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HOUSING AUTHORITY — AUDIT — RENT ASSESSMENTS 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [11.11 am] — without notice: I move — 
That so much of standing orders be suspended as necessary to allow the following motion to be debated 
forthwith — 

That this house calls on the Treasurer to launch an immediate financial audit into the 
Housing Authority’s wasteful use of taxpayers’ money and demands that the authority reverse 
the public housing rent hikes set to begin next week. 

In four days’ time there will be a significant change for pensioners, veterans and disabled tenants of the 
Housing Authority. Western Australia will be the only state in Australia that will include federal allowances and 
benefits in the rental assessment for public housing. Questions answered in the Legislative Council on 
Tuesday night informed the opposition that 90 per cent of Housing Authority tenants will be impacted by these 
changes—that is, 90 per cent of the 36 000 tenants in Western Australia will be impacted by these changes. 
These changes to the rental income paid by the most vulnerable in our society come in light of the information 
that the Housing Authority has bought even more luxury units in apartment blocks here in Perth, under the guise 
of affordable housing. I put to the government and Leader of the House that the imminent increases in rents for 
public housing tenants will push them further into poverty. Did the government agree to 20 minutes each? 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [11.13 am]: With some reluctance, the government 
will agree to a certain amount of time for this debate. I make the point that I think the government has been very 
generous this week in dealing with suspension of standing orders. I hope the opposition will reciprocate when 
dealing with other legislation today that is important to be dealt with in a timely fashion by this Parliament. 
I move — 

To insert after “forthwith” the following — 

, subject to the debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

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

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [11.15 am]: I move — 

That this house calls on the Treasurer to launch an immediate financial audit into the 
Housing Authority’s wasteful use of taxpayers’ money and demands that the authority reverse the 
public housing rent hikes set to begin next week. 

On 28 March, 90 per cent of public housing tenants in Western Australia will be impacted by the most heinous 
action of the Barnett Liberal–National government to date. On 28 March, the rents that Homeswest—
Housing Authority—tenants pay will be changed forever by including all their commonwealth supplementary 
allowances and benefits in the total income allowed for assessing their rents. Twenty-five per cent of those 
allowances and benefits will then be taken and given to the Housing Authority as payment for Homeswest rent. 
When Hon Colin Holt, Minister for Housing, was questioned about what he intends to do with that money, he 
made it very clear that the money will be spent on further affordable housing. He did not say the money would 
be spent improving the maintenance and conditions of existing public housing tenants’ homes or that the money 
would be spent on building more public housing properties to bring down the waiting list; he said it would be 
spent on more affordable homes. When the minister was questioned and when the Leader of the National Party 
representing the minister in this house was questioned about the reasons for increasing the rents of public 
housing tenants, the simple response from both the minister and the Leader of the National Party was that it was 
being done simply to bring Western Australia into line with all other states in the country. That is just not true! It 
is further misleading of this house. Only one state in Australia includes 25 per cent of commonwealth 
allowances—in many cases it is not 25 per cent—as part of rental income, and that is Queensland. That was 
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implemented by the previous Queensland Liberal-National government that lasted for one term. The current 
Palaszczuk Labor government is reversing those changes. When members of this state government come into 
this place and say, “We’re bringing it into line with all other states and territories by increasing rents by 
25 per cent”, it is just not true! For the government to then say it will slug the most vulnerable people—the 
people at the bottom of the heap in Western Australia who are struggling to get by, such as pensioners, veterans 
and the disabled—and make their lives more miserable in terms of further affordable housing, given what the 
government has done with affordable housing, is nothing short of scandalous! 

I give members an example of affordable housing—Pelago, Karratha. The units at Pelago, Karratha, were bought 
by the government for $37.03 million. The most recent valuation of July 2014—it is even worse now—was that 
the value of that investment is $27.14 million. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: We have lost $10 million since purchasing the apartments. The state government has given 
up on filling the 29 empty Pelago apartments and forced the WA Country Health Service to occupy those 
apartments. As a result, 26 former Government Regional Officers’ Housing homes in Karratha are empty. The 
people working for country health and occupying those GROH homes were forced into the Pelago apartments to 
make it work, and now GROH homes are empty. Treasurer, that is an example of the stupid, stupid waste of 
money involved. We have since found out, through the annual report hearings of the Standing Committee on 
Estimates and Financial Operations and question on notice 4897, that 18 Pelago West tower, owned by 
Finbar Karratha, has been empty for 20 weeks at $650 per week. The state government paid over to 
Finbar Karratha $13 000 for an empty apartment. The combined total the state government paid for purchasing 
Osprey Village, Port Hedland, was $115.3 million. The most recent valuation of that village is $93.6 million, so 
the 295-unit village for workers is now worth $21.7 million less than the government spent developing it and it is 
53 per cent occupied. Even though it is only 53 per cent occupied, the brilliant genius deal of the 
National Party—by this guy here—is that we pay Fleetwood Corporation, the operator, the full amount 
regardless of how many people are in there. It is half empty, and since July last year we have already paid 
Fleetwood $3.5 million, which is the full amount for operating that facility up there. Despite how many people 
are in the village, Fleetwood gets the money. Remember, Fleetwood Corporation was a joint venture in the first 
investment and put in just over $30 million, and when the genius over here and the Housing Authority purchased 
Fleetwood’s share of Osprey Village, they paid over $60 million. Treasurer, that organisation — 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The minister will have his chance to respond in a minute. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I want to hear the member for Cockburn and I do not want to hear the members for Murray–
Wellington and Alfred Cove. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That organisation, Fleetwood, got nearly a 100 per cent mark-up on its investment in two 
years. Now we find that the further apartments that have been purchased are not in the north, they are in 
Elizabeth Quay. What is the Housing Authority doing buying 38 luxury apartments in Elizabeth Quay for 
$20 million? What is it doing? The construction cost of each apartment, even if it buys — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Minister for Health. Member for Warnbro, you are not helping your speaker. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Even if the Housing Authority buys those apartments at the full construction cost of 
$526 000 each, under the Opening Doors affordable housing policy, the total income limit for a single applicant 
is $75 000 and for couples it is $95 000. When we take into account mortgage repayments and strata fees for 
luxury high-end apartments, which can be anything from $2 500 up, no applicant under affordable housing could 
buy an apartment. They could not afford to buy the apartment, pay the strata fees, pay the services and eat. But 
the Housing Authority has done even more. The Housing Authority at Queens Riverside, Adelaide Terrace, 
Perth, bought 43 luxury apartments. That is an extra 43 luxury apartments! The two-bedroom apartments are 
worth $605 000 and the three-bedroom apartments are worth $730 000. I have just pointed out to the house that 
no applicant under the Opening Doors policy could afford to buy those apartments. Why is the 
Housing Authority doing this? Why is it buying luxury apartments with stone benchtops in the kitchen, quality 
European kitchen appliances, ducted air conditioning for heating and cooling, and luxurious finishes throughout? 
That is what is in the blurb of the apartments that the Housing Authority has bought. 
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Several members interjected. 

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

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Are these the types of people from the public housing waiting list who are going to go in 
there? Is that right? Meanwhile, after the absolute financial debacles in the north west and the purchasing of 
luxury apartments here in Perth, what is happening to 90 per cent of its existing tenants? The government is 
driving those tenants further into poverty so that it can raise money to waste in the north west or to buy luxury 
apartments in Perth. It is a scandal, and next week, on 28 March, the Treasurer and this government will force 
Housing Authority tenants into further poverty so that it can purchase luxury apartments. It is robbing from the 
poor to buy luxury apartments. It is a scandal! The Treasurer needs to conduct a financial audit right through the 
Housing Authority and he needs to immediately reverse the decision to take away pharmaceutical allowances 
from 25 per cent of them, from pensioners, veterans and the disabled. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [11.26 am]: Once again the government is taking from the poor and giving to the 
rich. I am speaking today on this motion on behalf of veterans. I am shadow Minister for Veterans and numerous 
veterans have rung me to say that they are going to lose money that they currently get from the federal 
government. These people have dedicated their lives to serve our country and have been affected over a long 
time. Did the Minister for Veterans come out beforehand and say that we should sit down and work these things 
out? These people have been away, protected us, looked after us, and now a lot of them are struggling. They do 
not come out with a big pension like politicians, with all the benefits that we get; they go back into the 
community and struggle. A lot of them have issues. A lot of them have post-traumatic stress disorder. They are 
struggling in the community, but the government just worries about getting the money to pay for this and that 
and all its overspending. Where is the National Party on this matter? A lot of veterans in regional areas are living 
in Housing Authority homes. They are really struggling. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: I beg your pardon, member for North West Central? I wouldn’t go to war with you. You 
would be the person running the other way. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: This is a serious issue, so unless members have something constructive to say, they should 
not say anything. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The SPEAKER: That is enough! Through the Chair, thank you. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: We are in a situation in which our most vulnerable people are being affected. I have 
pensioners in my electorate who do not go out at night. They do not put on their TV at night. 
Mr D.T. Redman: What about the Country Age Pension Fuel Card? Do they like that? 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: Leader of the National Party, I would be more worried about the rat behind you and his 
mate on the other side! 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, please withdraw that. That is not parliamentary language. 
Mr P.B. Watson: Which bit, Mr Speaker? 
The SPEAKER: “The rat behind you.” 
Mr P.B. WATSON: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr P.B. WATSON: There was a great cartoon in today’s newspaper, and I know which one of those little 
creatures running off would have been the first. He would be heading straight towards the Greens because there 
is nowhere else for him to go. This is a very serious issue. Our most vulnerable people, our veterans, our 
pensioners — 
Mr B.J. Grylls: People like you make them leave. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: Member for Pilbara, you would have been the little fat one at the back! 
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This is a very serious issue. The Leader of the National Party can shake his head, but this is a very serious issue. 
He laughs, but he is not looking after the most vulnerable people in our community. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr P.B. WATSON: I only wanted to say a few words for the veterans, the pensioners, the people who can least 
afford it. We can have all the pretty stuff and spend big money, but the people who are most vulnerable are the 
ones who are being hit by this government. 
MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [11.30 am]: I was going to let the minister try to get up and defend 
a terrible issue for public housing tenants. This Liberal–National government is effectively putting its hands into 
the pockets of pensioners and families to fund projects it has overspent on. In the time I have I want to read to 
members a letter from a Ms E, who is quite devastated by the impact these increases in rents will have on her 
pension. As members know, I have tabled many petitions on this issue, including from people who are elders of 
the Liberal Party who cannot believe that the government is attacking their pensions and provisions in their 
pensions for medications and other issues around their day-to-day lives. Ms E is in a particular situation.  
Her letter states, in part — 

I do not drink, do not smoke, do not go to movies, do not hire videos, do not eat out or have any other 
outside activities. Mr. Barnett said we will have to do with less. What basics do we cut out? 

I have bone on bone in both knees, spurs on my spine and neck (which have now fused in some places), 
arthritis and many other health problems. 
I will have to stop taking the newly released anti-depressants (Valdoxin) that the Doctor has 
prescribed. They are a new drug and not on the PBS list. They are different as they work on the 
melanin in the brain. I have tried all the other anti-depressants, but they do not work, they make me 
angry or just keep me awake which is very bad for my health. 
Before I was on these new drugs I used to think about committing suicide on a daily basis due to the 
pain and my quality of life. This new medication has stopped daily suicidal thoughts, but the problem is 
that they are $60.00 a script which is $30.00 per fortnight. With the other prescriptions and chemist 
products I need puts this up to $106.00 per fortnight. I can supply a detailed budget of these needs, but 
I do not want my name and personal details advertised in Parliament. 

I am sorry, Ms E, that I put that. The letter continues — 
I have no choice but to cut — 

1. The gardening service from the Volunteer Task Force 
2. Valdoxin 
3. Christmas presents for my family 
4. Stop watering the garden (I created a beautiful garden, an escape from the world) 
5. I already do not shower daily, so as to save money. 
6. Don’t have me hair cut ever. 

These cuts will still not be enough to take my budget out of the red. I have been to financial advisors 
in the past, only to get home and find that they have left necessary items off the list so as to make my 
budget balance. 

This is what the government is doing to these people. This is the impact that the government is having and it is 
deplorable. 
MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood — Leader of the National Party) [11.33 am]: I rise to respond to 
this motion on behalf of the Minister for Housing who is in the other place. We had a similar debate in this house 
not that long ago in which we talked about the policy setting of using the assessment of 25 per cent of income as 
the benchmark for what the rental payment should be for social housing in this state, which covers some 
32 000 households. That has been accepted nationally as the benchmark position. The challenge is that many 
people have a range of other incomes that come in from various sources, including from the Department of 
Veterans’ Affairs, for those who have totally and permanently incapacitated benefits and the like. The principle 
applied by the Department of Housing to the assessment of incomes that any householders might get is firstly 
that it is a regular and ongoing income and not just a one-off payment and, secondly, that the income does not 
need to be invoiced. In other words, they can use it in a discretionary sense around living. It is not specifically 
raised as something they are required to buy and it is invoiced back to the supplier. When we look at all the 
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different payments made to people, there are about 150, so it is actually quite a challenge working through all the 
different payments and making the determination against the criteria that the government has set about what 
should be eligible income. The Labor Party might have its own policy setting on this, but we have a policy 
setting of taking into account 25 per cent of eligible income to assess what the rental payments should be. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I make the point that in respect of Department of Veterans’ Affairs payments, the 
Minister for Housing has put that on hold until there is a proper assessment of those payments to see whether 
they do or do not meet the criteria that the Housing Authority has put on it. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I just went through the criteria; the member was not listening. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: No, the criteria are — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members for Albany, Cockburn, Girrawheen and Warnbro, let us hear the minister! 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The criteria are quite basic. They are that it is a regular and ongoing income—that is the 
first box ticked—and secondly, that it can largely be used for discretionary purposes; that is, it can support the 
cost of living. If there is a specific payment such as other supports that require invoicing, that is outside the 
assessment. It is a challenge for Housing to work through and assess that, and the minister has rightly put this on 
hold while there is a proper assessment of the Veterans’ Affairs payments to see whether it should be eligible for 
this or not. I think that is a fair and reasonable position to take. The point comes back to the fact that we are 
supporting a position of 25 per cent of income as being the rental payment. 
The bit that the member for Cockburn forgets is that he is totally focused on those in social housing; there are 
32 000 households in that case. He forgets about those who are sitting just outside the social housing space—the 
ones who are subjected to commercial market rents. They are the ones who are actually doing it the toughest. 
They are in exactly the same pensioner situation — 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The member for Cockburn is making the point that they can be subject to the rental — 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The “member for Housing” is suggesting that we do not need any social housing because 
apparently they can survive in the marketplace. 
Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Mirrabooka, I call you to order for the first time. People who have already spoken 
spoke in relative quiet. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The member for Cockburn’s point is that we actually do not need any social housing, 
because he is saying the marketplace can absorb it, and that is absolute rubbish. This side knows it is rubbish, 
which is why we are focused on a social housing commitment of $560 million. 
Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Mirrabooka, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: The same member who talked about letting them go into the market and letting them 
survive themselves because there are apparently low enough rents for them to survive, also said in 
The Sunday Times, in reference to Elizabeth Quay, that social housing tenants were undermining the value of the 
apartments. This is a member who sits on the social justice hill and says that social housing tenants undermine 
the value of apartments! Does that apply in his electorate? I think he has sold out the principles of his lot. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, I want you to speak through the Chair and I want the member for Butler to not shout 
out. Let us carry on. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN: A couple of other — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the third time. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: I know one thing for a fact, member for Armadale: you are not in government, and there is 
quite a way to go to get from there right around to the middle here before you start looking on this side! 
Another point made by the member for Cockburn related to Pelago East and Osprey Village. He is talking about 
the challenge of the rental market here in the metropolitan area and the issues of his constituents; the member for 
Mirrabooka also rightly raised that issue. There is a whole heap of tenants who sit outside social housing and 
who have actually been exposed to the broader rental market, which is a greater challenge. The member for 
Cockburn talked about that challenge, but when rents were reaching $3 000 a week in the Pilbara region as 
a product of the resources sector boom in this state, the opposition railed against us to ensure we did something 
about it. They were asking us consistently, day in and day out, to do something about it because it was an acute 
issue, and we did. We invested, because they called for it. We knew it was the right thing to do. I know the 
member for Cockburn can read the crystal ball on what happens in the resources sector because no other 
financial commentator in the world predicted what happened then, but apparently the member for Cockburn did! 
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: I call the member for Bassendean to order for the first time, and I call the member for 
North West Central to order for the second time. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: On the back of those investments up there, we have been able to successfully leverage 
private sector investment. That is what we want to do because that means we get a bigger bang for our buck. 
Trying to take the Labor Party into level 2 or level 3 thinking about this stuff is really hard, Mr Speaker. The 
Labor Party’s solution is to take the money and buy a house. It does not even put any innovations into how that 
might be achieved. Up in the Pilbara, we are seeing the broader rental market for the first time hit something that 
is even close to being normalised. We invested—we tackled it—and it is close to being normalised. Apparently 
the member for Cockburn seems to be able to predict what will happen financially around the world that no-one 
else seems to be able to predict. He says that we should have known and should not have done it, which is 
absolute rubbish. 
In summary, the principle of having 25 per cent of eligible income as the basis for people’s rent is appropriate. 
Yes, some changes are coming in in four days. We think that is a more-than-fair position. It is consistent with the 
other states’ approach, and I think it is consistent and meets what we would consider the fairness test. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, you have been called twice. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: We believe that it meets the fairness test. Quite rightly, the Minister for Housing has put 
a couple of assessments on hold to ensure that the department can appropriately assesses the new incomes that 
some people will get that meet the applied criteria for rents. The second point I made was that those people who 
sit just outside of social housing are the ones who are doing it tough. If we can have a fair principle for those 
who are in social housing, it means that we can build more social houses for those people who sit outside of it. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the third time. Member for Jandakot, I do not 
want to hear from you. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN: Anything that we can do to apply a fairness test for those in social housing allows us the 
resources to get more social housing. We are building another 1 000 houses with $560 million to support the 
affordability strategy, which will bring in access to social housing for more people exposed to the broader rental 
market—those doing it the toughest, in our view. We have had debates about the Pilbara in this house. We 
invested. We normalised rentals. That is what we are trying to achieve. 
I will make one other point. As far as Elizabeth Quay is concerned, I am advised that, if anything, there may be 
some shared equity arrangements in there, but there will not be direct social housing. 
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Treasurer) [11.43 am]: I want to make a few comments on this matter. One, 
the policy around the states of Australia is for 25 per cent of income. 
Mr F.M. Logan: No, it’s not. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, it is. There are some differences, particularly whether a pension increase of a few years 
ago is included in assessments in other states or otherwise. New tenants in social housing have been charged 
25 per cent of their income for some time, so it is an equity issue. We are moving some of the older tenants up 
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towards 25 per cent on a step-by-step basis. That is the reality. All the funds raised by the Housing Authority and 
social housing will be reinvested in additional social housing, whether it is in maintenance, upgrades or 
otherwise. As the minister indicated, during the last budget, we announced a program of $560 million for 
1 000 additional social houses. That is the largest expansion of social housing for decades. 
Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the first time. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: There will be 1 000 additional homes, and planning and additional activities are underway. 
On top of that, over a number of years, this government has met its target of 20 000 affordable homes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The government achieved its target early and expanded it to 30 000 homes. Rents have come 
down, but I tell members that people at the margins are still struggling to pay the existing rents. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Maybe the member does not, but other people do. 
There is an issue about where the housing is. A longstanding policy in Western Australia, both for Homeswest 
and affordable housing, has been to make sure that people in affordable housing and low-cost housing are spread 
throughout the community, rather than being stuck in ghettos and other places—as it was in Fremantle with 
those large high-rise apartments. Up to now, the policy has been bipartisan. The member for Cockburn is saying 
that in expensive areas such as his area, and in the expansion of Coogee and other places, we should not assist 
those people on low incomes, whether it is in apartments in the city or in Coogee or otherwise. He is saying that 
we should go back to the old ghetto mentality and the old high-rises where everybody is on low incomes and are 
often really struggling on welfare. We will not deviate from the longstanding policy of having people on assisted 
housing, whether it is social housing or affordable housing, throughout the community. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I just want to tell you something, member for Armadale; you might not know it, but you are on 
three calls, so you started very early today. I suggest you calm down. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I remember when the former member for Vasse was the Minister for Housing. We found out 
that the Premier had more social housing in his electorate than I did in mine, in Riverton. 
Mr P. Papalia: You sold them! 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: We did; that is the point I am getting to. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the first time. Treasurer, through the Chair, please. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: That is the point. We sold those houses and we did a number of things. We kept some houses 
in the area, but we sold the larger blocks and built two or three. More importantly, we took the money and 
expended it elsewhere. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: No, you didn’t. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, we did. 
Ms R. Saffioti: No, you didn’t. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, we did. We have had the largest expansion — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: There is one speaker here. If you disagree with him, go and issue a press conference outside. 
Do not interject. Thank you. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: There is another issue. With affordable housing programs, the Housing Authority has entered 
into all sorts of arrangements for joint equity, which was actually a Labor initiative—a good one. We have 
a whole range of programs to assist lower income people who do not qualify for social housing to get into 
affordable housing. We will not run away from that. These houses have been in the city and other places. We 
recognise that the Department of Housing’s policy has to be moderated so that it does not buy luxury apartments. 
I want to caution the member for Cockburn. Yes, those flats up in Elizabeth Quay are luxury apartments, but 
three-bedroom apartments for $600 000 are not necessarily luxury apartments. That is largely a social housing — 
Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. Through the Chair, please, 
Treasurer. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: It is legitimate to help younger people who are working but have no deposit and are 
struggling to get into an apartment, even for $600 000, in the city. We can assist them with a whole range of 
assistance types so that they can eventually pay off the loan. We will not run away from that. It is legitimate to 
pay $600 000 for a three-bedroom apartment. It is very strange that people who wear their social conscience on 
their shirts are now criticising us for expanding social housing and expanding affordable housing. What kind of 
reality do we live in here? Members opposite criticise us for getting young people into housing in the city! It is 
bizarre. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the second time; member for Swan Hills, I call 
you to order for the first time. Treasurer, through the Chair. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, we made a large number of investments in the Pilbara, but I remember when we came 
to government, the cost of rent in the Pilbara at that time, particularly Karratha; it was the most important 
industrial zone in the country. The nation’s future wealth depended on getting people up there to work and be 
successful, but people could not do it because members opposite constrained the sale of land. People had to pay 
$2 000 a week in rent! Members opposite did, and were going to do, nothing about it—nothing! It is not an easy 
place because it is tied to the commodity market, so it goes up and down as commodities do. Yes, we have 
invested heavily into that area. Yes, it has normalised now. Yes, there are a lot of risks. But we would not have 
the growth, the LNG projects and the expansion if we had not done things like that. Members opposite would not 
have done it, because they do not have the mettle to do it. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [11.51]: It is amazing that no-one else wants to stand up and defend the 
government’s record. We have learnt from the Treasurer again that he does not care about the truth in this place. 
We have learnt also that the first thing this government did was get a list of where the social housing was in each 
electorate. The Treasurer basically gave the game away. They went through and got rid of all the social housing 
in Liberal electorates. 
Several members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what he said. I will go to the key facts. 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: We have got the wall of noise. The member for West Swan. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer said they sat down with a list of the electorates and social housing. That is 
what they did. That is why the former member for Vasse got rid of all the social housing in the Liberal heartland. 
That is what he did. The other key point is — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the National Party! Do not point, member for Warnbro! I have given you a lot of 
latitude here today as well. I do not want to hear from you. You have got two minutes, member; through the 
Chair, thank you. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer said that a three-bedroom apartment at Elizabeth Quay will cost $600 000. 
That is a bargain. But he is wrong. One-bedroom apartments at Elizabeth Quay start at $700 000. The 
government is getting a discount because it was needed to underwrite the towers. The Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority forced Housing and Works on this issue. 
Let us go through the other key points. We are asking for a financial audit. The Treasurer spoke on the front 
steps and said that the National Party are economic vandals. Now is the Treasurer’s chance to see exactly what 
they have done. They have wasted millions of dollars. The government is paying rent for empty apartments at 
Pelago. There has been a massive devaluation in government investment that was made only a couple of years 
ago. The government is paying exorbitant management fees for apartment complexes that are only 50 per cent 
full. At the same time, the government is attacking the most vulnerable in the community. This is the key. The 
government has wasted millions and millions of dollars. 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the first time. Through the Chair, member for West Swan. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The government has wasted millions of dollars. 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the second time. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The government has continually wasted millions of dollars, and now it is charging the most 
vulnerable in the community, just to cover up its stuff-ups, its financial recklessness and the economic vandalism 
that is being undertaken by government departments and agencies. What is Treasury doing about that? Nothing. 
Treasury should be examining these deals. What the government has done in this state is absolute economic 
vandalism. The idea that the MRA was not involved in that Elizabeth Quay deal is wrong. We know what 
happened. Every time the government pays $500 000 for a one-bedroom apartment at Elizabeth Quay, it is 
denying three or four people to chance to get into social housing. That is because the government has wasted all 
its money on luxury apartments. That is the key point. 

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

Ayes (20) 
Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
 

Noes (35) 
Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.M. Britza Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr J.E. McGrath Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr B.J. Grylls Ms L. Mettam Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton  
 

            
Pair 

 Mr P.C. Tinley Mr R.S. Love 
Question thus negatived. 
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