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INSURANCE COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — STATE REVENUE 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.09 pm]: — without notice: I move —  

That so much of standing orders be suspended as to allow the following motion to be debated — 
That the house condemns the Premier for misleading the Parliament and the people of Western 
Australia in respect of — 
(1) the government’s decision to require the Insurance Commission of Western Australia 

to pay a dividend; and 
(2) failing to disclose the government’s decision to require the Insurance Commission of 

WA to pay a dividend in the 2012–13 Government Mid-year Financial Projections 
Statement. 

My understanding is that the government will not support this suspension. Is that correct, Leader of the House? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: We would be happy for you to do it at four o’clock in private members’ business. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: No. That is simply not good enough. I am not surprised that the Premier does not support 
this. I am not surprised because he has been caught out; he has been A-grade caught out, and the Treasurer is just 
behind him as well. When the opposition wants to move a very serious motion that claims the Premier has 
misled the house, it is an issue of urgency. It is not an issue that can be debated later in the afternoon; it is an 
issue that needs to be resolved now so that Parliament can then resume its normal proceedings. 
Leader of the House, I will be reasonable. I am happy to do 20 minutes on either side. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: No, no, no. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Twenty minutes out of the opposition’s three hours at four o’clock would be very reasonable. 
Mr M. McGowan: He misled the house. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Correct. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: No, I did not. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: When the Premier misleads the house, Mr Speaker — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: “Mr 29 per cent”. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Nobody can hear what the member for Victoria Park is saying and everybody is 
shouting louder and louder, Leader of the Opposition and Premier. Can the member for Victoria Park carry on, 
please? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is the typical hubris we see from this Premier—arrogance, hubris and focusing on 
election results while he arrogantly treats Parliament with contempt. That is how he acted when we debated the 
Insurance Commission of Western Australia Amendment Bill 2013. We all recall it. Members opposite all recall 
it. It was debated at length. I put specific questions to the Premier and the Treasurer about when a decision was 
made by the government to require the Insurance Commission of WA to pay a dividend, and the Premier misled 
the house. He misled the house in his answers. He did not tell the truth to this house and by extension to the 
people of Western Australia. Further, he is using the weasel words that we have come to know from the Premier. 
He misled the RAC and its membership as well. The RAC raised this issue specifically during the election 
campaign, and the Premier by way of correspondence misled the RAC and its members with the weasel words he 
used in that letter. At one level I am not surprised that the Premier is not allowing this issue to be debated now 
because he has been caught.  

I refer to the hubris we saw from the Premier yesterday and this morning; he was suddenly camera shy, I hear, 
and not willing to be viewed in the 6PR studios. He suddenly decided, “Unless I’ve got a glass of champagne in 
my hand, I am not willing to have a picture taken.” We now seek to suspend standing orders on a very important 
issue about the Premier’s honesty, which has very much been in question since the election on 9 March. One of 
the hottest topics being discussed is the Premier’s honesty and his willingness to stick to election promises. We 
have arrogance and hubris when he comes in here and does not tell the truth. Members of the Liberal and 
National Parties may think that this is all a bit of fun, but when they vote to shut down debate on the Premier’s 
honesty and his willingness to tell the truth in this chamber, they set a very poor standard for themselves. The 
Leader of the House knows that this is not good enough. Twenty minutes for both sides will get this issue dealt 
with, and we can then move on with the ordinary business of the house.  
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The Premier told the house that the decision was made by cabinet to impose a dividend on the Insurance 
Commission after the election. That is what he told the house—not once, but twice. Then we get the reality by 
way of supplementary information during the estimates committee process: the decision was made by the 
government in October last year. Not only was the decision made, the revenue was booked into the Government 
Mid-year Financial Projections Statement and the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement. Do members 
think it was mentioned? Do members think that the Treasurer’s midyear review mentioned this decision? No, it 
did not! It did not mention it at all. I draw all members’ attention — 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: According to standing orders, this debate is for the opposition to give a case for 
suspending standing orders, not to argue the substantive matter. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know the Premier is a bit apprehensive and he does not like — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, the Premier has raised a point of order. This debate has to be on the 
urgency of the matter, not the substantive motion.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Apparently the honesty of the Premier is not urgent. According to the Premier and the 
Liberal and National Parties, the honesty of the leader is not urgent. Of course it is. Of course we should debate 
it now. If this is not considered an urgent issue, we will move on to the normal course. I know what the 
Leader of the House is trying to do—push it out to later in the day so hopefully no-one will pay any attention to 
debate in Parliament about the honesty of the member for Cottesloe, which is very much in doubt more broadly 
amongst the community. Now we know the hubris that has entered him. The hubris that has entered the Premier 
knows no bounds! 

Mr M.P. Murray: He’s doing a runner. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: More hubris from the Premier! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr F.A. Alban: How did you go with your union mates in Midland? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am a bit perplexed. Mr Speaker, I do not know where to go here. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I do not want you to have a nervous breakdown, young member for Collie–Preston.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The member for Swan Hills had me flummoxed with that 
interjection! 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Premier has misled the house, and the motion does not call him a liar; I would not call 
the Premier a liar. He has the opportunity now to present his case and convince us that when he told the house 
that the decision to impose a dividend on ICWA was made after the election in March, he was not lying. He has 
the chance now to get up and explain why — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I am going to repeat what I have said to you. You told us that the 
matter is urgent because it cannot wait until four o’clock this afternoon. The member has to motivate the urgency 
and not speak on the substantive issues of the matter. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Whether the Premier misled the house by mistake or whether he deliberately lied is an issue 
of urgency. I would have thought that the Premier would be itching to get to it. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Victoria Park is sailing close to the wind by suggesting that the Premier 
deliberately lied. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Mr Speaker, I did not suggest that he lied. I simply made the point that if the Premier misled 
the house by mistake or whether he deliberately lied—I am not calling him a liar — 

Withdrawal of Remark 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 11 September 2013] 

 p3855b-3859a 
Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Colin Barnett; Speaker; Ms Rita Saffioti; Dr Kim Hames; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr John 

Day 

 [3] 

The SPEAKER: I heard the member for Victoria Park say “whether he deliberately lied,” so can he please 
withdraw those words.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Either/or. 

The SPEAKER: I do not care whether it was “either/or”. The words were “deliberately lied”. I suggest that the 
member withdraw those comments. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Whether there was any intent in the Premier’s commentary to the house on 13 June about the 
truthfulness of what he said is an issue of urgency. I would have thought that the Premier would be red-hot keen 
to get up here and correct the record—that is, to explain to the house and the people of Western Australia what 
happened on 13 June and whether that was indeed correct. Ultimately, the urgency around this is: why did he 
hide? The decision was made in October last year. Why did he hide, and why did he say incorrect things in the 
house of Parliament on 13 June? That is an issue of urgency, and I am surprised that the Premier has no keen 
desire to get to his feet and explain himself. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.20 pm]: I rise to speak on the urgency of this motion to suspend standing 
orders. This motion is urgent because only yesterday we got verification that Parliament and the public had been 
lied to.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER: Members! Again, you are speaking about the Premier and intimating the Premier has lied to 
the Parliament. Please withdraw those words.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I withdraw.  

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yesterday we got the information to show that this house was misled and the entire WA 
community was misled in the lead-up to the last election.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: The RAC.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The RAC, which is one of the biggest, if not the biggest, member organisations in WA, was 
misled.  
Mr T.R. Buswell: Rubbish.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is absolute proof. In the answer received only yesterday, and this is why we are rising 
today — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You knew at four o’clock.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is our first possible opportunity to raise a very serious matter because it goes to the 
accountability, the transparency and the credibility of the Premier, the Treasurer and the key financial documents 
released in this state. This is indeed a matter of urgency and of seriousness. Let us go through why this matter is 
urgent and serious. As I said, it goes to the fundamental credibility of this government. The Government Mid-
year Financial Projections Statement did not contain the policy decision made in October. The Pre-election 
Financial Projections Statement did not explicitly contain the policy decision that was made in October. Letters 
and responses from the Liberal Party to the RAC during an election period did not contain the fact that a decision 
had been made to include a new dividend in the budget. The most important issue is that we raised this in the 
house. The Premier and the Treasurer did not tell the truth. We asked the Premier when the government made the 
decision and he said it was made after the election.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s right.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Treasurer said the government had discussions in October–November but that a decision 
was not made until after the election.  

Several members interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Both misled the Parliament.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members!  
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is not an immaterial amount. More than $100 million was included in the financial 
statements in November–December last year and no-one was told. The Financial Management Act requires 
explicit commentary of policy decisions that are made between the time key financial documents are published. 
A section in the act refers to policy decisions made after the budget but we have heard nothing. The RAC was 
told that the current legislation did not include a dividend and the government did not say that a government 
decision —  

Point of Order 
Dr K.D. HAMES: This is quite clearly going into the substantive debate and not the urgency.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I appreciate that the Deputy Premier has referred to standing order 3, which requires the 
member speaking during a suspension motion to go to the point of the urgency for it and address the actual 
suspension motion. That is exactly what the member for West Swan is doing, so the suggestion she is getting 
into the substance of the motion is not correct. The fact is the member must refer to the motion to demonstrate its 
urgency.  

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I again draw your attention to the fact that you must stick to the point 
and I will give you some further time to do that on the matter of urgency.  

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I believe this is urgent and serious because, as I have outlined, there are three key issues. 
Firstly, the midyear review, which is a publication that is the responsibility of the Treasurer, did not contain a 
key policy decision that was material to the numbers at the time. Secondly, a letter to the RAC and to all its 
stakeholders and its membership across the state did not tell the truth about the introduction of a new dividend. 
Thirdly, on numerous occasions in this place we asked a specific question of both the Premier and the Treasurer 
but they did not tell us that a decision had been made in October. I believe that there is no way the Treasurer did 
not know the money was not in the forward estimates. The decision to draft the budget would have been taken to 
cabinet in October–November and the policy decision was made then. A cabinet decision may have been made 
after the election for the approval to print, but the key question is: when was that policy decision made? It was 
made in October–November when the decision was made to draft the budget. Departments do not draft 
legislation for the sake of it. A government decision was made and that was verified in an answer provided in 
this place. The case is clear-cut. The fact that neither the Premier nor the Treasurer is willing to spend 15 
minutes responding to a very serious case shows the contempt this government has for this place. This matter is 
of the utmost seriousness and urgency and must be debated today.  

Question to be Put 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.26 pm]: I move — 
That the question be now put. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (34) 

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

Noes (19) 

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

            

Pairs 
 Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr D.A. Templeman 
 Mr A.P. Jacob Mr P.C. Tinley 

Question thus passed. 
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Standing Orders Suspension — Motion Resumed 

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

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (18) 

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

Noes (34) 

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

            

Pairs 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr G.M. Castrilli 
 Mr P.C. Tinley Mr A.P. Jacob 
 Mr C.J. Tallentire Mr R.F. Johnson 

Question thus negatived. 
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