted that the Treasurer presides over that. The Treasurer has a team of four people with a range of 
responsibilities, and once every three months they meet with the people from Gorgon. That is the entirety of the 
effort of the state’s public sector to secure jobs out of the biggest project in the history of Australia. That is the 
entirety of the Treasurer’s effort—leave it to chance; leave it to four people who have a range of other jobs, and 
they will meet with the company once every three months and we will see what we get. It is a bit of a lottery as 
far as the Treasurer is concerned. 

There are three issues. The Minister for Commerce does not support local content and does very little to secure 
it; the Minister for Housing and Works presides over the worst public housing waiting list in history and relies 
upon the commonwealth and claims its dollars as his own; and the Treasurer presents the most shoddy, shocking, 
inaccurate documents to this place, with a $210 million mistake contained within them that he, his office and the 
Treasury failed to identify, and he has failed now, one hour and 15 minutes into the sitting of Parliament, to even 
correct the record in this place, despite the Premier’s promises and the Treasurer’s promises that he would do so. 
What does it all add up to? It adds up to a minister who is basically not up to it but who has too many portfolios. 
He has too many portfolios, he is not across the detail of any of them, and it shows, my friend.  

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [3.19 pm]: The member for Rockingham has pointed out the current problem 
with the budget and the need for a Treasurer’s advance of almost record proportions, eclipsed only by the huge 
amount sought last year. In a range of ways the Treasurer might have been a good bus driver, he can tell good 
jokes and he can entertain people, but it looks like this bus is headed over the cliff because the Treasurer has no 
control of expenditure! 

I will make a few comments in the limited time on how this Treasurer has stuffed up the health budget and on 
the consequences of the reduction in the delivery of quality services. At the end of the 2008–09 budget—roughly 
June 2009—the health budget had a $70 million hole. The Minister for Health and officers of the Department of 
Health went to the Treasurer and said, “How are we going to handle this?” In the end, the Treasurer did nothing. 
Therefore, they, with the nod from the Minister for Health, had to find a way of pushing the cash around because 
the health budget had a hole of $70 million coming up on 30 June. They were able to negotiate with some 
suppliers to defer payment and they were able to use some cash they had on hand. But that was not enough; they 
still could not cover the $70 million. They therefore took $25 million from the restricted cash holding, which 
was a clear breach of their legislative requirements. In fact they were breaking the law. The minister signed off 
on that because this Treasurer would not deal with the problem. The Treasurer says that he is someone who 
actually rolls up his sleeves and gets on with “stuff”. But when he had a real problem in the health budget with a 
$70 million hole, he sat pat and did not help solve the problem. That problem has not gone away. The minister 
and the officers of the health department broke the law. However, the $70 million hole was filled by bringing 
money forward from the current 2009–10 budget, so that the current budget started with a deficit of $70 million. 

That $70 million is about 1.5 per cent of the actual health budget. Therefore, when the Treasurer brought down 
the 2009–10 budget, he allowed for a nominal increase in expenditure on health of only 3.1 per cent. But if he 
had to take out 1.5 per cent to repay the deficit he had in the previous year, he actually allowed for a less than 
two per cent increase in expenditure. That is simply not possible. That is the mismanagement and the dishonesty 
of this Treasurer. He said in this house this year that last year the increase in health expenditure was more than 
12 per cent. He also said it was the year before, but he was wrong there; it was not, it was about eight per cent.  
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The Treasurer therefore knew that he had expenditure for the past 10 years or so running at somewhere between 
seven and 12 per cent, sometimes slightly more; yet he only put in this budget a less than two per cent increase. 
That is total mismanagement; it is trying to fool people; it is trying to bully people to get an outcome which he 
simply cannot deliver. It is no good being quick with the jokes and it is no good, as he did in question time 
today, making assertions in a joke to put pressure on public servants; he must actually deal with the issue. How 
can the Treasurer suggest a 3.1 per cent increase, which in fact is less than two per cent, when Treasury’s own 
figures for the health inflation rate for Perth in March 2009—when the budget was being put together—was 
5.2 per cent? It sets up a totally dishonest set of books. 

The Treasurer then talked about how he intended to reduce staff. He is on the record in February in this place 
talking about that. Clearly under the last Labor government the health budget increased by more than 100 per 
cent, because we put on hundreds of extra nurses, doctors and other medical staff to deliver a better service. This 
government is about cutting back. It is about trying to make sure it squeezes down on health services so that it 
can spend money on plastic cows and all sorts of other higher priorities that it has. In November 2009 the 
Treasurer actually talked about that. Again, there is a quote on 24 November when he again used the “bully boy, 
let’s be funny” approach to a very serious issue: the budget for health to provide services to people of Western 
Australia. The Treasurer talked about the health department when he said — 

… they developed a culture of saying, “We’re at the end of the financial year and we’ve overspent; 
we’ll put our hands out.” This government is not going to allow that. When those people put out their 
hands to Peter Flett this time, they will get a slap across the wrist. And will it hurt? Yes, it will. Are the 
Minister for Health, Dr Flett, Tim Marney and I committed to delivering on that? Absolutely.  

His bullying approach is: “We are going to slap them and it is going to hurt!” The Treasurer is not worried about 
the patients in our hospitals; he is not making sure that we have the funding to deliver those services; he is about 
the bullyboy tactics of playing jokes on people and saying how he is going to hurt people. That is the approach 
this Treasurer has taken rather than dealing with the issue. We saw Dr Flett, the former Director General of 
Health, come before a parliamentary committee and seek to play the hand that he had been dealt by this 
Treasurer whereby he had to get rid of thousands of staff or run a deficit of over $200 million in the current year. 
Dr Flett was simply trying to honestly answer questions put to him by committee members when there is an 
expectation—which I am sure Dr Flett had, as did the committee—that he knows what he is talking about and he 
will answer truthfully. And when he does that, this Treasurer berates him, saying, “I won’t have that! I cannot 
have a director general speaking the truth!” Not when he has a set of books that will not stand up because they 
are full of holes! The books allowed for a 3.1 per cent increase, when costs were increasing at 12 per cent 
annually. We have a totally false set of books and this Treasurer tries to tell public servants to go out and 
continue the lie that he has made. He does not want them to tell the truth and explain things and show their 
competence, or they will show up the incompetence of the Treasurer. That is the situation the Treasurer is trying 
to impose on public servants in Western Australia. 

The situation now, through the attempt by Dr Flett, as the director general, to get that deficit down under 
$200 million—because that is what he was dealing with—is that the Treasurer’s advance now reflects a deficit of 
$273 million. Where is the win in that? The Treasurer has got rid of a good, competent and experienced Director 
General of Health and he has had to find someone to fill the slot at a time when this state has huge challenges in 
health. He has made the problems of health even worse by his lack of honesty in putting in the budget figures 
that can be delivered on and by the way he has bullied and belittled people to try to drive home his position—a 
position that cannot be maintained. Fortunately we have very many good public servants. We have public 
servants who are competent and honest. We have public servants in health who want to bring real improvement 
in health outcomes, but we have a Treasurer who knows nothing about that, who is not interested in an honest 
and open set of books, who is clearly not competent and who cannot cover all the areas in his portfolio and who 
has no commitment to improving the health outcomes for the people of Western Australia.  

In terms of the motion before us, it is up to the Premier to do something about insisting on higher standards from 
his minister who holds the Treasury bench, otherwise we will have a situation in which this Busselton bus driver, 
who is good at cracking jokes and can sniff a seat or two to get a laugh, will be driving the bus of this state 
budget off the cliff. That is something that members on this side of the house will not countenance. We will 
bring him to account now and every day to drive home his incompetence in managing the Treasury in this state.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [3.28 pm]: I want to contribute to this debate and add to the statements that 
have just been made by the member for Balcatta about the bullying and incompetent way in which this minister 
and Treasurer has performed in his portfolios. I will give some examples in the area of employee relations, for 
which the Treasurer is responsible, and members need only look at the school cleaners and gardeners enterprise 
bargaining agreement. The Treasurer is responsible for all industrial relations issues in the government—that is 
taken from the Treasurer’s own words. In particular, with wages, the Treasurer is responsible for resolving 
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disputes where they occur between departments and their employees. What did he do in the school cleaners and 
gardeners EBA? He did nothing. He did not intervene. Do we have any history of ministers intervening to try to 
resolve disputes? Of course we do. The Premier intervened in the teachers’ dispute, and resolved it with the 
education minister. He also did that when he was the education minister back in the 1990s. What did we get from 
the minister who is responsible for intervening and resolving employee relations problems? We saw him 
laughing in this house at a poor school gardener in Busselton who was stood down for refusing to rake a sandpit. 
The minister responsible for employee relations, who is supposed to resolve these disputes, thought it was funny 
that a school cleaner was stood down for refusing to rake a sandpit at a primary school in the minister’s 
electorate. What went on between the school principal—who is a mate of the minister’s and a Liberal Party 
member—and the minister resulted in the cleaner getting stood down. I cannot believe that the minister thought 
that that was acceptable. That was the minister’s contribution to try to resolve a major dispute in this state.  

We can add that to the minister’s answer on occupational safety and health today. He was joking about it. I 
brought forward a serious issue, which the minister committed to at a ministerial council. It is the subject of a 
Premier’s circular that the minister should be aware of that went to all departments to ensure that managers are 
trained in areas of occupational safety and health and injury management. The minister is responsible for two 
critical departments, one of which WorkCover falls under. If any agency should know about occupational safety 
and health, WorkCover should. How many of its managers are trained in that area? Only 18 per cent are trained. 
The Department of Housing sends its managers to various building sites and they are put in dangerous situations. 
Those managers are legally responsible for the safety of their staff. Of all the people who should be trained in 
occupational safety and health and injury management, they did not even know how many of their managers 
have been trained. They could not even answer the question. That is the minister’s own department. When it was 
raised with him, he started joking about it and referred to the Varanus Island gas explosion. I do not know what 
that has to do with the very serious issue before the minister. The minister should be condemned by his own 
words in this house, his attitude and his responses to the issues that are placed before him. He should be 
condemned for his incompetence, for his failure to manage and for taking a bullying and cynical approach to the 
very serious issues that are placed before him.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [3.32 pm]: I will make a couple of comments in response, 
specifically on issues raised by members opposite. I will deal firstly with the incorrect document that I provided 
to members in the house, I think, last Thursday. In doing so, I should point out that the bill that we brought 
before the house was accurate. The Treasurer’s total advance was $1.15 billion. The amount asked for was 
accurate. There was an error in the document that I provided to members. It turns out that it was a cut-and-paste 
error. On discovery of that error, which was pointed out very kindly by the member for Rockingham, Treasury 
pretty quickly determined the cause. I was at the Cowaramup Primary School at the time. I had to step out of a 
meeting with the kids to take the call. A corrected document was placed on the website that day, along with a 
statement from Treasury. I will have copies of that corrected document here. I read the version of the document 
that was provided to me the night before.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You tabled something that you hadn’t read?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I read the version of the document that had been provided to me the night before. The 
health recurrent component was absent from the document that I provided to members the next day. It should not 
have happened. 

Mr M. McGowan: Who are you going to blame? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have had discussions on the matter with Treasury officials and my ministerial staff. The 
important fact is that the corrected document is here and we will subject ourselves to full and proper 
parliamentary scrutiny in and around the Treasurer’s advance, and I would expect nothing less. 

Mr M. McGowan: Do not gag the debate then. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Do not put ideas into my head! 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Treasurer, can I just get this clear: are you saying that when you read the document it had the 
$210 million in it? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I said that I was provided with a document—as the Leader of the Opposition would have 
been when he was Treasurer—that has a little more explanatory information. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So you did not actually read the documents that you tabled? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I read the document that I was given to read. Anyway, we will move on. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Who changed the document? 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 16 March 2010] 

 p678g-691a 
Acting Speaker; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Troy Buswell; Mr Bill Johnston; 

Mr Eric Ripper; Dr Mike Nahan 

 [6] 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I did not change the document. I just want to work down through the specific issues. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The $210 million was there, but in information given to us it was not. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: As I said, it was a cut-and-paste. Obviously there was more cut than paste. I can say 
without any reservation that the agency staff are fully aware of my thoughts on the matter.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Are you blaming them? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have just said that I can say without any hesitation that the agency staff are fully aware 
of my thoughts on the matter.  

I will work down through some of the specific issues that were raised. I will start with some of the simpler ones. 
The member for Rockingham raised the issue of advertising, which we will no doubt deal with when the 
Treasurer’s advance comes on for debate. He claims that the $2.5 million in the Department of Transport is for 
money spent on extra advertising. It actually reads “Advertising reinstatement of appropriation”. I feel that I 
should probably let him know what that was for now, ahead of the debate, and he can ask the question again. 
Last year when the budget was set, there was anticipation that the Department of Transport would use that bit of 
innovation to generate some revenue streams. That innovation was around selling advertising opportunities, I 
assume to the private sector. Those advertising opportunities may have been, for example, additional billboards 
on rail or road reserves or enabling people to utilise the envelopes that the department mails with promotional 
activities or cross-promotional activities. It was estimated it would generate around $2.5 million in revenue. That 
did not happen, and so that appropriation was reinstated; it was not actually an additional spend on advertising. 
What I can advise the house is this: we used to make a lot of the former government’s performance in and 
around advertising, which was woeful. We came into government promising to trim the advertising spend, and 
we are. I might just inform the house of where we are at in that battle on the advertising spend. The general 
government advertising spend under the government common-use arrangement for government departments in 
2007–08, as I have been advised, was $36.6 million. Last year, in 2008–09, that figure reduced to 
$28.1 million—a reduction of $8.5 million. We had set a target to reduce it by $3.2 million across the half year, 
so that target was exceeded by some $5.3 million. This year, the advertising spend is projected to be, as I have 
been advised, $17.2 million. That is only a saving of the previous government’s peak advertising spend of 
$19.4 million. That is $19.4 million that was used — 

Mr M. McGowan: I cannot argue because I have not got the information, but the previous information you 
provided was inaccurate, so how can we know? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am going on the information that has been provided to me by government officials. 

Tabling of Paper 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Could I ask that the Treasurer table the document. He has just said that it was a 
document provided to him. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I said it was information. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is the performance in relation to advertising. The $2.5 million that the member for 
Rockingham tried to peddle to the media yesterday was not an increased advertising spend. I am sorry to have to 
burst his bubble. It was simply the re-establishment of the appropriation — 

Mr M. McGowan: You did not have the courage to face them. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will give the member a tip: if the media want to find me, they all know where I live. 
They have a wonderful habit of waiting in the bushes. That is why I have to get up half an hour earlier to get the 
morning makeup on, out near the member for Cockburn in Swanbourne, in case Geof Parry leaps out of the 
bushes! It is a bit scary but I am getting through it. That is the answer to the issue of advertising.  

Let us now talk about a couple of other things. The member for Rockingham is right; a record number of people 
are on the social housing waiting list in Western Australia. The unfortunate reality is that I expect the list to keep 
growing. Is this a problem that happened this month? No. Is it a problem that happened last year? No. It is a 
long-term problem around the failure to deliver adequate housing stock more broadly in Western Australia and 
around the failure to generate enough social housing in Western Australia. Whether that social housing is 
generated by the private or the community sector I do not think is important.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Do you applaud the Rudd government for its commitment to social housing?  
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have publicly defended, applauded and supported the Rudd government’s stimulation 
spending on social housing and on building the education revolution, not always to the acclaim of my colleagues 
in Canberra. As a government we will acknowledge the good performance of the federal government when it is 
appropriate, and we have done that. Similarly, when the federal government has done things that have not been 
good for Western Australia—for example, the botched home insulation scheme—we will speak out. I think that 
is what members opposite expect of us in putting Western Australians first.  

There has been a massive effort to improve the provision of housing in Western Australia. It is an effort that has 
involved a lot of reforms around the way we build social housing, using the community and the private sector. It 
has involved a range of reforms around the way we use our existing housing stock; for example, the high-value 
housing policy, by which we are trying to encourage people into more appropriate housing. We are also dealing 
more effectively with ineligible tenants and making sure that people on the waiting list get every —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Is that why you are responding to my letters about an inappropriate tenant so vigorously? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: How do you mean? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You are not responding. You are saying you are taking action and when a local member 
writes —  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I get a lot of letters about inappropriate housing tenants. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I cannot get a response. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Maylands raised it with me the other week. Behavioural 
inappropriateness is another issue we are dealing with. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: There have been 30 attendances by police in a month, and I still can’t get a response from you.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will deal with a couple of specific issues to give an indication of the extent of our efforts 
to improve social housing because a lot was made about social housing. To put this into context, I will provide a 
historic perspective on social housing in Western Australia. At 30 June 2001, there were 37 307 social housing 
dwellings in Western Australia. At 30 June 2008, seven years later, there were 39 130. That is an increase over 
seven years of 1 823 dwellings. That is an average annualised increase of 260 dwellings a year.  

Mr M. McGowan: We sold homes for people to live in their own homes.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: How many houses are we building under a couple of different programs? 

Mr M. McGowan: Do you not support home ownership?   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I most definitely do.  

In combination with the commonwealth under the federal stimulus program, we are building 2 000 homes; under 
the state stimulus program, 780; and, under our normal program for construction this year, 670. How many of 
those have commenced? Only 1 532 have commenced. I have not done the maths, but I suspect that is about 
seven times as many houses commenced as the former government built every year over seven years. I do not 
think that is a bad outcome. That will flow through into increased stock to meet the demand on the waiting list 
and to encourage, ignite and, I hope, excite the community housing sector. Other fundamental reforms have been 
in how we procure housing and in our willingness to engage with the community housing sector. I acknowledge 
that the former government started doing some work there, but there is a lot more work to be done. There has 
also been reform in the establishment of a state affordable housing strategy. We are also providing support 
through Keystart and our commitments to funding the first home owner grant. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Is housing affordability improving or getting worse?   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Housing affordability is a big issue.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Is it improving or getting worse? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The median house price in Perth has turned around and is beginning to track up again. I 
tell members what will not happen, though —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: What is happening to affordability? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Affordability is ultimately, in the short term, a response to house price movement. I doubt 
we will get to the point we were at in December 2006—when we were in opposition—when Western Australia 
ran out of land and the median house price in Perth had gone up from $260 000 to $460 000. 

Mr M. McGowan: Absolute rubbish! 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is what happened! In December 2004 the median house price in Perth was $260 000; 
in December 2006 the median house price in Perth was $460 000. The median house price went up by 
82 per cent. Why did it go up? It was because the former government ran out of land!  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Not enough houses are being built. There will be skyrocketing house prices and deteriorating 
housing affordability; you know that! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I was just giving a historic perspective on, firstly, the former government’s failure to 
deliver social housing stock; and, secondly, its failure to protect Western Australians from an 82 per cent 
increase in house prices from the December quarter 2004 to the December quarter 2006.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: And it is getting worse, isn’t it? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is exactly what happened. 

I know others are ready to jump to my defence, so I might keep going actually; I might run the clock down! 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I think you’d better take your 30 minutes! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I informed the Premier this morning that I may have to cross the floor on this bill—that 
is, they will be over there and I will be over here—but I am sure we will work through that! 

I wish to talk about Keystart. The total Keystart book is heading up now towards $4.1 billion. There has been a 
massive spike in the number of people seeking support from Keystart to buy properties—all supported by this 
government. I will give members a statistic: Keystart in 2008-09 approved 5 602 loans at a value of 
$1.49 billion. In the first seven months of this year, Keystart has already approved 4 752 loans at a value of 
$1.5 billion. We are very active, through Keystart and the first home owner grant, in supporting private, mainly 
young, first home buyers in Western Australia accessing housing. Yes, the social housing waiting list has 
increased. Will it continue to increase? Unfortunately, I suspect it will. We are working hard to adopt innovative 
approaches to get more social housing stock, to deliver more affordable housing, and to help more young 
Western Australians into homeownership. I think the proof stands for itself. The Department of Housing is 
undergoing fundamental and significant reform, and if former Ministers for Housing went there now, I doubt 
they would recognise the place. I acknowledge the role of the director general, Grahame Searle, in driving that 
change in that department. He has been a great supporter of me and this government as we try to drive that 
change through.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who appointed him? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The former government appointed him as an acting chief executive officer; there were 
quite a lot of those!  

Mr E.S. Ripper: We did. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We tidied him up, and he is now the permanent CEO, thankfully, which is quite a more 
comfortable position. 

A couple of other issues were raised. The member for Balcatta talked a lot about the Department of Health. I talk 
a lot about the Department of Health, as I have a very strong interest in the Department of Health. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Usually when you talk, they resign! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I like to think that sometimes when I talk, they listen, because the health department 
consumes a big portion of this state’s budget. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: They get offended and they resign! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It consumes approximately $5 billion. I am interested in what the member for Balcatta 
says, because he is similar to a lot of members opposite who come in and complain about the Treasurer’s 
advance and the fact that it is so big, and then spend their entire contribution to the second reading debate telling 
us where we should be spending more money. The expression is “You’re all flag and no pole”, or it might be, 
“You’re all pole and no flag”; I do not know which one it is — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, the member did not; he is okay! But a large number of his colleagues stood and said 
the Treasurer’s advance is too high, it is a world record, it is atrocious, it is outrageous, it is $1.15 billion. They 
said that the government is spending far too much money and then listed everything the government had not 
done in their electorates that would require us to spend more money!  
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Mr E.S. Ripper: That is the conundrum, isn’t it? There is record spending growth and cuts to front-line services; 
that is what you are delivering. How can you do both of those?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Not one person came into this place and offered a solution to reduce the size of the 
Treasurer’s advance. Nobody! Nobody! 

Several members interjected.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Except the member for Warnbro; and he offered up his own haircut as well!  

In relation to health, member for Balcatta, the advice I have been given is this: the Department of Health’s 
expense growth for 2006–07 was 9.7 per cent; for 2007–08 it was 12.6 per cent; and for 2008–09 it was 
12.3 per cent. That is too high; double-digit expense growth like that is too high. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You’ve got 13 per cent across your entire budget! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Hang on! I have not finished yet. 

It is too high and if we do not do anything, within six or seven years we will have to effectively find another 
$5 billion to fund the health system in Western Australia. If we looked at it in a simple way — 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I accept that the government has real pressure—all governments do. The point I was trying to 
make is that the government simply is not handling it in a way that is productive. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Okay, let us go on. 

The point I am trying to make is that if we did not do anything about it, effectively one could argue we would 
have to double the total state tax take in the next five years just to fund health. That is not acceptable—it is 
completely unacceptable! 

I will quickly inform the house that I think the Minister for Health is doing a great job in trying to turn around 
that expense growth in health. We try to have a monthly get-together — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Why don’t you keep praising him for financial control because there’s a few people I’d like to 
send that to! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Just hang on! After the first seven months, health spending was 6.4 per cent above last 
year’s actual outcome, and I think that is a good outcome. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: But you budgeted 3.1 per cent! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Health spending this year is currently, after seven months, running at 6.4 per cent above 
what it was running at last year. 

I think coming down from 12 per cent, and 12 per cent to six per cent, is actually a reasonably good outcome. 
We still have more work to do but it is a reasonably good outcome and we have some broad strategies to deal 
with that. I do not see that as a failure of the government; I think it is an excellent outcome of the government. 
We have been able to maintain excellent delivery of health services in Western Australia. We introduced a range 
of new initiatives to provide better health outcomes for the people of Western Australia and we did it in a way in 
which expense growth is trending down significantly. That will still be under pressure for the last five months of 
the financial year, but — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Expense is trending up but growth is down! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Expense growth has trended down significantly. The Leader of the Opposition knows that 
when we have activity growth and the health cost inflator running at whatever they run at, 6.4 per cent is not a 
bad outcome. Is there room for improvement? Yes. Is it still under pressure moving forward? Absolutely. 
Therefore, I am pretty happy with the job the Minister for Health is doing with health expenses and I know he is 
pretty happy with the job that he is doing, as well. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Is he happy with the job you’re doing? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No-one is happy with my job on this side of the chamber, as the Leader of the Opposition 
would recall from his time as Treasurer.  

I will just quickly move on to overall expense growth. Underlying expense growth as of the six months ended 
December is 7.4 per cent. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: If you take off all the figures that are too high! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: If we take off the very generous flow-through of a lot of that commonwealth stimulus 
money, Treasury advised me that underlying expense growth is 7.4 per cent. Is that good enough? No. Is there 
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more work to do? Yes. But is it a step in the right direction? Absolutely. I think the former Treasurer would have 
been happy to see the rate of growth expenses trend down, and 7.4 per cent is a good outcome. The underlying 
salary growth rate is 8.6 per cent. Again, is that low enough? No, but it is the heading down again towards the 
long-run average of 8.2 per cent. Therefore, we are slowly beginning to turn around the recurrent spending 
nightmare that the previous government left us with when it left office. 

I just want to touch on a couple of other things. The member for Rockingham talked about the Gorgon project. It 
is the case that not all the significant components of the Gorgon project are coming to Western Australia, which 
was pointed out in an excellent report last week. Is that disappointing to the government and to everyone in 
Western Australia? Absolutely. But does the process the government have in place secure some victories for 
Western Australian companies? Of course it does. I will refer to a letter I received. I mentioned last week in the 
house that I had been to Howard Porter. Howard Porter won a contract, it is small in the context of Gorgon, it 
was a — 

Mr F.M. Logan: It is tiny in comparison with Gorgon! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Of course it is, but for Howard Porter and for all those people working there it was not a 
tiny project. When I went there in the member for Cockburn’s electorate, it was fantastic. The employees with 
whom I had a couple of beers reckoned it was fantastic. Howard Porter wrote asking me to come down to 
celebrate the last trailer leaving. Howard Porter acknowledged in that letter the services of the state 
government’s industry capability network. That network is something the previous government set up that we 
have been happy to support. Of course, there will always be disappointment that not all those major projects 
come here, but we are working hard to secure outcomes for Western Australia from Gorgon. The member for 
Cockburn should go down to his favourite spot at the Australian Marine Complex, where we have invested in 
that roll-on roll-off facility at which the last two kilometres of the wharf at Gorgon is being prefabricated by a 
Leighton’s consortium. Work is being done to secure Gorgon outcomes. The member for Cockburn was ranting 
on about wages and the fact that it is my job in government to deliver wages policy; it is my job, and it is not the 
most pleasant job in government, but it is an important job. The former government had a wages policy; I think it 
went something like this: our policy is to neither lead nor lag. Is that right, Leader of the Opposition?  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Public sector wages should rise roughly in accord with private sector wages. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Neither lead nor lag—what the heck does that mean? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Exactly what I just said! You didn’t listen. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No wonder the Leader of the Opposition could not close out any public sector deals. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Public sector workers should get the same sort of improvements in benefits as private sector 
workers. They should not leap ahead, but they should not fall behind. It’s quite simple. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We have a very good, clear policy: wages will go up in accordance with the consumer 
price index. There is the capacity to negotiate better outcomes on productivity up to the wages price index. My 
view is that, because state finances are still very tight, that is a very sensible public policy position for the 
government of the day to take. It is not dissimilar to the public policy position taken by other jurisdictions 
around Australia. Is it difficult to have to negotiate with public sector workers the transition to a lower wage 
environment? Of course it is. Much was made about the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union 
representing cleaners and other low-paid workers in schools. Am I aware of the challenges those people face? Of 
course I am. My mother was a school aide at Busselton Senior High School for so long that I have forgotten how 
long she was there. She was a single mum when she brought me up. To suggest that I do not understand the 
challenges that this group of people face is quite disgusting. The opposition sits there and pontificates that people 
on this side of the house do not understand the challenges faced by ordinary people in Western Australia. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: If you did understand, you wouldn’t restrict it to 2.5 per cent. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The opposition perpetuates this myth that we are all born with silver spoons in our 
mouths and sleep in silk sheets. The Minister for Police might have been, but it is just not the case! This is a 
serious matter! To say that we are doing this only because we want to suppress these people’s wages is nonsense. 
We are doing it because we have a responsibility to be fair to our employees and to manage the state’s finances, 
and we will. In respect of the dispute with the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union, we have followed 
the proper process. We have negotiated and bargained in good faith at all times. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You haven’t varied an inch from your initial offer! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We negotiated and bargained in good faith and we could not come to an agreement. In 
WA, the rules are that if the parties do not come to an agreement, they go to the umpire. That case is now before 
the umpire, Harry Dixon, SC. 
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Mr E.S. Ripper: He’ll earn more in six days of argument than a cleaner will in a year. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Does the Leader of the Opposition know Harry Dixon, SC? The Leader of the Opposition 
employed him during the previous government. The opposition has a go at us for employing Harry Dixon, SC; I 
think the member for Midland referred to him as the hired gun from the east. The previous government 
employed him in 2006 — 

Mr P. Papalia: Are you going back to the dirt sheet? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: These are just facts. I asked who Harry Dixon was and what his track record was; the 
previous government employed him in 2006 to assist in the preparation of the police arbitration case. Harry 
Dixon is well known to members opposite. That is why we have Harry Dixon. It is because the opposition 
proved him up for us, and I thank it for that. The member for Midland had a go at us for that! We have moved 
through a proper process. As one would expect, the industrial umpire is going to make that decision. 

I will close with one last set of observations on unemployment. Ultimately, I reflect on last year’s budget, which 
we handed down in May. One of the key issues that was identified at the time was the issue of keeping Western 
Australians in jobs. We made a fundamental commitment at the time of the budget to spend money on programs 
and to borrow money to support infrastructure programs to keep Western Australians in jobs. We made no secret 
of that; we were very proud of that fact. I am constantly buoyed—not by the level of unemployment, which at 
five per cent is too high—by Western Australia’s performance in recent months.  

I will give members a set of statistics that came out last week. That is the February job figures. Those job figures 
showed that Western Australia’s unemployment rate was flat, at five per cent. The national unemployment rate 
was 5.3 per cent. The unemployment rate in New South Wales was 5.4 per cent, in Queensland was 5.7 per cent, 
and in Victoria was 5.3 per cent. That is an important set of statistics. Between July last year and the end of 
February this year, 32 200 additional full-time jobs were created in Western Australia. Across Australia in the 
same period, 74 000 full-time jobs were created. So, Western Australia generated 43.5 per cent of the full-time 
jobs generated in the entire nation. That is an amazing statistic. That indicates not only the strength of the 
Western Australian economy, but also the commitment of this state government, in last year’s budget, to protect 
jobs. 

I am happy to stand on this government’s record and on my record as Treasurer. Are there occasionally things 
we wish we could have done better? Of course. We will have a full opportunity to debate the Treasurer’s 
advance later today, and I expect that will be done by dinner time.   

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [4.00 pm]: The Treasurer’s defence has been to say 
that the federal government is doing well on the housing program, the Minister for Health is doing well in the 
Department of Health, and the Western Australian economy is going well. The Treasurer has not dealt 
adequately with the assertions that we have made about the various matters of detail and about how he just has 
not been across the detail. I will deal first with the training of people in his agencies in occupational safety and 
health matters. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Managers in my agencies.    

Mr E.S. RIPPER: The training of people in his agencies in occupational safety and health matters. The 
Treasurer signed off on an answer to this issue that revealed that his own agencies have not kept pace with the 
requirements of a Premier’s circular. If that had happened to me as a minister, the first thing I would have done 
is say, “Well, the opposition is interested in this issue.” One would have thought that, for the sake of political 
protection, quite apart from the substance of the issue, the Treasurer would have signed immediately a memo to 
his directors general telling them to get on with it. The Treasurer was alerted by an opposition question to the 
failure of his own agencies, but he took no action. I regard that as very surprising from any minister. But let us 
remember that the Treasurer is the minister responsible for occupational safety and health. If the minister 
responsible for occupational safety and health is alerted to the fact that his own agencies are not doing well, but 
he does nothing, how irresponsible is that? What does that say about the minister’s control of the detail in his 
portfolio?   

I turn now to the false and inaccurate information that the Treasurer has provided to this Parliament in support of 
his request for a huge increase in the Treasurer’s advance. I listened closely to the comments of the Treasurer. 
What I heard was a Treasurer who would not take ministerial responsibility for the mistake that had occurred. 
What I heard also was a Treasurer who admitted to this house that he had tabled a document in this place that he 
had not even read. The Treasurer said, “Oh, well, it is just a cut and paste error”. Implicitly, he blamed his staff 
and he blamed the public servants. What a cowardly way of dealing with this issue. The Treasurer refused to take 
responsibility. He blamed his staff and he blamed the public servants. That is not acceptable in this place. It is 
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certainly not acceptable for the Treasurer to tell this place that he had not even read a document that he tabled for 
the information of the house. 

Another very interesting thing that came out in this debate is that the Treasurer has another document that 
contains even more information. I call on the Treasurer to table the real document—the full document—with all 
of the information about the Treasurer’s advance. The document that the Treasurer tabled was wrong. The 
Treasurer has admitted that he has another document that contains even more information in it. Give that 
information to the house. Let everyone see it. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I did not produce an inaccurate document for the information of this house. I did not mislead 
this house with an inaccurate document.  

Let me now turn to the asbestos issue. The Minister for Housing and Works has either acquiesced in or directed 
the killing off of the important central Asbestos Steering Committee. That committee was set up for a good 
reason. It was set up because, as revealed by the Auditor General, agencies were not properly managing the 
deadly asbestos in government buildings. It was not right to leave the management of asbestos to individual 
agencies because they did not give it a high enough priority. The Auditor General sampled eight agencies, almost 
all of which were not complying with the asbestos requirements. It was absolutely necessary to establish the 
central Asbestos Steering Committee to make sure that the government came up to speed. What has happened to 
that committee? It met in late 2008 and then nearly a year went by before it met again. When the members of the 
committee turned up, they were presented with a draft report stating that the committee was no longer necessary. 
The unions protested about that, as would be expected. When the unions asked about whether the government 
agencies had complied with the asbestos requirements, they were told that nearly 50 government agencies had 
not complied with the requirements of the Asbestos Steering Committee. No-one on the committee was told 
which of the government agencies had not complied at that stage. Even today we do not know whether 50 
agencies have not complied with the Asbestos Steering Committee’s requirements or the names of those 
agencies that have not complied, but the committee has been killed off. The Treasurer is naive about the 
operations of government if he believes that it is good enough to leave the management of deadly asbestos to a 
set of individual agencies right across government. It will not happen and no-one will know about it because the 
information will neither be collated nor collected. Workers will stumble into deadly asbestos as they conduct 
renovations and refurbishments. They will not know that the asbestos is there because the government agency 
will not have complied with the stringent requirements for the management of deadly asbestos. The only way to 
control this issue is to have a central body overseeing it and to have a central minister who is responsible. The 
minister has taken his eye off the ball. It would appear that he is completely unaware of the details of asbestos 
management. Perhaps he made some offhanded, irresponsible larrikin comment to a senior official that indicated 
to the official that the minister did not care too much about asbestos and so the official killed off the asbestos 
committee, or perhaps the minister directed Treasury to kill off the asbestos committee. The committee members 
turned up to a meeting and were given a draft report that said their services were no longer required. They have 
protested about that but their protests have not been heard. According to the minister, there is a final report, but 
he will not admit having seen it and we will not be given access to it. The minister should commit to tabling that 
report. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: He has a firewall around the asbestos report. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I thank the member for Girrawheen. That was one of the best interjections of the day. A very 
interesting aspect of this debate is the complete failure of the government to respond to the section of the motion 
that calls upon the Premier to insist on higher standards from his minister. Everyone in the community knows 
that this minister needs to demonstrate higher standards in many aspects of his life, but in particular he needs to 
demonstrate, as we have shown, higher standards in the management of his portfolio. I would have thought that 
the Premier would have stood up and linked himself to the defence of the minister when the opposition moved 
this motion. We have debated this motion, yet we have not heard a single word from the Premier—not even by 
interjection—in defence of his Treasurer. What does that say? It is telling. The Premier does not want to appear 
on television linked with the minister, who has given inaccurate information to the house, is failing to control 
asbestos and does not know what is going on with occupational safety and health in his portfolio. The Treasurer 
is presiding over a budget that is in absolute disarray.  

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [4.09 pm]: Madam Acting Speaker — 

Point of Order 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: Madam Acting Speaker, you gave the call to the member for Riverton. I am wondering if 
that was his speech that he just gave because the Premier then ordered him to sit down. I am seeking a ruling as 
to whether or not the member for Riverton gets to speak.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Everyone is so keen to talk.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): If the member resumes his seat, I give the call to the next 
person who seeks it. Member for Riverton. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Madam Acting Speaker — 

Mr F.M. Logan: That is the best speech he has made since he has been in here! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The purpose of this debate is for the opposition to take on the heavy lifter in this 
government. If we look at the issues —  

Several members interjected. 

Mr P. Papalia: I would not want to lift him!  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Treasury, during the greatest crisis this nation has had in 50 years in terms of budgetary 
management —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So it is unpatriotic to attack the Treasurer! It is a matter of national security!  

Mr P. Papalia: It is un-Australian!  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! I gave the call to the member for Riverton.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Commerce—when our economy in the private sector, which commerce largely deals with, 
was in freefall, we had to adapt to the upcoming resources boom. On top of that, when the Liberal–National 
government came in, housing was in complete disarray.  

Mr F.M. Logan: Don’t be ridiculous!  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: We had the highest cost of housing in the nation and we had a huge and growing shortage of 
social housing. What has been done? The opposition wants the Treasurer to focus on what the bureaucrats are 
doing in managing occupational health and safety.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: He is the minister for occupational health and safety!  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The opposition wants the Treasurer to interfere in the processes —  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I cannot hear the member for Riverton and neither can Hansard record 
what he is saying. The member for Riverton has the call. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The opposition wants the Treasurer to interfere in the management of the department. It 
wants the Treasurer to become — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. I specifically requested 
members to be quiet.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: What did I do?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Would you like to argue with the Chair, member for Cannington? I call you to order 
for the first time. The member for Riverton has the call.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The opposition wants the Treasurer to interfere in the management of the department 
because it does not want him to focus on the major issues, which he has been doing. Let me go through some of 
the issues. Land tax reform—they do not want it. Implementation of the three per cent efficiency dividend—
when we are going through a crisis —  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, member for Warnbro and member for Joondalup, I have 
given the call to the member for Riverton. I call each of you for the first time.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: They do not like to hear about the performance. The Treasurer has systematically gone 
through and implemented major reforms, which the former government had seven years to do and failed to even 
think about. The previous government failed to even think about any of these things and now, in opposition, is 
complaining about it. The Treasurer has been an outstanding performer. The opposition’s criticism of him 
basically is because he is performing. His performance is making the opposition look like a bunch of no-hopers.  
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I cannot hear the member for Riverton. I remind members that a number 
of you have been called a number of times already. I would like to hear the member for Riverton.   

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I only have a minute left. Just one area where it shows the difference —  

Several members interjected.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (25) 

Ms L.L. Baker Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr A.J. Waddell 
Ms A.S. Carles Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens  
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  

Noes (29) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A. Krsticevic Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  
Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Mr C.C. Porter  

            

Pairs 

 Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr F.A. Alban 
 Mr R.H. Cook Mr A.J. Simpson 

Question thus negatived. 
 


