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STATE FINANCES — FORTHCOMING GOVERNMENT MID-YEAR FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS 
STATEMENT 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [11.21 am] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would allow the Leader of the Opposition to move 
the following motion — 

That this house notes that the 2009-10 state budget is a discredited document, and calls on the 
Barnett government to present an honest account of the state’s finances in the forthcoming 
Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement.  

I hope the government will allow us to debate this very important issue. The indications given by the Leader of 
the House are that the government will not, which would be a travesty of accountability, and I will have to argue 
the case for why this is a very important issue.  

I will begin by saying that, by interjections across the house, government ministers have led me to believe that 
the midyear review of the budget, which will be released next month, will be contrived to project an apparent 
surplus. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, the Leader of the Opposition has the floor; can you please take your 
conversations outside.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: We are facing a dodgy review of a budget already proven to be dodgy. This is a very serious 
issue, which, on the last sitting day of this house for this year, we need to examine. This is an urgent issue. The 
longer the government puts its head in the sand, the worse the outcome will be for all Western Australians. The 
longer the government spends money that it does not have on its deal with the National Party and the longer the 
government puts off the evil day of recognising the horrendous state of the state’s finances, the worse the 
outcome will be for ordinary Western Australians. It is urgent that we consider this issue.  

I was very, very disturbed when I realised that the government is about to cook the books. It would appear that 
the government is going to change the way in which the value of the Australian dollar is assumed for the 
purposes of doing the budget. It has written to my colleague the member for Victoria Park, noting that the US-
Australian dollar exchange rate returns to its historical average over the course of the forward estimates period, 
and that this new approach is intended to underpin the state’s royalty income and North West Shelf grant 
forecast in the upcoming 2009-10 Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement, which is to be 
released in December. And there it is; this is the urgency. This is the issue that is coming our way and this is the 
rort that the government is going to perpetrate on the people of Western Australia. This is what we have to 
examine now, because finances underpin every other government decision. If the government has its head in the 
sand and is denying the true state of the finances, it means family bills will go up even more next year than they 
have this year; it means services will be cut even more next year than they have been this year; and it means 
more rallies outside Parliament House, as low-paid workers are treated grossly unfairly and in a cavalier fashion 
by this government. 

Let me outline for the house exactly the size of the issue and why it is so urgent. The six-week average for the 
Australian dollar is about 92c. If the government followed the rule by which other budgets have been constructed 
over many years, and by which this budget was constructed, that would be the value of the Australian dollar that 
it would put into the Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement. If the government takes the long-
run average value, which is what it appears to be intending to do, it will put a value of the Australian dollar into 
the estimates at 72c. Who thinks that the value of the Australian dollar for this financial year will average 72c? 
Who thinks it will return to anywhere near 72c for the rest of this financial year?  

Let us have a look at why this issue is so urgent, why it is so important and why we need to discuss it at this 
stage on the last day. The reason we need to discuss it at this stage on the last day and why it is so urgent is that 
every 1c rise in the value of the Australian dollar removes $55 million in royalty income from the budget. If the 
government sets the value of the Australian dollar at 20c lower than it should—according to the rule on which it 
established the budget—that is more than $1 billion of revenue that the government assumes it will be getting 
that it will not. That will give $1 billion extra to the government that we will not actually see. That is a rort. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think Madam Acting Speaker has been very lenient with the Leader of the Opposition. 
He has spent five minutes on a motion that is directed at suspending standing orders, but he is getting into the 
debate that belongs to the substantive motion.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the Opposition is speaking to why the matter is urgent, and of course he 
needs to include some of the facts of the matter to explain why the motion is urgent. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Leader of the Opposition, please keep to the matter of urgency. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I will turn to speak about the role of this house. The role of this house is, firstly, to hold the 
government to account on financial matters. The whole basis on which the government and Parliament relate to 
each other is that this Parliament has to have control of the finances, and, to do that, this Parliament has to have 
the information to have that control. It is a very serious issue if the government is proposing to produce a 
document that misleads this Parliament and the state about the state of WA’s finances. That is an urgent issue. 
The government should be stopped and exposed in any attempt to misrepresent the state of the finances, because 
it has implications for not only the Parliament, which is why it is an urgent issue and why we need to discuss it, 
but also people in the community, which also makes it urgent. Because if the government, misled by its own 
false projections, spends money that it does not actually have on lower priorities, there will not be money 
available for core services next year and there will not be money to keep down the size of family bills next year. 
Western Australian families will pay a high price for any misrepresentation of the state’s finances. They will pay 
a price in rising family bills and they will pay a price in cut services.  

Have I convinced the Leader of the House that this is an urgent issue that we need to discuss? Is he not 
concerned about what might happen to police services if the government gets it projections of the finances 
absolutely wrong? Does the Leader of the House not fear that the government will come along and say, “Sorry; 
we thought we had $1 billion but it turned out that we didn’t, therefore we’re going to have to take a few more 
police cars or a few more motorcycles or a few more mobile phones away from the police service”? Does the 
Minister for Police not think this is an urgent issue? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Sit down and I’ll respond to that! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Clearly, I need to provide even more argument to the Leader of the House on this issue, and I 
need to work harder to convince him of the urgency of this issue. 

It would appear that the government is trying to fudge — 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Leader of the Opposition is straying into the substantive motion—he truly is! 
Mr Acting Speaker, I think you have given him enormous leeway; he has now spent eight minutes just talking 
about the substantive motion and not the suspension of standing orders. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): There is no point of order. I am sure the Leader of the 
Opposition is coming to the requirement to suspend standing orders.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: There is a requirement to suspend standing orders; this is an urgent issue. Nothing can be 
more important than a forthcoming $1 billion rort in the state’s finances. What could be more important than 
that? What could have more implications for every service that the government offers and for every bill that the 
government charges? What could be more important than the sort of risk-taking that the government is now 
engaged in? The government is fudging now knowing that the chickens will not come home to roost until the 
Annual Report on State Finances in September next year. Therefore, the government is fudging now knowing 
that it will not finally be caught out until September. The government’s financial policy is this: it hopes 
something will turn up. The government is crossing its fingers in the expectation that before it will be called to 
account in September next year something will turn up and change for the better. The government will do 
anything—any rort, any fudge—to avoid having to admit that the budget is in deficit. If it were simply an issue 
between the government and the opposition, it might be hard to establish a case for urgency, but this is an issue 
that has implications for every service and every Western Australian family, and for the relationship between the 
government and the Parliament. That is why it is an urgent issue. This is not the only rort that the government 
will perpetrate in the midyear review. The government will assume a huge underspend — 

Dr K.D. Hames: How do you know what we’re going to do? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I know what the government is likely to do and I want to alert the people of Western 
Australia, the Parliament and the media to scrutinise this forthcoming midyear review with a very fine-tooth 
comb indeed! There are implications for all of us if we do not have an accurate account of the state’s finances. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: So is that the purpose of trying to suspend standing orders; to alert the media and the public 
to what you believe are dire situations? 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER: Yes; that is what the Parliament is for. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: That is right. We are trying to stop you from bodgying your books! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: We hope that by bringing on this urgent debate, as the member for Armadale correctly 
pointed out, we can stop the government from doing this and that we can force the government to present an 
honest and open account of the state’s finances. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I have just had something pointed out to me. The Leader of the National 
Party knows the previous rulings about reading newspapers in the house. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I bet you enjoyed giving that ruling, Mr Acting Speaker! 

The government’s first rort is the value of the Australian dollar. The second rort is that there is a huge 
underspending assumption. The third rort is avoiding making formal decisions. The way that rort works is that if 
the government does not actually take a formal decision, if it just puts out the press release and does not actually 
have a cabinet decision, the Under Treasurer does not have to put it into the books. This is a classic rort. The 
Premier has been doing this all year; he puts out press release after press release but never actually makes the 
formal decision, so it does not have to be recognised in the budget and the government does not count that 
expenditure. Again, the government thinks that it has money — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: It is another way in which the government is misrepresenting the finances. It is an issue that 
we have to discuss. This is the last sitting day and if we do not discuss a $1 billion hole in the state’s finances, 
we are not doing our job as a Parliament. That is why it is urgent that we suspend standing orders and discuss 
this issue. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: If it is so important, why did the shadow Treasurer not take up an offer of a briefing? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: The shadow Treasurer will speak next, if the Acting Speaker gives him the call, and I am 
sure he will deal exactly with that issue. 

However, there is one other rort that I want to mention, which is very, very important; that is, the rort of taking 
federal money on the revenue side of the budget and then not engaging in the relevant expenditure—delaying the 
relevant expenditure. Therefore, the government takes the federal money, puts it in the jam jar but does not 
spend that money on what it has agreed with the federal government that it will spend it on. That covers up the 
government’s emerging deficit problem, but that chicken will come home to roost later. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: These are some of your tricks! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: These are the government’s tricks! When we were in government, we prided ourselves on 
having an open, honest and accountable set of books. We did that even when it was to our political disadvantage. 
We never faced the need for an urgent motion to be debated on the question of a potential rort. We always had a 
surplus position; we did not have to fear admitting to a deficit. We did not have to go into deficit denial. Deficit 
denial is something that afflicts conservative governments in this state. The last time members opposite were in 
government, five out of eight budgets were in deficit and they denied every one of them! Another deficit is 
coming—the first since the last conservative government—and the government is in the process of fudging and 
denying that right now. This house has to debate this matter urgently so that we can stop it. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: If the Treasurer wants to debate it, he should tell his Leader of the House to agree to the 
suspension of standing orders and have the courage to debate it. The Treasurer needs to tell him that serious 
allegations have been made that have to be responded to—tell the Leader of the House that we need to have the 
debate! Get him to agree by way of interjection that we need to have that debate. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Do it on the eighteenth! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Do not talk to me; talk to the Leader of the House and tell him to agree to the suspension of 
standing orders. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I cannot do a deal with the Leader of the Opposition because the member for Rockingham 
will not allow it, but I can do a deal if the Leader of the Opposition sits. I will ensure that you — 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I think that once I have to take the Leader of the House on trust — 

Several members interjected. 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER: I am struggling with this concept! Shall I take him on trust? 

Mr C.C. Porter: Leader of the Opposition, seriously, do you think that the present mechanism for estimating the 
exchange rate of the value of the Australian dollar four years in is acceptable, or could it be improved? It is a fair 
question; we might agree to the debate if this matter is a point of debate. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I will answer the interjection. The six-week spot average rule has been applied in every 
budget that I can remember. Although there might be an argument that long-term forecasting could be improved, 
the six-week average is the best mechanism for the particular financial year that we are dealing with. Moreover, 
it is absolutely outrageous to change the forecasting method in the middle of a financial year!  

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: This is a midyear financial projections review—change it at the next budget and defend it at 
the next budget, if that is what the government wants to do, but do not come along in the middle of the budget 
year and say, “Oh dear, we’ve got a deficit; let’s do something quickly! Get onto the boffins and ask if they can 
change anything.” Yes, they can change the value of the Australian dollar assumption if the government insists. 
This government should face up to reality and take the political decisions that are necessary to take and not 
engage in false accounting, misrepresentation and reckless spending of money that it does not have, if it was 
honest about the state of the budget. 

Therefore, there are very good reasons that standing orders should be suspended so that we can have a debate on 
this issue. I hope that the Leader of the House will provide us with an opportunity. I will conclude by reminding 
people why this is so important. The budget was dodgy. The budget has been proved to be dodgy by debate in 
this house and by the financial projections review produced by the member for Victoria Park. It was a dodgy 
budget on so many different levels. If I had been the Treasurer who had introduced that budget, I would be 
ashamed of how dodgy it is. Now we are looking at a dodgy review of that same dodgy budget. This matter is 
urgent because we cannot have a government that is spending money it does not have, that is piling up risk after 
risk, all of which will come home to Western Australian families. We want to protect the services that Western 
Australian families are entitled to. We want to protect them from outrageous increases in family bills. If the 
government is misrepresenting the state of the finances, Western Australian families will pay a high price with 
lost services and high family bills. That is why it is urgent and why the Leader of the House should agree to the 
suspension.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [11.41 am]: I will not agree to the suspension.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: I knew we should not have trusted you. I was right.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is a stunt on behalf of the Labor Party on the last sitting day of Parliament. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: A cunning one. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Is it cunning to raise an issue of critical importance for the community? That’s what 
Parliament is about; that’s our job. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Oh, for goodness, sake — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Member for Armadale!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Why does not the member for Armadale just be quiet?  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am a man of my word and I said I will provide an opportunity for the opposition to make 
its points very clear. The appropriation bills scheduled to be debated today allow a wide ranging debate.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Did you tell the Treasurer you were bringing it on?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Will the member for Victoria Park please be quiet. They have been on the list for a long 
time. The member for Rockingham was aware last night — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Victoria Park should just be quiet. He is irrelevant; he is becoming more 
irrelevant day by day, he really is.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: My friend from Joondalup mumbles away. I do not always understand what he is saying, 
but never mind; he is not a bad bloke.  
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Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members on my left have been interjecting for over a minute now. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would dearly love to be able to get a sentence out. I seem to attract this antagonism from 
members opposite. Mr Acting Speaker —  

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Kwinana is becoming irrelevant as well. He speaks on every bill but not 
about the bills before the house and he is doing the same today.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: That’s the barrow boy; he has got out his barrow and is throwing a few stinking fish.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Did someone accuse the member for Armadale of being a fishwife? I think that was an 
insult to fishwives, quite frankly.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Oh, God; you’ve got powerful repartee; you’re incredible! Good God; that’s rapier-
like wit that’s penetrating —  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If only the member for Armadale would go doorknocking again because the more the 
people in Canning see her the more they will vote for our Don.  

Mr Acting Speaker, I seek your protection to allow me to get a sentence out without the continual verbal 
diarrhoea from members opposite.  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: My cheerleader, the member for Girrawheen, is spouting out now. She should be 
supporting me, as Colleen Egan thinks she does. Mr Speaker, please allow me — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is enough; that is two minutes now. other than the Leader of the House, I will 
call the next person who opens their mouth.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I will make my comments very brief. I have given an 
assurance to the Leader of the Opposition, because I trust him to take my word. Here is the deal: immediately 
after question time I will bring on the appropriation bills when members opposite can take as long as they like 
and they can say whatever outlandish things they like about me, the Treasurer, the Premier or the government. 
Those bills allow a wide ranging debate. I will bring them on straight after question time today, although it might 
miss the media opportunity, which is the reason for this suspension motion stunt. That is what this stunt is about, 
as the Leader of the Opposition knows. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Do you think Colleen Egan was right when she called you limp?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call the member for Armadale for the first time.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am offering in good faith an opportunity to have an extended debate on this issue during 
debate on the appropriation bills, because that is the most appropriate time.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call both the member for Midland and the Minister for Regional Development for 
the first time.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is a great deal in my view. Usually those bills would have come on later than 2.45 or 
3.00 pm, depending on how long we spend on questions without notice. I am prepared to bring on those bills 
immediately after question time so that the Leader of the Opposition, who is in a very precarious position at the 
moment as future leader because of those around him, can debate them. Saturday is an important day and the 
outcome might dictate his future. At the end of the day, can I say that that is a genuine offer—members opposite 
can speak to their heart’s content. I am sure members on our side will be very happy to take part in that debate.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: If I were the Treasurer, I would be a very worried man. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is the Leader of the Opposition prepared to let this go to a vote now? We will be voting 
against this motion to suspend standing orders; it is a waste of parliamentary time on the last sitting day. He can 
use that time during debate on the appropriation bills that I am prepared to bring on at three o’clock if he agrees 
to it now, otherwise it might be later in the day. If he wants debate on this matter, it can come on at 2.45 or three 
o’clock, at the end of question time, and members opposite can debate the bills to their hearts’ content. Is that a 
deal?  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not talking to the member for Victoria Park.  
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Mr E.S. Ripper: Sit down and the shadow Treasurer will respond.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am talking to the Leader of the Opposition, who should be the person making decisions 
for the opposition; I am not talking to his little fledglings on either side of him. He obviously cannot make that 
decision. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I did not mean that member; I meant the other one. We will not waste any more time on 
this stunt—that is all it is. If we go to a vote very quickly I will guarantee to bring on the appropriation bills 
straight after question time so that members opposite can have as much say as they want. Debate will not be 
limited to half an hour under the rules attached to a matter of public interest. They can have four or five hours if 
they want. We will stay here until they want to finish the debate.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You are offering to bring on legislation that you were going to bring on anyway.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was going to bring it on later, but the Leader of the Opposition wanted to debate it 
sooner.  

Mr C.C. Porter interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have played Santa many times because of my blond hair and because I used to have a 
more rotund tummy, but I have lost weight now. I like giving more than receiving. I am offering a gift now: 
2.45 pm so members opposite can debate to their heart’s content. We will not support wasting this morning on a 
stunt. The offer is there. It is up to the Leader of the Opposition to show whether he is the leader by agreeing to 
that.  

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [11.47 am]: Of course the opposition will not agree to what the Leader of 
the House just offered, and I will tell him why. The appropriation bills are not the sort of legislation to drop in on 
the house for a very quick debate, and the Treasurer knows that. He was not expecting this to be on today at all. 
On 4 November, Leader of the House, I wrote to the Treasurer’s chief of staff asking if he intended to bring this 
legislation on this year, and asking if I could have a briefing. I got no reply. The member for Rockingham 
received the Leader of the House’s letter with this legislation listed, I think, at numbers 12 and 13. I asked the 
Treasurer yesterday if I could have a briefing if he intended to introduce the appropriation bills yesterday or 
today. He said to me, “No; that’s next year, but you can have a briefing.” I said that if is to be introduced next 
year, I will wait until then. An hour and a half ago a staff member from the Treasurer’s office scuttled into my 
office saying, “Oh, apparently it is coming on.”  

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I spoke to him as well. He came into my office—I will get to the Treasurer in a minute—
saying that apparently the bills will be brought on, and asked whether I wanted a briefing. I was given two hours’ 
notice on the last sitting day of the year. The Treasurer then scuttles out of the Parliament saying, “I’ve got to 
speak to the Leader of the House; apparently it’s coming on; sorry, what I said to you yesterday doesn’t seem to 
be right.” He had no idea. The problem is that the Leader of the House has not been speaking to the Treasurer 
about how he intends to manage the business of the house. Otherwise on 4 November when I sought that briefing 
on this legislation, the Treasurer would have arranged it for me. I would have had a response from the 
Treasurer’s chief of staff with the appropriate briefing.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Why didn’t you ask me?  

Mr B.S. WYATT: You are not the Treasurer, dimwit! 

I sent an email to the Treasurer asking for a briefing in respect of this matter. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Will you take an interjection? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know he would like to be the Treasurer.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know he has a great fondness for the Treasurer, but perhaps he should tell him when he can 
bring on his legislation for debate in the house. The opposition will not agree to rushing through two years of 
appropriations—2007-08 and 2008-09. There is no way in the world that we will agree with that on the basis of 
some form of scrutiny or reasonable accountability that the Parliament should hold the government to. It is 
completely and utterly unreasonable. There is absolutely no way that the opposition will agree to this. The 
Treasurer knows that. The Treasurer was not expecting these appropriations bills to be brought on for debate 
until next year. However, the Leader of the House’s inability to manage the government’s business has left us in 
this position.  
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Mr R.F. Johnson: It is the minister’s responsibility to get legislation into the house. Once it is in the house it is 
my job to allocate when we will debate it. That is the way it works and that is the way it worked under the 
previous government. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Perhaps the Leader of the House should have let the Treasurer know. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Perhaps you should have spoken to me.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Until about an hour and a half to two hours ago the Treasurer had no idea the legislation was 
coming on for debate. It is his appropriation legislation and he had no idea it was coming on for debate. I took 
the Treasurer at his word yesterday when I asked him, “Are the appropriation bills coming on for debate; and, if 
so, can I have a briefing?” He said that I could have a briefing, but I had to wait until next year. I agreed with 
that.  

If the government is going to bring in appropriation legislation that will review in excess of $2 billion in 
spending, it cannot expect the opposition to agree to rush it through for the reason that the government requires it 
to pass through this house on the last sitting day of Parliament. It demonstrates that the Leader of the House has 
not managed the business of the house appropriately. It is completely and utterly unacceptable for the 
government to expect the opposition to debate that legislation now. The Leader of the House knows that. The 
opposition will not agree to that.  

I am stunned that the government will not agree to this suspension of standing orders. It is not unreasonable. The 
incompetence of the Leader of the House has been highlighted time and again by the member for Rockingham. 
Last week the Leader of the House resorted to this house debating the Premier’s Statement and now, on the last 
sitting day this year, we have a situation in which he is trying to cram through 13 pieces of legislation, including 
the appropriation legislation, which the Treasurer did not know would be debated. There is no way that we are 
accepting it. If the government votes against the suspension, be it on its head.  

Several members interjected.  

Question to be Put 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [11.53 am]: I move — 

That the question be now put.  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): The question is that the question be put. The question we are 
dealing with is the motion to suspend standing orders. All those in favour say aye; all those against say no. I 
believe the noes have it. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Acting Speaker, with all due deference I think you have — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: The Leader of the House is correct. The question is that the question be put. I 
believe the ayes have it. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Acting Speaker, I will call for a division, but you made a ruling in relation to the 
question being put. Am I to understand that you are withdrawing that ruling?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: My understanding, from the limited time I have had in the role of sitting in this 
chair, is that traditionally the Speaker calls in favour of the government. 

Mr M. McGowan: You didn’t do that. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Rockingham is correct. I made a mistake.  

Question to be Put Resumed 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I now say that I believe the ayes have it. 

Mr M. McGowan: Divide! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Division called, ring the bells.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 26 November 2009] 

 p9975c-9983a 
Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Mark McGowan; Acting Speaker; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr John McGrath 

 [8] 

Ayes (27) 

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

 

Noes (24) 

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

 

            

Pairs 

 Mr F.A. Alban Mr D.A. Templeman 
 Dr E. Constable Mr J.N. Hyde 
 Mr M.J. Cowper Mr W.J. Johnston 

Question thus passed.  

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion Resumed 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (25) 

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

Noes (28) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mr W.J. Johnston Mr F.A. Alban 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr M.J. Cowper 

Question thus negatived.  
 


