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Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2009 — Adjournment Debate 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: In respect of the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill, I am rising in fear and 
trepidation following Hon Ken Travers’ speech and the way in which he rose to his full height and threatened me 
with his finger across the chamber that if I do not do something, he will make sure that it happens and “you will 
do as I tell you”! I used to have a school principal like that once.  

Hon Barbara Scott interjected. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Exactly right. I felt like a little boy at school being admonished by the school 
principal who uses a cane when he cannot do anything else.  

However, I want to say this: in 2008 the Treasurer’s advance was for $750 million, which was far and away in 
excess of anything that had happened prior to that. The bill was read into this house on Wednesday, 19 March. 
The following week was a parliamentary break, and on Thursday, 3 April, the bill was brought on for the second 
reading debate and it was debated and passed in two and a half hours. The opposition took the view at the time 
that these bills need to be expedited because, as members know, the Treasurer’s authorisation bill is to provide 
the government with funds to conduct programs for which there was no appropriation. Because there was an 
election, this government has significantly different priorities from the previous government and therefore the 
previous government’s budget is not all that relevant to what we want to do. Interestingly, when a government 
brings in a Treasurer’s advance authorisation bill, it needs to put in the things it wants to spend the money on, 
but it cannot take off the things it is not going to spend. Therefore, if there were a net Treasurer’s advance 
authorisation figure, it could be quite different from the gross that the government is required to request by way 
of the authorisation.  

My view is that, on the basis of history, it is possible for this house to deal with the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill in one day, but that is not what I would normally seek to do. I thought that the bill would have 
arrived in this place yesterday. Members should be aware that it took three days to debate the bill in the 
Assembly. It dealt with nothing else but that bill, and debate had to be guillotined in the end so that the bill could 
be sent here for debate. We will also have a three-week recess after next week, so if we add those three weeks to 
next week, with another potential week after that when we come back, we may well find that the government 
runs out of money for some of the programs for which it is seeking approval under the Treasurer’s Advance 
Authorisation Bill. 

Hon Ken Travers said that the Treasurer could not say when the government would run out of money. The 
Treasurer could not say when it would run out of money for the simple reason that some of the demands for 
funds are demand driven—for example, the first home owner grant. The government has no control over how 
much money will be required for that scheme. I am told that at the moment it is running at $2 million a day and 
trending upwards. If this bill is not passed and the government runs out of funds, first home owner grants will 
have to cease, some salaries will have to not be paid, the seniors cost-of-living rebate will not be able to be paid 
and a number of other programs will not be funded. 

I am seeking from the house its support to deal with this bill next Thursday. I am quite happy to seek the 
agreement of the house to not deal with motions on notice and committee reports and to concentrate on and 
debate this particular bill on Thursday. If members want to sit Thursday night, that is entirely up to them. 
However, it is the government’s request that this matter be dealt with so that we do not create a set of 
circumstances in which the government may be unable to pay for a number of programs that are contained in the 
bill and may not be able to pay the salaries of some public servants simply because the funds are no longer 
available. 

This is a most unusual period, because we had an early election and the previous budget had only just come 
down when the election was held. It is quite an unusual Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill. However, the 
fundamental principle remains: the government is entitled to spend a certain proportion of the consolidated 
account without authorisation from Parliament, but it requires authorisation for the rest. If we do not get the 
money, we cannot spend it; and, if we cannot spend it, those programs will not be funded and some public 
servants will not be paid. I simply say to the opposition: there is plenty of time between now and Thursday for 
them to get their minds around this bill. The one week that is normally given for the consideration of bills has 
been provided. 

Hon Barry House: I’ve already organised a briefing for the opposition. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Good. History indicates that it is not out of the question for this house to deal with 
the bill on that particular day. I seek the opposition’s consideration of that matter. In the event that opposition 
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members are not prepared to agree to that proposition, and the government does not have the numbers in this 
house, the consequences will be a result of the opposition’s intransigence. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.32 pm 

__________ 

 
 
 
 
 


