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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2005 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 2) 2005 

Third Reading - Cognate Debate 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.37 pm]:  I move - 

That the bills be now read a third time. 

The PRESIDENT:  Honourable members, before I give the call to the Leader of the Opposition, I should point 
out that this is a cognate debate on orders of the day 76 and 77.  Notwithstanding that, I will put each question 
separately, as they are separate bills.  However, the debate will encompass both bills.  The first question I put is 
that the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 1) be read a third time.   

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [12.38 pm]:  The opposition 
will obviously support the third reading of the two budget bills.  However, I want to indicate to the house that we 
do so on the understanding that before the house rises this afternoon for the six-week break, we will deal with the 
formation of an estimates committee, or a title to that effect, and we will deal with the sessional orders that are 
proposed to be introduced when the house resumes in August.  I say to the Leader of the House that I am 
standing to indicate our support for the third reading, but it is on the understanding that those two issues will be 
dealt with today.  I do not know whether the Leader of the House can speak any more in this third reading 
debate.  The very emphatic nodding by the Leader of the House in the affirmative is enough of an indication to 
me that he will ensure that what I have asked to happen will in fact happen. 

Point of Order 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have a question to ask you, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT:  I am not sure whether the Leader of the House can ask a question of the President as such; 
perhaps he could raise the matter as a point of order. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I seek your advice, Mr President.  I am not the minister with carriage of these bills, but I 
have moved the third reading.  Can I therefore respond to the matters raised by Leader of the Opposition without 
closing the debate? 
The PRESIDENT:  The best solution would be for the Leader of the House to seek the leave of the house to 
make a response. 

Debate Resumed 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [12.40 pm] - by leave:  I thank you, Mr President, 
and honourable members for their courtesy.  I am pleased to confirm that the issues raised by the Leader of the 
Opposition are indeed the government�s intention.  We propose to put the question to the house regarding the 
establishment of the estimates committee, and we similarly propose to put the question to the house to resolve 
the issue of the sessional orders. 
Hon Norman Moore:  Will the government support both of those? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The government will support both questions.  I have arranged for the Leader of the 
Opposition, Hon Murray Criddle and Hon Giz Watson to be provided with a copy of the sessional orders motion.  
Two versions of that copy will be distributed.  The variation between the two is a swap of the one-hour timeslot 
that is assigned to the consideration of committee reports and government business between Wednesday and 
Thursday.  One version will show a two-hour time block for orders of the day on Wednesday afternoon and a 
one-hour timeslot for the consideration of committee reports on Thursday afternoon.  The original version had 
that order in reverse.  Two versions of the motion will be presented.  I hope that does not confuse members, who 
can consider either of those options.  We will support either proposal that the house determines to approve. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [12.42 pm]:  I rise on behalf of the Greens (WA) to support the 
third reading of the bill, albeit with some comments about the recent announcement to provide additional staffing 
to Legislative Assembly members, which will impact on the budget.  As I understand it, the money that is to be 
made available to increase staffing to Legislative Assembly members is not in the budget.  I ask the government 
to tell me whether I am wrong.  It seems that this surprise announcement, which is unbudgeted, is adding further 
insult to injury.  The Greens appreciate the comments that Hon Norman Moore made in the house earlier today 
regarding the workload the Greens are expected to bear to assist them to be part of the parliamentary process and 
to adequately deal with legislation.  It has been argued that Legislative Assembly members have a particular 
workload regarding their constituents, which is fine.  A case can be made that that additional resource should be 
allocated to members.  However, if decisions are to be made about the allocation of resources for parliamentary 
officers, they should be made by an independent body.  It is totally inappropriate for the Premier of the day to 
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distribute largesse to suit the advantage of whichever political party is in government.  That is exactly what has 
occurred in light of the Premier�s announcement yesterday.  Furthermore, it undermines the fairness of 
appropriations between members of Parliament.  As far as I can see, two classes of members will be created.  
The first class comprises members who represent lower house seats and the second class comprises members 
who represent the Legislative Council regions.  That is unacceptable.  We might have different workloads and 
duties, particularly to review legislation and to ensure it is for the most benefit of the community of Western 
Australia, but we all do that job diligently. 
The Premier was incorrect in saying that the increase in staffing levels provided to members of the Legislative 
Assembly was part of a recommendation of the Commission on Government.  In fact, the Commission on 
Government recommended that a full-time research officer should be provided to each member of Parliament; it 
did not recommend that an additional full-time research officer should be made available only to members of the 
Legislative Assembly.  As I understand it, the allocation is not specifically about additional research hours, but is 
about additional hours to be used in whatever way the member requires in either an electorate or a research 
capacity.  The government�s announcement is not in line with the Commission on Government�s 
recommendations. 
To conclude my comments on that point, I am seeking a response from the government about whether the 
additional $3 million has been budgeted for and, if so, where does it come from?  It is fascinating how a few 
million here or there can be found when there is a need to assist lower house members, the majority of whom are 
Labor Party members.  Other members of Parliament will be left to deal with the workload with 1.4 staff.  It has 
been made clear in the previous Parliament and in this Parliament that the Greens have a particularly large 
workload.  We are asking for nothing more than additional research capacity to be able to scrutinise legislation 
and to honestly say in this place that we have had an opportunity to understand the legislation before us and will 
therefore either vote for it or against it.  The Greens� workload has been significantly increased because we have 
only two members.  If we do not have the capacity to adequately scrutinise legislation, the government will just 
have to wait.  I am clearly putting the government on notice that the level of cooperation it has enjoyed to date 
from the Greens is about to come to an abrupt end.  Fortunately, I ran into the Premier earlier, and he knows that.  
However, it is important to put on the public record that, until members from both houses of Parliament are 
treated in a fair and equitable manner and their resources are allocated independently of political largesse, we 
will play a different role in the Legislative Council. 
Questions put and passed. 
Bills read a third time and passed. 
 


