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SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES AMENDMENT (DEBT AND DEFICIT REMEDIATION) BILL 2017 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 12 October. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.48 pm]: I stand to make some 
comments about the Salaries and Allowances Amendment (Debt and Deficit Remediation) Bill. I have to be honest, 
for the government to be debating a bill like this at this stage of the parliamentary cycle—that is, coming to the end 
of pretty much one year of parliamentary sittings—is an insult to this chamber and the public of Western Australia. 
I find it extraordinary that we have a bill to freeze the salaries of members of Parliament, judges, senior public 
servants and the like. It is a waste of this chamber’s time and nothing more than a cosmetic stunt. This bill is 
exactly that—a cosmetic stunt. Aside from the precarious nature of it—it infringes upon the separation of powers—
it is a cosmetic stunt. Members opposite fought fastidiously for eight years, and particularly the last four years, to 
get on that side of the chamber and this is as good as it gets. All we have heard relentlessly for the last eight months 
since these guys have been in power is that former government members were financial wreckers and this 
government has to look after debt reduction. The government even goes so far as to call this bill a debt and deficit 
remediation bill. That is how juvenile this mob has become. After all that time, after its first budget, this is the best 
it can do. The second reading speech indicates that we are looking at a saving of $15 million to $20 million over 
four years, which is negligible. It is tea money for the public servants. This chamber is wasting its time on this 
piece of flawed legislation. It is littered with issues and problems. 
The lower house called it an urgent bill. The government brought it on urgently to discuss it and the Premier was 
humiliated because a number of flaws in this legislation were identified just from the second reading speech. We are 
dealing with a rubbish piece of legislation. It is nothing more than a political stunt. Unfortunately—I say this with 
a heavy heart—the opposition will not oppose this bill. Government members will say that is hypocritical, but do 
members know why we are not opposing it? It is because we are not going to fall into the juvenile trap of members 
opposite. Imagine what would have happened if the Liberal Party had come out and said that it would oppose this 
bill. There would be headlines in The West and all the columnists and all the talkback radio hosts would say that the 
Liberals have their snouts in the trough and all they care about is their own salaries et cetera. That is garbage. 
I was not born with a silver spoon in my mouth. I am a Kalgoorlie boy. I was a chalkie. The last thing I ever 
worried about, with all due respect, was my salary. I have wanted job satisfaction in everything I have ever done. 
I would say that most people around this chamber feel the same. This rubbish has been thrust upon us and the 
government has said, “We’re going to do this because we’re going to show up the Libs. We’re going to go out 
there and say to the people of Western Australia that we’re taking one for the team. We’re doing it.” It is in the 
second reading speech. I have so much to say on this rubbish. We are not going to play the government’s little 
game and oppose this bill, because that would give government members an avenue to go out there and criticise 
us. This is not about budget repair and debt remediation. What a load of nonsense. 
Hon Darren West: There’s plenty of avenues to criticise you—just say the word Muja. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Look in the mirror, honourable member. Do not start me, because I am telling the 
member right now: I will not finish. If this is the stuff that these guys are made of after one budget, heaven help 
the people of Western Australia. As I said, we will not play the government’s little game in this instance, but we 
are going to be taking a long time on this bill. As far as I am concerned, the bill is flawed and it is in desperate 
need of repair. 
Let us look at the history of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, which is an autonomous independent authority 
that was set up in 1975 for the very real purpose of doing what it has done in an unblemished fashion since 1975—
that is, to establish as an independent body the salaries and allowances of members of Parliament, senior public 
servants and judges and magistrates, as it should do. Prior to that, a plethora of tribunals and committees et cetera 
would determine the allowances and salaries of that body of people. That was always open to scrutiny. Until 1967, 
members of Parliament set their own salaries. That in itself was also open to scrutiny and abuse. Justifiably, that 
great man and my political mentor, Sir Charles Court, introduced the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal in 1975. 
In 1975, the Court Liberal government decided that we would go along with the rest of the nation and try to 
establish some form of credibility behind the determination of salaries and allowances. It took the role out of the 
hands of politicians and gave it to an autonomous body. 
As a result, Sir Charles Court introduced the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal Bill. I took the time to read the 
second reading speech from when that bill was introduced, and it makes fascinating reading. If members do not 
have anything better to do, they might go and look. It is a wondrous piece of legislation. Once I got caught up in 
it, I found myself sitting there reading Hansard from the mid-1970s. It is fascinating. I will draw from the original 
second reading speech delivered on Tuesday, 8 April 1975. Sir Charles Court, the member for Nedlands and 
Treasurer, at 5.16 pm moved that the bill be read a second time. The Acting President (Hon Dr Steve Thomas) will 
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be pleased to know that I will not read the whole speech, but I will take pieces from it to show why we need SAT, 
we should not diminish SAT and we should not in any way question the integrity of SAT. Sir Charles Court said — 

This measure seeks to establish a tribunal with jurisdiction to inquire into and determine—and 
I emphasise, “and determine”—the salaries and certain allowances payable to Ministers of the Crown, 
the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet, officers and members of Parliament, stipendiary magistrates, 
special division officers of the Public Service and certain holders of fulltime statutory offices. 
The tribunal is also to inquire into and report to Parliament, through the Minister, on the salary and 
allowances which in the tribunal’s view ought to be paid to judges of the Supreme and District Courts. 

A little later he said — 
The ministerial, parliamentary, judicial and other positions which I have referred to, comprise the most 
important offices remunerated by the Crown and, in the Government’s opinion, it is unsatisfactory that there 
should be such a marked divergence in the methods by which the remuneration for these offices is fixed. 
Not only are there major differences In the constitution and jurisdiction of the present salary-fixing 
authorities but, more importantly, there are substantial differences in the frequency of reviews and the 
operative dates of salary adjustments. 
The establishment of a single tribunal to inquire Into and determine, or report upon, appropriate salaries and 
certain allowances payable to each group, is proposed as the most effective means of achieving the degree 
of co-ordination desired. In this respect, it is to be noted that the Commonwealth Government has recently 
established a Remuneration Tribunal to review the salaries of members of the Federal Parliament, judges, 
first division officers in the Commonwealth Public Service and statutory office holders. 
It is proposed that the tribunal shall make, at the one time, determinations in respect of the holders of 
these various offices and submit a report in respect of judges, at intervals of not more than one year, so 
as to avoid the time lags that have characterised the past. 

He also states in the second reading speech — 
The tribunal is to be constituted by three members appointed by the Governor, one of whom shall also be 
appointed by the Governor to be the chairman of the tribunal. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Would you seek leave to adjourn your comments so that when we come back, we are able to go 
on to that other matter? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: We might have an extra two minutes for dinner. I think that is a wise suggestion from 
the Leader of the House and I take her wise counsel.  
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Martin Pritchard. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
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