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Division 5: Governor’s Establishment, $9 150 000 — 
Mr T.J. Healy, Chair. 
Mr M. McGowan, Premier. 
Ms R. Hamilton, Acting Official Secretary. 
Mr J. Kingston, Financial Accountant. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 
The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. The Chair will ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and that both questions and 
answers are short and to the point. The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to 
discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated account. Questions must be 
clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current division. Members should give these 
details in preface to their question. If a division or service is the responsibility of more than one minister, a minister 
shall only be examined in relation to their portfolio responsibilities.  
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week. I will ask the Premier at the time to clearly indicate what supplementary 
information he agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. If supplementary information is to 
be provided, I seek the Premier’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the principal clerk by Friday, 
30 October 2020. I caution members that if the Premier asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member 
to lodge that question through the online questions system. 
The Leader of the Opposition has the first question. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I refer to page 94 and the asset investment program. Under “COVID-19 WA Recovery 
Plan” is an amount for roof repair and reinstatement of $2.5 million. I note that over the last two years, $2.3 million 
has been allocated to roof repair and maintenance. I am curious to know why another $2.5 million is needed. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will wait for further advice, but my recollection is that, as the Leader of the Opposition 
will know, Government House and the Government House ballroom are something like 150 years old. They have 
been continually patched up over a long time, so much so that there have been some significant issues. In the first 
budget of this government, or perhaps it was even the second budget, we put in a large amount of resources to redo 
the Government House roof and air conditioning. The advice we got at the time was that the air conditioning was in 
danger of catching fire and that pieces of slate were falling off the roof and could potentially injure—or worse—anyone 
walking around the building. Therefore, it was necessary to replace the Government House roof for safety reasons. 
As part of the WA recovery plan, we elected to do some things relating to the ballroom next door to Government House. 
Repairs to the roofing structure were required. The terracotta tiles were replaced and the roof plumbing was fixed. 
That was a relatively easy project to put in place relatively quickly, and it was also necessary. As the Leader of 
the Opposition will know, the Government House ballroom dates back 120 or 150 years, so it needed that repair 
work done. That is the reason we did that. Those two projects are part of the ongoing repair of buildings, which, 
unfortunately, is the nature of things. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Does the Premier have a figure for the total cost of the roof repair and maintenance program 
once those works are completed? I think last year it was $2.157 million and it is another $2.5 million this year. 
Also, maintenance items last year included $656 000 for the refurbishment of visitor and guest rooms and $220 000 
for the refurbishment of guest rooms. I would be interested to know what the total cost of the refurbishment program 
will be once it is completed. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: From memory, the original allocation towards the roofs — 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It was originally $2.3 million, but it came in at $2.157 million. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The original estimate in 2017–18 to do four stages of upgrades and repairs to what is one of 
the oldest buildings in Western Australia was $5 million, and this is part of that. As I said, we had to do something 
about the air conditioning when we had advice that the building could burn down and we had to do something when 
we got advice that pieces of masonry could fall off the roof and kill people. The government had no choice. Obviously, 
we are following through on the original commitment made back in 2017–18. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I have some further questions. 
The CHAIR: On this? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I have a new question. I refer now to page 91 and the total cost of services, which is in the 
table on the top half of the page. The last heading is “Cash Assets” and the heading above that is “Expenses”. The 
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total cost of services for the 2019–20 actual is $5.992 million, but the estimate for 2020–21 is $6.738 million. Can 
the Premier explain the variance between last year and this year? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The major spending change for the strategic building maintenance plan is $500 000 a year 
for four years. The priority maintenance projects are set out in the Government House conservation plan of 2016, 
which was prepared by a heritage architect. These projects can be traced back to the conservation plans that 
were written in 1999 and remain unfunded into the future. There will be some minor reassessment of the projects 
by structural engineers and architects and they will be addressed in order of priority. They include stabilising the 
first-floor chimney located on the residential promenade deck; repairs to the original north boundary wall; reparation 
of the eroded pointing on brickwork, including the investigation and repair of soft bricks; removal of renders from 
Government House cellar walls to stop water ingress and associated deterioration; repairs to cracking internally in 
Government House, the ballroom and the lodge; remedial action to stop damp within the ballroom; and repairs to 
the original wooden window sashes that are crumbling. It is an old building that was built, as I understand it, partly 
by convicts back when standards were not great. Fixing all this is very difficult but there is not much choice. 
[4.40 pm] 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I refer to spending changes at the bottom of page 91 and the line item “Resources to Support 
the Governor—Contract Extension”. I note in last year’s budget there was an allocation of $340 000 for 2019–20; 
$364 000 for 2020–21; $378 000 for 2021–22; and an estimate of $189 000 for 2022–23. Those figures have 
dropped out of this budget, but we now have a contract extension for 2022–23. Can the Premier explain what those 
two figures relate to? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The expense over those two years is extended to FTEs to support the increasing and varied 
workload associated with the Governor’s strategic priorities. The original assessment was for a three-year term, but 
it has been extended for two years out to 2024. The Governor’s priorities, as contained within the annual report, are 
to promote the state in industry, minerals and energy, agriculture and fisheries; further the understanding and promote 
the wellbeing of Aboriginal populations; advocate for the state as a rich and vibrant arts, cultural, educational and 
tourism destination; promote Western Australia’s health system and medical research; promote education—science, 
technology, engineering, arts maths—and international engagement; promote Western Australia’s achievements 
in technology and development, particularly in the defence and space industries; and work collectively and be 
proactive and innovative to assist in the state’s recovery from the COVID-19 pandemic. 
The member may have noticed that the Governor is very proactive in all these areas every day. I do not think we 
have seen a Governor more engaged in all those advocacy issues for the state in a long time. His energy and activity 
is very, very high. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Can the Premier please provide the job description of those two FTEs? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: A community and engagement officer and a research officer. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Could the Premier update the house on which level they are employed under the public 
sector award? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They are both level 5s. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: In last year’s budget, the budgeted figure for this line item was to be $364 000 for 2020–21 
and $378 000 for 2021–22. Are these the same two FTEs who have taken a pay cut or has this contract extension 
provided an additional two FTEs? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The original allocation was for three FTEs. One is not continuing. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Has that employee received a redundancy payment? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: No. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: On page 95 under the financial statements table, footnote (c) states — 

The full-time equivalents for 2018–19 Actual, 2019–20 Actual and 2020–21 Budget Estimate are 34, 
34 and 34 respectively. 

On page 28 of the same annual report that the Premier has in front of him, it states that there are 32.6 FTE. What 
is the discrepancy? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The establishment had some vacancies at the end of the year. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: As part of those similar arrangements with expenses related to employee benefits that we 
talked about, I note that there have been six resignations and one retirement within the Governor’s establishment. 
What positions did people resign or retire from? I do not need the names, just the job titles. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: A number of people in longstanding roles have left. It is not unusual. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: How many of those positions involved the official secretary? 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: One. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: One official secretary. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The longstanding official secretary left. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Subsequently there have been no resignations of any acting official secretary or the like? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: No. There have been no resignations. One official secretary retired and there have been 
six resignations in total—people have come to the end of their working life or what have you. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I understand that two FTE were seconded to the Governor’s establishment. What are those 
positions? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: One FTE has been seconded to the Governor’s establishment. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The annual report says that it is two. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: One contract worker was seconded for a little while but they have left. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In that case, two were seconded during the annual report period but at this point in time there 
is only one. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Correct. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: What agencies do the secondees usually come from, or have come from, in this instance? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Ordinarily, it is the economic agencies because the Governor is promoting the Western Australian 
economy and activity and the like within the state, but they can change. Over a long time, secondees to 
Government House have come from everywhere—people get experience around the place. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am dealing with just the employee side of this issue. The community engagement officer is 
a level 5 position. Is that the person who typically accompanies the Premier with his party to take photographs and 
provide updates on his engagement across the community? 
[4.50 pm] 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I think the member is referring to the Governor, not me. They have a special role for functions 
and events to ensure they are all run smoothly and that any issues are dealt with, and that a broad array of people 
from across the community are encouraged to attend and participate. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: State fleet policy and procurement initiatives are referred to under “Spending Changes” on 
page 91. The actual spend of $11 000 in the 2019–20 budget did not form part of last year’s budget. I am seeking 
clarification on what this relates to. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is the Australian Accounting Standards Board 16 accounting treatment of leases. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Can the Premier please explain whether the Governor’s establishment leases fleet vehicles 
from the state or why that accounting treatment is used? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, it leases three vehicles from the state. The AASB 16, which came in, I think, before last 
year’s budget, means that all the costs associated with leasing are brought to book rather than having them off budget 
and, therefore, in effect, pretending they are not part of government spend. That has occurred there and all over the 
public sector; therefore, the assessments of debt and all sorts of things have been driven up as a consequence. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Can the Premier please explain, because in previous deliberations in this chamber we heard 
that Treasury decided not to run with that assessment of the treatment of government leases. Was that decision 
because vehicle leases are somehow different from accommodation leases? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Accommodation leases are not treated that way but vehicle leases are. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you for that clarification. I refer to the strategic building maintenance program under 
“Spending Changes” on page 91. Can the Premier please advise what these allocations will be spent on over the 
next four years? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I outlined this before, but if the member wants me to outline it again, I will. It is the stuff 
around the first-floor chimney; repairs to the north boundary wall; reparation of the eroded pointing on brickwork, 
including investigation and repair of the soft bricks; removal of the renders from Government House cellar walls 
to stop water ingress and associated deterioration; repairs to cracking internally in Government House ballroom 
and the Lodge; remedial action to stop damp within the ballroom; and repairs to original wooden window sashes that 
are crumbling. Obviously, a lot of maintenance issues are going on there. I do not know whether the Leader of the 
Opposition was here before, but I said that, basically, it is one of the oldest buildings in Western Australia and 
probably one of the most important, certainly in a heritage sense. Therefore, making sure it has longevity is unavoidable 
for government, and the right thing to do. 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I refer to the income statement on page 95 and “Cost of Services”. Under “Expenses”, there 
is an allocation for “Supplies and services” of $930 000 for 2018–19, and the estimated actual is $763 000 for 
2019–20. Can we have a breakdown of those supplies and services? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is for all the normal things that go into Government House, for ever I imagine, whether it is 
food, equipment, stationery, computer equipment or some maintenance. It is just standard for Government House. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Thank you. Can the Premier explain why the 2018–19 actual amount is $930 000 for 
supplies and services when the actual amount reflected in last year’s budget for this line item was $588 000? That 
is a significant difference. Can the Premier please provide a breakdown for why there was over $300 000 worth of 
variations between April and June? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the Leader of the Opposition asking me about the budget of a couple of years ago or is 
she asking me about this year’s budget? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am asking about this year’s budget, but the opening figure in this year’s budget is 
significantly different from the closing figure in last year’s budget and I am seeking an explanation for why that is 
so. To illustrate that, in this year’s budget the 2018–19 actual figure for supplies and services is $930 000. At the 
time last year’s budget was debated in this place, the estimated actual was $588 000. That is a $342 000 discrepancy. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I do not know whether we are looking at different budgets, because mine says $589 000. 
The CHAIR: Premier, you do not have to answer questions for previous budgets. Leader of the Opposition, maybe 
reword or clarify your question. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: With respect, there is a different figure here for the 2018–19 actual than was reported in 
last year’s budget, which is a $342 000 discrepancy. I am seeking clarification for why last year’s estimated closing 
balance was $588 000 and this year’s is $930 000. 
The CHAIR: Member, to give you some assistance, we are discussing questions as best we can about the existing 
budget papers. You might wish to speculate, Premier, but this might be a question on notice for another comparison. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: A question on notice will not give us a response because no time is left for them. 
The CHAIR: If you would like a question asked about the budget papers before us, I am happy to field that as 
best we can. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I believe the Leader of the Opposition is referring to figures contained in the budget papers 
before us represented in 2018–19, and we are here to vote on the budget papers that are presented before us. 
The CHAIR: If they are before us, but I thought the Leader of the Opposition said they were in a previous budget paper. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They are. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am saying there is a discrepancy between last year’s budget and this year’s budget that is 
not explained by a spending change, so I am seeking clarification for that $342 000 variation. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the Opposition is asking about the difference between the 2018–19 actual 
budget and the 2019–20 budget. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No. 
The CHAIR: Members, just so I can record for Hansard, I will slow things down a bit. If you would like to repeat 
the question, I will go to the Premier in a second. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The 2019–20 budget papers state under “Supplies and services” that the estimated actual 
for 2018–19 was $588 000. This year the supplies and services actual amount has come in at $930 000. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: No. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That suggests that this $342 000 spending change occurred between when the estimated 
actual was lodged in around April last year and when the budget was discussed in May. I am seeking clarification 
for the difference. 
[5.00 pm] 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the member talking about supplies and services? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Yes, I am. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: According to my budget—I do not know whether the Leader of the Opposition’s is different 
from mine—the 2018–19 actual is $930 000, the 2019–20 budget is $589 000, the 2019–20 actual is $763 000, and 
the budget estimate for 2020–21 is $604 000. The member seems to be going forward. The member is saying that 
$930 000 is for 2019–20, when it was actually for 2018–19. Is that what the Leader of the Opposition’s budget says? 
She keeps saying $588 000, whereas my budget says $589 000. 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Premier — 
The CHAIR: I think the Premier has answered. Is it a further question to this, member for Scarborough? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am somewhat frustrated, because the figure in front of me in this budget as the 2018–19 actual 
is $930 000. That estimate figure in last year’s budget was $588 000, so there is a $342 000 discrepancy between — 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is a different year. The year 2018–19 is a different year from 2019–20. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No; it is the same year, Premier. 

The CHAIR: Members! Premier and the Leader of the Opposition, just so I can allow this very good conversation 
to take place, the Leader of the Opposition will ask the question, and I will ask the Premier to answer. He will answer, 
and then I will come back to you for further questions. You might not like the answer, but he will answer as best he 
can, and you can ask as many questions before the dinner break as you would like. I think the Premier has answered 
that question. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I think I will record that there is no answer. However, I seek some explanation of why there 
is a variation of $200 000 or so for supplies and services between this budget, at $589 000, versus the estimated 
actual of $763 000. Where has that additional money on supplies and services been spent? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The total cost of services actually went down. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Can I draw the Premier to “Supplies and services” under “Expenses”? I am disputing that 
figure of $930 000, but it is clear I am not going to get an answer on it. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The member is asking me about two budgets ago. I cannot answer the member’s questions 
about two budgets ago. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Under the 2019–20 budget, which is the paper directly in front of us, supplies and services — 
Mr M. McGOWAN: No; we are dealing with the 2020–21 budget. We are not dealing with last year’s budget. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: With regard to the figures in the budget, I am seeking an explanation about last year’s spend 
and why $174 000 extra was spent on supplies and services than was budgeted for. That is a significant budget 
overrun, and I seek some explanation of where that money was spent. I am happy to receive that by way of 
supplementary information, but I think it is a valid request. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The total cost of services went down. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I am talking about supplies and services—that specific item. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They move around each year. They move around everywhere each year. That is not unusual 
in any government agency. The total cost of services actually went down compared with the budget estimate. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Maybe this is an easier question, Premier. The figure for accommodation in the 2019–20 
budget — 
The CHAIR: Member for Scarborough, I am sorry to interrupt you. Are we all still looking at the same piece of paper? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: That is not this year’s budget. We are dealing with the 2020–21 budget. The member should 
have asked me these questions a year or two years ago. The member is asking me to answer questions about budgets 
from a couple of years ago. How am I supposed to do that? 
The CHAIR: Can I just clarify, member for Scarborough, that your page is 91? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: My page is 95, under “Cost of Services” is “Expenses”. Maybe if I ask about a saving, we 
might get an answer. There is $428 000 allocated to accommodation in the 2019–20 budget, but the actual amount 
paid for accommodation was $246 000. Will the Premier explain why there is a variation there and why that figure 
is jumping by $680 000 in the budget estimate for 2020–21? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: These are all maintenance issues; they move around. I am advised that accommodation is 
maintenance issues. These things move around. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: May I receive by way of supplementary information the variation in the maintenance budget 
from what was actually spent? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I invite the member to put a question on notice. 
The CHAIR: Is there a further question on this, member for Scarborough, or a continuation? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: No. I do not think I am going to get any responses, so I might see whether someone else 
would like to ask something. 
The CHAIR: The Premier said you could put the question on notice, if you like. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: If I put it on notice, Parliament will prorogue before it is answered. 
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The CHAIR: That is the response you have been given. Would you like a further question? Otherwise, I will open 
it up. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: So there is no answer. That is fine. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The member is asking about budgets going back in history. I have never seen this before—
an opposition leader asking the Premier about two budgets ago. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
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