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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Kate Doust) took the chair at 1.00 pm, read prayers and acknowledged country. 

PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — ELECTION COMMITMENTS 

Motion 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.03 pm]: I move — 

That this house expresses its concern at the McGowan government’s failure to fulfil its election commitments. 

It gives me no pleasure to move a motion of this character, but what has become patently obvious over the last 
several years is that although the McGowan government was in campaign mode, and very effectively so, in the 
lead-up to the March 2017 election, it really had no plan on how to govern. Some of its behaviour, and what we 
see exhibited in the other place, quite frequently, from members on the government benches, is from a government 
that still thinks it is in opposition, that still wants to attack the Liberal Party and the Nationals WA and is obsessed 
with throwing its weight around but does not really have a plan to get through all its election commitments. 

This could be part one of an occasional series, because another element to this is the commitments that have been 
made post-election, and that could fill a few books too, but I will focus on the election commitments. Because 
there are quite a number of them, I will focus primarily on ones that fall within my portfolio area of interest, which 
is that of the Department of the Attorney General, and not so much heritage, culture and the arts—that would take 
up too much time and it is not of immediate moment to most Western Australians; but simply on the justice side 
of the ledger, a fair bit can be said. 

We will start with the general commitments and go down to the particular commitments. The most general of all, 
of course, was the commitment to golden standards of transparency, accountability, responsibility, ethical behaviour 
and honesty. No doubt, members both on the government benches and non-government benches will have myriad 
examples in which the government has fallen short of that, but I will not trouble the government members to betray 
their side of politics by having to point them out. But, certainly, from this side of the chamber, and I suspect from 
the Greens’ perspective and those of the crossbenchers, we have seen numerous examples of the government 
failing to live up to those aspirations or commitments; failing to answer questions forthrightly and promptly; and 
prevarication and concealment of information and the like. 

I will pick a couple of examples. One example that has been quite troubling to this house is the constitutional issue 
that this house had to face with respect to the Corruption and Crime Commission and the manner in which the 
government, as the executive, has supported the Corruption and Crime Commission against the Parliament, and the 
difficulties of trying to get some information out of the government both at the ministerial level as well as from public 
sector officers. Members will have noted the number of times I had to ask questions of our Attorney General—our 
first law officer—to try to squeeze some information out of him. It took over half a dozen questions, asked in 
a variety of ways, before he finally admitted that he had leaked information that had come to him in his capacity 
as the Attorney General from the State Solicitor’s Office, which was then acting for the government—the executive. 
The executive solicitors had passed on information, quite properly, to the Attorney General so that he knew what 
was going on, and then he decided to use that in a political fashion by leaking it to a journalist. He still would not 
tell us who it was; it probably does not matter much. But the fact is that he tried to cover that up by saying that it 
was a piece of correspondence that was ultimately tabled, but he did not know that it was going to happen at the 
time that he did it. I have never had to contemplate that I would need to cross-examine, albeit with difficulty and 
at distance, the first law officer of Western Australia in the manner that I would have to do to an accused in a court, 
to try to finally get a straight answer and an honest answer out of him, and that is, frankly, disgraceful. He has 
dealt with this in a partisan way when he should be the government’s conscience in constitutional matters. It was 
almost impossible to even try to get some information on how many resources and what level of public servants 
were being engaged to go through confidential information to see whether it was privileged. The information was 
eventually revealed, but he had no reason to cover it up with claims of legal professional privilege.  

That is one example. More recently, I raised a number of questions with the Minister for Transport about the 
unauthorised use of personal information from employees of the Public Transport Authority being leaked to a union, 
to try to find out whether any action is being taken against the people responsible. All I keep being told is that the 
police were liaised with or the police were alerted to that. The police say that they were never given a referral to 
investigate the matter. I will go on further with that, but it is unfortunate that I have had to ask three questions so 
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far in order to get that far. Then, of course, there was the Premier’s refusal to answer questions on the constitutional 
matter I have referred to about the involvement of members of his office and his understanding of what was going 
on and what they were doing, so there is that. 

We will get down to a few more particulars. There was the “no new taxes” pledge that there would be no increase 
in taxes. Members will recall that the Premier, then the Leader of the Opposition, was quite adamant about that. 
There will be no new taxes on Western Australians—full stop. Labor pledged that if it was elected, there would 
be no new taxes on Western Australians or increase in taxes on Western Australians—full stop. Since then, we 
have had two attempts to introduce a gold tax, one that the Premier only a matter of years before was condemning 
as a tax that would inevitably cost jobs and destroy industry, but that he was quite happy to introduce when he was 
Premier. He has introduced a foreign investment tax and a 10 per cent Uber tax. He has increased payroll taxes, 
and it has been calculated that every Western Australian is about $850 a year worse off through utility charges and 
the like. Now we have heard that as a result of the great strategy to deal with the coronavirus, there will be a freeze 
on increases of taxes and charges. That is like saying to someone who has already paid both arms and both legs, 
“We’re about to gut you, but we won’t, because there is an election coming up, so we will restrain ourselves from 
doing that, and we won’t gut you earlier, in order to provide a stimulus over a difficult period that we are encountering 
over something that is beyond anyone’s control.” I thank the government very much. It is restraining from taking 
the last pound of flesh from Western Australians. This is against a background of alleged budget repair, at a time 
of health crisis, when $13 million is being paid to a company called Serco to not provide services in one of our 
hospitals. It is incredible. That, I suppose, is keeping an election commitment, at least to United Voice. I do not 
think anyone else was very interested in it, but United Voice certainly was, and it is being paid with taxpayers’ money 
in order to get its own way. That is $13 million as a one-off payment; we can forget about the other $8 million 
a year for the next 10 years to not do something. So much for the promise of no new increases of taxes and charges. 
There was a promise about not privatising or selling off assets. Well, we have seen what has happened there. It is 
different when it is a union-based organisation, but when it comes to things like Landgate and public information, 
that can easily be flogged off. So much for that. 

I turn now to more specific matters within my area of portfolio responsibility. One of the most obvious occurred shortly 
after the election, when legislation was introduced to amend the Misuse of Drugs Act. Members will recall that 
we had a debate about that in 2017, when the government increased penalties for certain methamphetamine-based 
trafficking offences to life imprisonment. So far, so good. I am not going to get into a debate about whether mandatory 
minimum sentences of imprisonment are a good or bad idea. The fact remains that when the Premier was in 
opposition, he committed to that. He was asked by a journalist shortly after the Liberal Party had announced that 
initiative whether he agreed with it, and, of course, he was casting about for anything that would look as though 
he had a law and order policy, so he said that he would support it. More than that: he was asked whether he would 
implement mandatory sentencing, and he replied that he had said he supported what they were doing—that is, what 
the Liberal Party was announcing. Journalists pressed him on whether he would do it. He said, “I’m saying yes, 
that’s what I am saying.” He was asked again whether he would implement, and Mr McGowan said, “I’m saying 
yes.” We know what happened to that; that was abandoned pretty damn quickly. That was not in the amendments 
to the Misuse of Drugs Act, and the best reason we were given was that it simply was not Labor Party policy. I thank 
the government very much. To say and commit to something like that and simply abandon it was either a deliberate 
lie—knowing that it would not be fulfilled—or a negligent one. That is not the only time that it has been done, but 
that is one example. 

Let us go through the “Law Reform Initiatives”. It is an illuminating document, and I have already had occasion to 
talk about the manner in which it is framed, not only grammatically, but also as a technical understanding of what it 
is referring to. It seems to use some descriptions of various elements of the criminal justice system in a rather loose 
fashion, but, in fairness, some of the commitments that are placed in there have to one degree or another been fulfilled 
or are being attended to, so credit where it is due. One of them was about protecting victims of family and domestic 
violence. There is a number of very vague terms that pick up on things that have been dealt with by the Law Reform 
Commission when it reviewed family violence at the instruction of the Barnett government. One of the commitments 
was to amend section 281 of the Criminal Code to extend the maximum prison sentence for assault resulting in death 
in circumstances of aggravation to 20 years. That is interesting, because that was pronounced in January 2017. That 
amendment had already gone through before Parliament was prorogued late in 2016, but I will leave that aside. 

There is reference to “Post sentence detention for violent offenders”. The policy states — 

WA Labor will initiate a High Risk Offenders Board to initiate action which would work in the same way 
as orders of detention or supervision apply to serious dangerous sex offenders. 

… 

The function of the High Risk Offenders’ Board will be to receive — 

Not just general reports on how to manage prisoners at large, but — 

reports on prisoners nearing the end of their sentence, who were convicted of … 
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Various offences. The document continues — 

The High Risk Offenders Board, having assessed someone as being of high risk of re-offending in like 
manner and therefore presenting a high risk of danger to the community upon release, will ask the 
Director of Public Prosecutions to seek an order from the Supreme Court … 

Of course, we have had the legislation before us. We have been debating that. Even though the government says that 
we may argue that it is inconsistent with the commitment, it is patently, plainly inconsistent with the commitment. It 
had not been thought through; it was just thrown out there as something to tease the public and attract attention, but, 
of course, in the sober light of day, and actually understanding how the system works, we do not need a High Risk 
Offenders Board. We have an informal triaging system, which has been in place for over a decade, doing what this 
commitment claimed it was going to achieve, and the Director of Public Prosecutions is still doing the job that the 
director is meant to do. It is another election commitment not fulfilled but dressed up in a different way in order 
to achieve a different end. We know that the High Risk Offenders Board is not actually going to do what it was 
claimed it was meant to do. 

The no body, no parole law, yes, I accept that that was passed, but, again, it made no material difference to the 
way that offenders who had not revealed the location of their deceased victims were being dealt with by the 
Prisoners Review Board anyway. A big tick there for having done something—having taken up Parliament’s time 
and achieved an election commitment that made no material difference to anything. 

The Labor Party also promised to “Introduce changes to the dangerous sex offender laws to protect the community”. 
We have been through all this. The commitments were quite specific. The commitment was that a Labor government 
would ensure that someone to be released under the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act—now the High Risk 
Offenders Bill—would need to satisfy the court that they will comply with each and every condition stipulated by 
the Supreme Court as part of a community supervision order. They would have to demonstrate that they can be trusted 
to obey all the requirements and provisions of the community supervision order. That is not the case. We are in 
the middle of dealing with amendments to try to hold the government true to its commitment and it has fallen far 
short of that standard. We are told that there are reasons for that, but we have not been favoured with any legal 
advice or any real analysis of why. 

The next law reform initiative of the Labor Party was — 

WA Labor will cease the immediate re-release into the community by providing that there will be no bail 
applicable to dangerous sex offenders against whom there is a credible allegation they have breached 
a Community Supervision Order. This means they will remain in custody until the allegation of breach 
has been dealt with by the Supreme Court. 

That is not what the legislation that was passed in either 2017 or 2018 or the High Risk Offenders Bill will do. 

Another WA Labor initiative was — 

Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research 

WA Labor will partner with a University to establish a Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research … 

It has been three years now; we are told that it is a work in progress. 

Here is a beauty — 

Law Reform Commission should be an independent body 

This is an example of how Labor sets up a straw man just to knock him down and then takes credit for it as an 
achievement. The law reform initiatives of WA Labor states — 

A truly independent Law Reform Commission is vital to the development and reform of law in 
Western Australia. 

• A McGowan Labor Government will restore — 

No less — 

the independence of the Western Australian Law Reform Commission and task it to report on 
various matters of current sentencing policy. 

There are two things. It claimed that the Barnett Liberal government had “seriously downgraded the Western Australian 
Law Reform Commission” and “hampered it in providing its vital role to Government”. How it did that is not 
specified. At the time the now Attorney General said that because the Law Reform Commission’s support services 
were provided by the Department of the Attorney General, it was no longer truly independent and somehow its 
work was compromised. That is fascinating. What has this government done about it? Absolutely nothing. 

During the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations annual report hearings I asked about what 
had been done to promote that election commitment, and I was told, “Nothing”. Bearing in mind it is an 
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independent statutory authority anyway, the Attorney General had signed a charter saying, “You’re independent.” 
There we go! That is hardly restoring independence. That was an election commitment, and he has done nothing. 
He has set up this bogey, this shadow, only to do nothing about it because there is nothing to be done, and the evidence 
is that there have been no changes to arrangements and that the department, through its policy team, provides support 
to the Law Reform Commission—I would have thought that might affect independence—and that otherwise all 
the administrative work for the commission is being done by the department. Indeed, when we come to the sort of 
work that it should be doing, in its policy platform the Labor Party stated — 

Under the Liberal–National Government the ad hoc approach to the development of criminal law has seen 
us experience the most serious and sustained crime wave seen in Western Australia in a generation. 

I do not recall people being robbed in the shops every day or the sort of stuff that we have been reading in the 
paper happening under a Liberal–National government. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [1.24 pm]: I rise to indicate that the 
government will not support this motion. But I do love it when Hon Michael Mischin gets on the roster for either 
motions on notice or non-government business, because it is a little bit like being hit with a wet lettuce. It is lazy 
politics writ large from the shadow Attorney General, whose reputation, I have to say, when he was Attorney General 
was of someone who did not complete very much. 

I want to talk about two things that are related to the motion on the notice paper today around the delivery of our 
election commitments in his electorate in particular. I want to talk about what we are doing in the North Metropolitan 
Region and then I want to talk a little more about some of the other things that we are doing as part of a government 
that gets on and does things. 

In respect of matters in the honourable member’s electorate of North Metropolitan Region, we have begun construction 
on the $50 million upgrade to Balcatta Senior High School; converted classrooms into science laboratories at primary 
schools across the North Metropolitan Region; started construction on a $5 million upgrade at Wanneroo Secondary 
College, including a new sports hall and improvements to the tennis courts; provided $400 000 to Tapping Primary 
School for improvements; committed $20.7 million to build a new Burns Beach primary school, which will open in 
2022 and accommodate 430 students from kindy to year 6; committed $2.5 million to upgrade Kinross College, with 
construction to start this year; committed $1.6 million for an early intervention centre for families at Kinross Primary 
School, with construction commencing this year; provided $5 million for the performing arts centre at Ocean Reef 
Senior High School, which is set to open this year and which I visited a few weeks ago and it is looking fantastic; 
committed $5 million for the performing arts centre at Belridge Secondary College, construction of which begins 
this year; delivered urgent care clinics at Brookside Medical Centre in Wanneroo, which will allow people with 
non-life-threatening but urgent medical needs to get care in their community; begun the planning for the $256.7 million 
redevelopment of Joondalup Health Campus, including additional mental health beds, emergency department bays 
and inpatient beds to support the emergency department expansion; provided $11.21 million for specialist alcohol 
and drug staff at WA hospitals, including Joondalup Health Campus, to help reduce the scourge of violence and 
aggression at public hospitals; opened the brand-new 12-bed stroke unit at Joondalup Health Campus to provide 
patients with earlier specialist stroke rehabilitation and comprehensive care; delivered the 10-bed mental health 
observation area at Joondalup Health Campus to improve mental health services; allocated $457 000 over four years 
for the methamphetamine peer education program; committed $16.5 million for the widening of Mitchell Freeway 
between Hutton and Cedric Streets, where work is expected to be finished by September this year; committed 
$40 million to widen Mitchell Freeway southbound between Cedric and Vincent Streets; are progressing the 
Stephenson Avenue extension project with $60 million worth of funding; provided $750 000 to complete the 
construction of a roundabout at the intersection of Erindale Road and Boya Way; commenced planning for 
improvements to the intersection at Morley Drive and Wanneroo Road; delivered $1.5 million to upgrade 
Robinson Reserve, including picnic areas, barbecues, extra parking, toilets and a playground; commenced early 
works on the Metronet Yanchep rail extension, which will add 14.5 kilometres of rail to the existing Joondalup line; 
committed $30 million to complete the widening of Wanneroo Road to a dual carriageway between Joondalup Drive 
and Flynn Drive; commenced construction on the Wanneroo Road–Joondalup Drive interchange; commenced 
construction on the Wanneroo Road–Ocean Reef Road interchange project; and completed the $23 million widening 
of Marmion Avenue to Yanchep. I could go on and on and on about the things happening in the North Metropolitan 
Region, but I want to talk about other things with respect to this motion. 

Of course, the most important election commitment that we made was to fix the state’s finances, and we have done 
it. That has put us, I think, in a really strong position to handle what is going to happen in this state over the next 
few months. Having the state’s finances in good order means that we are able to deal with the things that are going 
to happen over the next few months in Western Australia. We will be able to provide assistance to those who need it 
as we work our way through what is a troubling time now and what I know will continue to be a period of considerable 
stress for our community. We are only in the position we are because we made a very deliberate election commitment 
to fix the state’s finances after they were left in the most parlous of states. We will see that we are in a position 
now to provide assistance to ensure that those who need it most get that kind of assistance. 
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I want to talk a little about some of the things we are doing in my portfolio in particular. In addition to the election 
commitments in North Metropolitan Region around school infrastructure that I just talked about, we are doing a lot 
of things. I will go through some of the election commitments but I will talk about some of the things that were 
not election commitments but are a sign of good government in my portfolio. One election commitment was 
that we would freeze TAFE fees. The previous government’s decision put TAFE beyond the reach of many 
ordinary Western Australian families, something they assumed would be available for their children—that is, 
the opportunity to get a high-quality qualification from the training sector. We froze those fees, and then because 
we had been in a position to correct the financial mess that was left to us, we were subsequently able to further 
reduce TAFE fees by 50 per cent for 34 high-priority qualifications, putting TAFE back within the reach of 
ordinary families.  
I have met with some of the students who are undertaking training at our TAFE colleges and in the training sector 
since we introduced those fees, and the stories of those people are amazing. There are people who are able to 
undertake study and gain a formal qualification who would not have been able to do so in any way if we had not 
made the decision to reduce those fees by 50 per cent. There are people who are studying now who will get 
qualifications in the areas that our state is going to need more than ever over the next few months only because 
of that decision. Equally, it was not an election commitment, but looking at what we needed to do to ensure that 
we continued to provide job opportunities to Western Australians, an announcement was made last year in October 
or November to add on top of our normal spend on school maintenance an additional $200 million to ensure 
that every single public school across Western Australian has addressed the maintenance issues that they 
have identified. 
One of our election commitments was $12 million to convert classrooms into science labs. That has gone 
outstandingly well and has been amazingly received by those schools who were part of that. We worked early on 
with South Metropolitan TAFE and Rio Tinto to deliver two brand-new automation courses to be offered for the 
first time this year for students wanting to study automation. We have led the nation in the delivery of that, taking 
advantage of what we have in Western Australia, which is a resource industry that is used to having to innovate 
and that has the capacity and the financial willingness to contribute its own money to work with South Metropolitan 
TAFE to develop those courses. 
The government has introduced the Jobs and Skills WA Employer Incentive scheme to support employers with 
the cost of taking on apprentices and new trainees. We have introduced—it is not an election commitment but it 
was needed and will continue to be needed—a plan to tackle violence in our schools. We have expanded something 
that many have tried to for 20 years and have not be able to succeed; namely, the Building and Construction 
Industry Training Fund levy to the resources sector, and that is operating now. 
We are delivering new primary schools, with countless upgrades and expansions to campuses and hundreds of 
millions of dollars being spent on schools. The government introduced the direct-to-market maintenance model 
for schools. Something else that was not an election commitment but was a great idea by the Western Australian 
Council of State School Organisations, which is the body that represents P&C organisations, is the P&C day to 
acknowledge parents who support their public schools. We added 123 FTE for level 3 teachers, 300 FTE to education 
assistants and 52 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander education officers to provide assistance in the classroom 
for children who need a little more assistance. 
The reason we are in a position to respond in such a strong and rigorous manner to the public health crisis that 
confronts us internationally is the strength of our public health system. Since day one this government has worked to 
ensure that it is the very best it can be. We have transformed our health sector to ensure that Western Australia has 
an effective and affordable system and makes the most of the talented professionals who work in it. Our GP urgent 
care clinics are providing better care to patients while reducing pressure on our emergency rooms. This year 
construction begins on the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital as well as the state’s first medihotel as part of 
the Murdoch health and knowledge precinct. Construction will start this year on work at Peel Heath Campus as 
well as upgrades to Geraldton Health Campus and Collie Hospital. Tendering is underway for the brand-new 
hospital in Newman. 
Hon Nick Goiran: These are the things you haven’t done. Aren’t you supposed to be telling us about the things 
that you have done? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: The honourable member knows that these are time-limited contributions and I am pretty 
confident—maybe I am wrong—that people from the member’s side want to speak on this as well, considering 
the motion came from that side. If I can keep my time under what is allocated to me, I will. 
Hon Nick Goiran: That is because you don’t have enough material. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: If the member stops interjecting — 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: All right, if the member wants me to take the whole time, I will. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Minister. The minister has made a very valid point. It does not help when I call order 
and people keep talking. If you want to seek the call and talk about this subject, seek the call, but let the minister 
continue making her remarks. She has just under eight minutes to go. Minister. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Thank you very much, Madam President. This year will also see the completion of the 
Northam Health Service redevelopment and 11 remote Indigenous health clinics. Planning will also continue on 
a new women’s and babies’ hospital for Western Australia to replace King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women 
and in mental health we will see the opening of the Bunbury step-up, step-down facility and the Butler community 
mental health service centre. 

With respect to crime—this issue was raised by the honourable member who moved the motion—there are more 
police on the street; the new meth border force; Target 120; the unexplained wealth legislation; methamphetamine 
rehabilitation prisons; better equipment for police; new domestic violence laws; tougher dangerous sexual 
offender laws — 

Hon Nick Goiran: You haven’t passed the bill yet. What new laws? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Madam President. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Minister, we all know that interjections are very unruly. Minister, I encourage you to 
just ignore them and reference your discussion to me, please. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Thank you, Madam President. Now, where was I up to? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: New domestic violence laws. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Thank you. I continue: there are also multiple murderer laws; no body, no parole laws; and 
Operation Heat Shield. There is less crime in Western Australia compared with what we inherited—less crime in 
the city, less crime across the regions and less crime across Western Australia. 

In terms of the environment, on 1 June this year Western Australian’s container deposit scheme will come into 
effect. The plastic bag ban has already seen a reported 30 per cent drop in plastic bags as litter. Work also continues 
on our commitment to increase the conservation state in Western Australia by five million hectares as outlined in 
“Plan for Our Parks”. This year Western Australia will release its climate change policy and also continue to work with 
the commonwealth to establish an environmental approvals bilateral agreement to fast track major project approvals. 

One of the points that the honourable member made in his contribution was the decision around Fiona Stanley Hospital. 
I do not have the Hansard in front of me because he made his comments only a few moments ago, but as I wrote 
it down, he said, “I do not think anyone other than United Voice is interested in that issue.” The honourable member 
will not be back on that side after the next election, but here is why the people on his side will remain on that side: 
if they genuinely think that the people of Western Australia are not interested in the privatisation of hospital services, 
they need to think again. They need to think again because people do not like it—they never liked it—and that was 
one of the reasons the previous government was not re-elected.  

Ordinary Western Australians did not like it when the former government talked about the privatisation of 
Western Power, and when it literally went out and privatised health services and hospital services. Western Australians 
rejected that, and they will keep rejecting that. So, frankly, long may Hon Michael Minchin reign in continuing to 
make contributions like the one that he made. If that is what he thinks, it demonstrates that he is still out of touch with 
the Western Australian community, so long may he hold those thoughts. Members opposite will not get themselves 
elected back into government if they continue to support the privatisation of hospital services—they will not. 

On every measure, this government is delivering. It is hard. Nobody says it is easy. It is hard, and we have had to 
make some difficult decisions. There are difficult decisions ahead of us all as we deal with the current public health 
crisis that is confronting the world. But this government has made the hard decisions. It has put the finances in the 
right order so that we will be able to tackle those issues. We are delivering on our election commitments. We are 
working hard every day to do that. That is something the previous government again lost sight of. It made election 
commitments, and, within weeks of being re-elected, it dumped them. That is something that Western Australians 
are not going to forget. I am going to make sure than I remind Western Australians every day — 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Keep going! I really hope that Hon Michael Mischin gets to be in charge of motions on 
notice and non-government business more regularly. 

The PRESIDENT: The question is that the motion be agreed to. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: When Hon Peter Collier’s colleagues are quiet, I will give him the call. 
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HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [1.41 pm]: It gives me a great 
deal of pleasure to stand in support of this motion. I have to say at the outset that I am completely staggered at the 
vacuous response from the Leader of the House. I am surprised at the outset — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We have just heard the Leader of the House complain incessantly about interjections, 
so members opposite should respect their leader’s wishes. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I would like to hear what the Leader of the Opposition has to say. I am sure he is going 
to get on and talk about the actual motion in front of us. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will, without interjection, thanks, Madam President. 

The PRESIDENT: Thank you. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Having said that, I am staggered that the Leader of the House stood up when she did. 
Surely she could have let a few other members make a contribution and then respond. That response was completely 
irresponsible. We normally get from the Leader of the House a complaint about how Hon Michael Mischin has an 
infatuation with the Attorney General. Then she tells me my response is always shrill. Then she carries on about 
the former Liberal–National government ad infinitum; that is all we hear about. As we keep saying, she is going 
for the BTL award—“Blame the Libs”—and she is well ahead after today’s contribution. Then she carries on about 
the financial management of the state. 

The motion is about the government breaking its election promises. I would have liked to talk about election promises 
as opposed to this tirade of so-called achievements that were already in train. I just say that a litany of promises were 
broken and completely ignored. The number one promise was, of course, about the finances. Everyone knows that 
without the floods in Brazil and the escalation in iron ore prices, and the magnificent GST solution from the federal 
Liberal government—were it not for those two variables—the current Labor government would still be in deficit—
it would be, without a shadow of a doubt. The Treasurer will acknowledge that. Without those two variables, the 
budget would be in deficit. 

We all have a challenge facing us now. You guys in government have a very real challenge in terms of where you 
are with the budget. I remind members that two months after we won government in 2008, we had the global financial 
crisis. We instituted a stimulus package and, as a direct result of that, we had a boom. I hope members opposite 
will not just hover along and say they have this so-called surplus—because it is a phoney surplus—and will govern 
effectively and efficiently. 

Let us look at some policies that were evidently broken promises. I was staggered at the gall of the Leader of the 
House when she talked about $270 million for Joondalup Health Campus. That is absolute garbage. Do members 
know how much money—how many dollars—this mob opposite has contributed to Joondalup Health Campus? 
Does anyone know? 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: Zero! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will accept this interjection from a fellow member for North Metropolitan Region, 
Hon Tjorn Sibma, a very learned gentleman. He got it right first cop—zero. Not one dollar. Every single dollar that 
is in the government’s budget for the Joondalup Health Campus project is federal money. The government has not 
contributed one cent to that project. It has broken that promise. 

The next broken promise is medihotels. I have mentioned this before. The Leader of the House talked about the 
medihotel at Murdoch. How many sods have been turned on the three medihotels thus far? How many ounces of soil 
has the government turned on the medihotels after over three years in government? Not one ounce; not one thing. 
Nothing has been done on the medihotels. Had the government kept that promise, how valuable would those 
medihotels be now in this moment of crisis? They would be very valuable. What I am saying is that it is all good 
and well to point the finger, but the issue with those medihotels is massive. It is a clear and unambiguous breaking 
of a promise. 

Let us look at this. Members should not take my words for it; they should take the Premier’s words for it. On 
Saturday, 4 February 2017, Mark McGowan, the now Premier, said in a media release — 

A McGowan Labor Government will invest $167 million to expand the Joondalup Health Campus 

• A Medihotel and an Urgent Care Clinic will be delivered for the northern suburbs 

• 90 additional public beds, up to 30 new mental health beds and eight new operating theatres 

He made that commitment a month before the election. 
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On 24 June 2017, Premier Mark McGowan signed a statement of intent with Ramsay Health Care. He made the 
promise before the election, and immediately after the election he reinforced it and said that he was going to keep his 
promise. An article headed “Northern suburbs residents to benefit from the Joondalup hospital expansion” states — 

As part of the McGowan Government’s commitment to put patients first, an Urgent Care Clinic will be 
established at Joondalup Health Campus to treat patients who are assessed as non-urgent and help reduce 
pressure on the emergency department. 
A medihotel will also be built to free up more hospital beds and improve patient flow. 

He reinforced that as Premier. That was then tweeted by one of his minions at Dumas House. It continues — 
We’re putting patients first in the northern suburbs. 
We’ve signed a Statement of Intent at Joondalup Health Campus to get our $167 million expansion plan 
underway. 
And there won’t just be a Medihotel, which will free up hospital beds and improve patient flow. 

He says that consistently. He says over and over again that the government is committed to a medihotel at Joondalup. 
That was the promise, and he repeated it. 
On 11 July 2017, Hon Roger Cook, Minister for Health, put out a statement headed “State Government to deliver 
WA’s first Medihotel at Murdoch”. It states in part — 

Work will begin on Western Australia’s first Medihotel next year with the facility expected to open next 
door to Fiona Stanley Hospital by 2021. 

That was in 2017, and the Minister for Health said work would begin the following year, which was 2018. Not 
one nail has been hammered in. Not one element of that project took place in 2017–18, and neither did it in 2019—
not one thing. It remains dormant. 
I then asked a couple of questions without notice. The federal Turnbull–Morrison government gave its $160 million 
for that project. There was still not one cent from the government, even though it likes to lay claim to it. I heard 
the Premier say on radio 6PR that the government has $160 million in the budget for Joondalup Health Campus. 
It is not the government’s money. It is now, of course, but it came from the federal government. The federal 
government provided it. I would like to assume that after three years there might be some progress on medihotels. 
On 19 February 2020, I asked — 

I refer to the government’s commitment to build medihotels. 
(1) Has construction started on the medihotel at Murdoch? 
(2) If no to (1), when is construction expected to start? 
(3) When is the medihotel at Murdoch expected to take its first patients? 
(4) What are the expected annual operating costs for the Murdoch medihotel? 
(5) What other medihotels will be built and when will construction commence on those medihotels? 

Mindful that the Labor Party committed to three medihotels, at Joondalup, Royal Perth Hospital and Murdoch, 
I asked whether construction had started. The answer was no. I asked when construction was going to start. The 
answer was — 

Construction on the medihotel at Fiona Stanley Hospital, Murdoch, is planned to commence in the second 
half of 2020 and be completed in late 2022. 

It will start taking patients in late 2022. It was meant to be 2020, but it still has not started. My last question asked 
where the other medihotels will be, mindful that in opposition and in government the Labor Party committed to three: 
at Joondalup, Royal Perth Hospital and Murdoch. The last answer states — 

A medihotel is being built at Royal Perth Hospital with construction due to commence in the second half 
of 2020. 

What is the problem with that? There is no Joondalup medihotel. The government has directly broken a promise. 
Just last week I asked — 

(1) What is the expected start date for construction of the Murdoch medihotel? 
(2) What are the specific reasons for the delay to the project? 

The answer was — 
Construction on the medihotel at Fiona Stanley Hospital is planned to commence in the second half of 2020. 

What is the reason for the delay? The parliamentary secretary answered — 
Appropriate due diligence to develop the design and scope of services has led to a delay in the original 
time line for the project. 
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She has to be joking. The Labor Party knew about this 12 months before the election. Now we are in the last 
quarter of the current electoral term and the government still has not done one thing. No-one will be in a medihotel 
anywhere in Western Australia until at least 2023. If we are lucky, it will be at Murdoch. There has been no start 
at Royal Perth Hospital and no start at Joondalup. That is a completely unambiguous break of a promise. 
The Labor Party has played scratched records about transparency, secrecy et cetera from the previous government. 
It went into the election no better, and every time we have one of these debates, I say the words of the now Premier. 
On 18 June 2016, he stated — 

“The public interest must come first, transparency must come first, openness must come first. 
The only problem is that that lasted until 11 March 2017. From 12 March 2017, that completely went out the window. 
I have, unfortunately, a litany of examples of when, quite frankly, the current government has given Parliament, 
this chamber in particular, a single-finger salute to transparency and openness. It honestly does not care. It treats 
the Legislative Council with complete contempt. That starts from the top down, and has permeated through the 
ministry, advisers, parliamentary secretaries and the party itself. I have dozens of examples. We could have these 
motions all year and we would not get through a quarter of the examples. At this very moment, since the Labor 
government came to power, McGowan government ministers have issued section 82 notices in Parliament 55 times. 
In the entire first term of the Barnett government, there were 12. We still have 12 months to go with this government. 
One issue that the government cannot seem to get right is conflicts of interest. One particular conflict of interest, 
members will be aware, was with the Albany Carnegie wave project. I pursued that relentlessly, because that was 
fraught from its inception. Without a shadow of a doubt, the Minister for Regional Development had a conflict of 
interest in that project, and a lot of that is why it went belly up. It should never have got the contract in the first 
place. I asked the Premier — 

Has any minister declared a conflict of interest or a perceived conflict of interest in Carnegie … 
The response was no. A few months later, I asked whether there was any conflict of interest with the rock lobster 
industry, when that all went pear-shaped for the government—again, another broken promise. The response I had 
to that was that declarations under the Ministerial Code of Conduct are treated as cabinet-in-confidence, in the 
same way they were under the previous administration. Why can the government answer me about Carnegie, but 
not the rock lobster industry? Obviously, someone who answered the question on Carnegie was not working in the 
Premier’s office anymore. He did the wrong thing. The Premier signed off on it and gave it to me, and then the 
government cannot give an answer on the rock lobster industry. If the government is going to have a standard, at 
least be consistent. We wonder why. 
Trying to get FOIs out of this government is like extracting blood from a stone—it is just not possible. To get the 
FOIs on Carnegie took me years, not months. I put the first request in on 17 December and ended up getting it back 
76 days later. I had to narrow the scope on four occasions. It had extension, after extension, after extension and 
then I finally got it. That revealed a number of things about what took down the project. I have done about three or 
four of these, and every single time I have put FOIs to the Minister for Regional Development, the government has 
asked for an extension and to narrow the scope. It is constantly and consistently trying to get away from the facts 
and the truth. Do not take just my word from it. An opinion piece by Gary Adshead from 17 September 2018 states — 

On the issue of transparency and accountability in government, Premier Mark McGowan is trying to have 
his cake and eat it. 
“We will strengthen governance, accountability and transparency across government,”… 
“We will govern only in the interests of all Western Australians.” 
He loves talking the talk, but evidence is emerging that he is not walking the walk. 
Today The West Australian revealed the staggering number of occasions McGowan’s ministers have 
invoked something known as section 82 notices under the Financial Management Act 2006 to avoid 
answering questions in Parliament. 
Since coming to power … 18 months ago, the McGowan Government has used section 82 notices to 
block questions on almost 40 occasions. 

That is now 55, so it has gone up since then. The article continues — 
Compare that with the 67 times in total—across more than eight years in office—that the Barnett 
government relied on section 82 in refusing to provide answers. 
McGowan’s “gold standard” of openness has become rather opaque. 

I have plenty more to go on that one, and I will talk about that a little later. 
Let us look at the ministerial travel reports. Every single ministerial travel report that members opposite have 
tabled has been, on average, 182 days, or six months, late. Every single ministerial travel report has been late, and 
members opposite talk about openness and transparency. Do not take my word for it; members can check them. 
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Every single ministerial travel report was late. The first one was 257 days late, the second one was 165 days late, 
the third one was 180 days late and on it goes. Another one was 219 days late, another was 162 days late, another 
was 254 days late and so on. The average was 182 days, or six months, late. There are so many issues, but I will 
try to get through at least one more. 

What about questions? As I said, when we try to get answers out of this mob, it is absolutely impossible. I asked 
a question of the Minister for Lands — 

Given that nearly four months has passed since the minister gave a commitment to table the relevant 
sections of the contract with Land Services WA regarding privacy, will the minister now table the relevant 
sections of the contract; and, if not, why not? 

I asked that just a couple of weeks ago. The response states — 

The process to table the documents required under the relevant legislation is currently being worked through. The 
documents are close to being finalised and then will be tabled as soon as possible. It has now been five months 
and I still have not got them. It is the same with the contract for Volvo buses. I have asked about that over and 
over again — 

I refer to question without notice 1099, asked on Thursday, 26 September 2019; 

It refers to other questions asked on other dates. The question continues — 

(1) Given that close to five months have now passed since the question was first asked, has the 
minister had the opportunity to review the documents? 

(2) If yes, will the minister table the documents; and, if not, why not? 

What was the response? It was — 

(1)–(2) The minister is still considering the matter. 

That was six months late. This goes on and on. These guys make Monty Python look like rank amateurs. The 
next one, which is about the Auditor General and the tabling of the Metronet Taskforce minutes, is a beauty. The 
Minister for Transport has a PhD in secrecy. I basically get the hand every time. I have been asking about the 
Metronet Taskforce minutes for almost two years. In the first one, I was told that the minister is seeking further 
advice on the issue. I asked the same question over and again but I kept getting the same response. I was told that 
the minister is seeking advice on tabling the minutes. In another answer, I was told — 

As the minister stated on 14 March 2019, advice has been sought from the Department of Transport, the 
Public Transport Authority and the State Solicitor’s Office. Further advice is being sought and a response 
will be provided in due course. 

That was on 20 March 2019. Do members know what the minister did? She gave up trying to answer my questions. 
When I finally asked the last question on 19 November, her response was — 

The Metronet Taskforce is now a subcommittee of the Expenditure Review Committee of cabinet. The 
well-accepted standards and practices relating to information prepared for cabinet subcommittees therefore 
apply to task force minutes. 

She says, “No, no, no”, but then she makes it part of cabinet and hides under the cloak of cabinet confidentiality. 
These guys have been breaking promises left, right and centre and they should hang their heads in shame. 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [2.01 pm]: I rise because I want to make a few comments about 
this motion, which, fortunately, is fairly broad reaching, because I suspect that some of the election commitments 
that have not been realised by this government that the opposition would want realised are not the ones that the 
Greens want realised. I am thinking particularly about the battle around the tough on crime and law and order vote, 
which always arks up during the lead-up to elections, in which we see a competition as to who can be the toughest 
on crime. If the Attorney General decides not to enact some of the more punitive measures, that is fine with me. 

The “2017 WA Labor Platform” is very interesting reading because it illustrates a range of promises that were 
made, particularly to constituents who matter to me, that have not been realised and, in fact, I suspect will not be 
realised in this term of government. I understand the desire to try to appeal to the masses. The Greens are far more 
comfortable in recognising who its core constituents are and we are very much speaking to them. I want to pull 
out a grab bag of a few areas that have not been handled particularly well, areas in which there has been no reform, 
and I will not hold my breath waiting for some. 

I note as a starting point that there was, of course, the promise to ensure that schools develop behaviour 
management policies. Instead of doing that, there was a rollout of punitive automatic suspension and expulsion 
policies, which runs contrary to the sorts of priorities identified, particularly for Aboriginal children. It is important 
to note that to date, we still have not seen anything tangible to assist Aboriginal students to better engage along 
these lines. I hope we will see something from this government to address that. 
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The “2017 WA Labor Platform” also refers to the need to address the three-strikes policy in the eviction of tenants 
from public housing and the need to ensure that there is appropriate support for tenants at an early stage so that their 
tenancy can be sustained rather than result in the purely punitive measure of eviction. I point out that Aboriginal 
families are still being evicted into homelessness; that is still happening. Further, I have raised in this chamber 
particular concerns—I will have much more to say about this later on this week—about the eviction of people with 
mental illness into homelessness. That is happening even in the grip of the pandemic crisis that we face right now. 
I have not seen anything that has given me any comfort, particularly from the Minister for Housing, to address my 
serious concerns, particularly about people with serious mental health issues being evicted into homelessness. The 
Labor Party had a lot to say about that, certainly from a human rights perspective, but when it comes to the rubber 
hitting the road, in practice it has been sorely lacking. I note that a number of tenancy organisations that assist people 
who face eviction have expressed deep concern about the lack of genuine progress in this area and, in fact, have 
said that in many respects the situation has started to go backwards. 

I note that the platform refers to — 

The development of a culturally appropriate diagnostic tool for Fetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorders, in 
partnership with Aboriginal health organisations; 

I have raised the issue of FASD on a number of occasions and, indeed, it has been raised in various coroner reports 
arising from the suicide of Aboriginal children in particular. It is a very serious matter. We know from the Telethon 
Kids Institute research into children at Banksia Hill Detention Centre that a large number of the children there, apart 
from coming from a background of extreme disadvantage, are also cognitively impaired and many are deemed to 
potentially have FASD. In response to the numerous questions that I have asked over the course of the last three years 
about what is happening with FASD, I have been told that it is an all-of-government response and that that is the 
approach, but we have not seen anything tangible. Apart from being told that it is on the agenda of a number of 
ministers—which, by the way, makes it really difficult to pin down exactly where the buck should stop and who 
should ultimately take responsibility for the failure to enact the important recommendations—we have seen chronic 
inaction. This is an area of huge need. There is no doubt that it is a complex area, but I remain eternally disappointed 
about the lack of tangible outcomes. 

The platform also states that Labor will ensure — 

… legislatively, that incarceration is treated as a last resort, and that diversionary tactics, restorative 
justice and rehabilitation are the priority for young offenders. 

This is when I talk about the long overdue promised reform of the Young Offenders Act 1994, which has effectively 
stalled; it has not happened even though it was promised. We know there is a need to prioritise this as a body of 
work. The Attorney General has introduced a whole suite of legislative reforms but this one is very important and 
was an election promise. We have seen no progress whatsoever. I have asked multiple questions about it, but it 
seems that dealing with some really vulnerable and troubled children as a priority is not that important after all. 

Likewise, the platform refers to people living with disabilities who have allegedly committed crimes and ensuring 
that they have the right to be dealt with justly, especially when their disability has contributed to their offending 
behaviour. I am pleased to note that a new Criminal Law (Mentally Impaired Accused) Amendment Bill will finally 
come to this place. I desperately hope that it is introduced into this place and is passed in this term of government. 
We have already had a problem with a full legislative agenda that has no capacity to be passed and now, of course, 
we are facing the unprecedented potential shutdown of Parliament for reasons beyond this government’s and 
everybody’s control. I get that. But I am disappointed that it is three years into the term and we are only now, 
hopefully, seeing that legislation, but we have not seen it yet. I know this is something that the families that I am 
dealing with are desperate to see reformed. I know that the mental health sector and the disability sector are desperate 
to see reform. If that bill is passed and carried, that is truly something that this government should be proud of. 
We still have an ongoing problem in the way that services are being delivered in this space, particularly when it 
comes to the attitude of Corrective Services. When Corrective Services deals with people who are mentally impaired 
accused, it is completely wrong-footed. It has no idea how to meet the needs of people who are cognitively impaired 
or have an intellectual disability or serious ongoing mental health issues and need to have strident medication 
regimes. I know of far too many people who are being kept in our prisons at the moment, bearing in mind that 
these people are not prisoners because they have not been found guilty, who are not receiving the care that they 
need and who are at serious, ongoing risk of getting bashed and being stood over, and that is happening every day. 
In terms of trying to get tangible reform around this, we have not seen that progress. We saw it under the previous 
government, which set up the Bennett Brook Disability Justice Centre. But the disability justice centre, and the 
use of it under this government, has, if anything, shrunk its capacity to fulfil the very important role that it needs 
to undertake as a declared place. I think a lot of that is to do with some of the management practices occurring 
there, and, to a large degree, the Mentally Impaired Accused Review Board has had its hands tied on this. 

The platform also refers to making sure that the organisations that support the needs of people living with disability 
should be funded at appropriate levels. Unfortunately, those of us who are keeping an eye on what is happening 
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with the rollout of the National Disability Insurance Scheme know that the transition has been anything but good, 
and we are talking about particular services that provide a niche role and may not even fit within an ordinary NDIS 
plan; for example, I am thinking of organisations like SECCA, which is needed on a crisis basis, has been highly 
reliant on block funding and, come July this year, looks like it is going to potentially go under because it does not 
fit within that framework but it has had all of its block funding pulled. In addition, we know that more and more 
organisations have pulled out of delivering services within the NDIS in Western Australia—it is a particular 
problem in the regions—because they cannot afford to keep running the services on the amount of money that is 
being offered to them within the individual packages. Therefore, the state government is going to have to seriously 
step up to ensure that basic services continue and that those markets do not become so thin that entire frameworks 
of support for people with disability end up collapsing. The very real risk is that an important reform, which is the 
NDIS, is going to end up becoming a worse system than what we had before, and that would obviously be a terrible 
outcome for everybody. 

I note that there was lots of talk about supporting early intervention programs and initiatives that delivered stable 
accommodation. As I have said, I am concerned about the ongoing lack of appropriate referral pathways and access 
to a range of supports, particularly for people with mental health issues. I have heard that people want to access 
certain services but are constantly being blocked because of waiting lists or they are not being given appropriate 
referral pathways to do that. A big platform that this government has really tried to push has been around addressing 
homelessness, but, clearly, the left hand is not talking to the right hand because at the same time we are seeing very 
vulnerable people who are having various supports for early intervention and prevention pulled away from them. 

I will, of course, have to make a comment that this government, while in opposition, referred to making sure that 
there was going to be bipartisan support for the 10-year mental health and alcohol and other services plan, and that 
it was committed to looking at reform and making sure that the necessary investment in the sectors would be upheld. 
Certainly, we have seen a rollout of things like the step-up, step-down services, and they are very welcome; they 
invite lots of ribbon-cutting, and I understand that they can be very attractive in a bricks-and-mortar establishment 
that one can look at and say, “This is what we’ve created.” But what has been lacking, and what is now starting to 
roll out at crisis levels, has been the wind-back investment in which we needed to look at the serious escalation of 
investment in community-managed mental health, alcohol and other sectors, which are now screaming out for 
support. Some of those sectors have been hurt by the NDIS as well, because they deliver services in psychosocial 
disability, and have found that they are also being hurt by the loss of block funding around certain areas. But more 
than anything, we are just not keeping up with demand. 

I am very concerned about the lack of investment here. It means that, as usual, we are making the decision to throw 
the money at the crisis end rather than helping people to get well within the community in a way that enables people 
to continue to function effectively. I remain eternally concerned that all the promises that were made around mental 
health simply have not been delivered to the community to advantage the mental health sector in the way that the 
government wanted. 

I thought I would also make some comments on the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex, queer platform 
and the elements within that. The “2017 WA Labor Platform” stated that it opposed gay conversion therapy, which 
is described — 

… as a cruel and misinformed practice. WA Labor will work toward ending this practice. 

I agree with that. It is not a therapy. It might be a belief system, but it is not a therapeutic intervention. We have 
not seen any progress, other than good words, from the minister on that. I understand that at the moment, everybody 
needs to very much focus on trying to address the implications of the pandemic, but there have also been three 
years during which a lot of the stuff could have been progressed. One of the other things I am concerned about that 
has not been progressed are the recommendations arising from Project 108, which seeks to put a range of reforms 
around what happens for trans people. I know this because I am contacted by members of the trans community and 
organisations like TransFolk and others, and they are very upset because they feel as though they have been utterly 
neglected. The platform that was circulated before the election refers extensively to trans people and the sorts of 
legislative reform that WA Labor would look at, as well as the delivery of services, yet there is nothing; it has not 
happened. Therefore, I will point out that that has been raised with me and that is concerning. 

However, I will say that there are many other areas that I could point to. I went through with my highlighter and 
picked out some of the key things that I am working on at the moment and about which I could say, “Yeah, nothing’s 
happening here”, so I thought I would do that. 

I will make some final comments before I sit down. One comment is about all the nice words and empty promises 
about climate change. WA Labor referred to supporting the need for WA to develop strong mitigation and adaptation 
plans to deal with the consequences of climate change. It referred to establishing and working towards renewable 
energy targets for WA but did not necessarily explain how that would be done. WA Labor outlined in-principle 
support for the Paris climate change agreement. As the Greens have said ad infinitum, and will continue to say for 
a very long time, we believe that those promises around climate change have effectively been smashed and that 
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there is no authenticity that can be attributed to these promises. I recognise that some people in this chamber do 
not support the Greens’ position around climate change, but they also have not gone out to the public and said, 
“Vote for me, because our number one thing is climate change, and these are all the things that we are going to be 
doing.” I think that WA Labor is going to find that people are going to be — 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Are you suggesting that we said we went to the election and said it was our number one issue? 

Hon ALISON XAMON: No, I am not saying that; I am saying that it was one of the many issues, but for a lot of 
people it is the number one issue, and this was certainly a platform that WA Labor made a point of trying to make 
a whole bunch of claims on that have not been able to be enacted.  

Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I have my time. I am very concerned, Madam Acting President — 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! 

Hon ALISON XAMON: — that many have not been prioritised. I recognise that there is a whole bunch of other 
promises, particularly around things such as local jobs programs, that Labor is going to be trumpeting when it 
comes to the election, but there is a bunch of stuff in this platform that matters, sometimes to people who do not 
have a lot of sway in their votes—I am thinking of the trans community, for example, and people with mental 
illness who are being evicted—but these people matter. If these promises had been enacted, that would have been 
a really amazing blueprint. Instead, I have seen that some things have actually gone backwards, and there has been 
a disconnect. I am looking forward to being proven wrong in the next six months, at least with the issues that 
I have raised specifically, with Labor saying that we are going to have very positive progress on this. Otherwise, 
Labor needs to expect that, of course, it is going to be taken to task for this, because it went to the election with 
a very large platform. It has made a big deal about being a party that meets its election promises, but it is going to 
be undone, because there is a whole bunch of commitments that have not been enacted. 

HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral) [2.20 pm]: I want to thank Hon Michael Mischin for bringing 
this motion to the house today. The Leader of the House gave her reflections on the honourable member’s 
contribution. I always listen to the Leader of the House; I take her advice when she says that we may not like the 
answer to what has been put forward, but that it is simply the answer. I ask the Leader of the House to listen to 
what other members have to say and to take on board some of the issues that we raise that members of the public 
have raised with us. We bring them to the house so that members can debate them and the government can understand 
the representations that are being presented to members on this side of the house, because it is part of government’s 
role to understand the issues that people are bringing into our offices. There have been broken election commitments 
and there have been broken promises, which are not necessarily election commitments but certainly promises made 
during debate in this house, media commentary outside of this house and debate in the local community and certainly 
in the other place. I will reflect on some of those during my contribution. I will also reflect on a number of election 
commitments made in the Pilbara region, where I have not seen any proof of commitment or commitment fulfilment, 
which impacts on the Pilbara community every single day. 

I start with investment in the Port Hedland marina and the waterfront development. That concept development was 
released in October 2018—nearly two years ago. There is still no Port Hedland marina. The draft master plan was 
released in November last year, and, actually, the Spoilbank Marina or the Port Hedland marina, whatever we call 
it, has been in concept development for some time. There is no new commitment by this government at all and it 
still has not delivered on it. 

Rangeland reform is something that the Minister for Regional Development has continuously — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Jacqui Boydell has the call. I ask members to pay her the 
respect that a member who has the call should have. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Thank you, Madam Acting President. The Minister for Regional Development has 
continually said to the pastoral industry that the government will bring rangeland reform legislation to the house. 
That has not happened. The pastoral industry is well in need of reform. Everybody recognises that, and we are still 
waiting for that legislation to come to the house. The animal welfare bill has gone to committee and will be reported 
back on in June. There is no time for that to be passed in this term of Parliament. 

Another issue is water reform legislation. I have continually asked Dave Kelly, as the Minister for Water, where that 
legislation is, because water reform is desperately needed in the Pilbara, as it is in other parts of Western Australia for 
agriculture. That is still not here. The Biosecurity and Agriculture Management Act changes and the Dog Amendment 
(Stop Puppy Farming) Bill 2019 will not make their way through this Parliament. 

There were commitments to invest $425 million over five years to promote Millstream, Karijini, Cossack and the 
Burrup Peninsula. There are complete crickets in response to those commitments. 
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The government held a parliamentary inquiry into regional airfares, which was not required and was a false promise, 
because it made people think that something different was going to be delivered. Nothing has been delivered in 
that space at all. 
The government committed to bring the development of industrial land in the Pilbara under the auspices of the 
Industrial Lands Authority to develop serviced, ready-to-use industrial land at locations such as Gap Ridge. 
Gap Ridge was an initiative of the Pilbara Cities program under the Liberal–National government. 
This government has attended ribbon-cutting ceremonies but did none of the development for projects such as 
Karratha Health Campus, the One Mile Jetty precinct in Carnarvon and the Carnarvon hospital. Many of these 
projects that the government says it has committed to and opened were actually started and funded by our government. 
The government continues to say that it is going to ensure that the Pilbara Development Commission takes a more 
proactive role in maximising the value of local content delivered in the royalties for regions program into the 
Pilbara. What a joke, because the Pilbara Development Commission has no employees left in it! There is no-one 
to actually oversee the development of those projects and local procurement. That is not happening. It cannot 
happen, because there are no employees left in the development commissions. 
The government says that it is going to work with local health providers to establish an urgent care clinic in the 
Pilbara. That is not happening. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! The constant interjections are not helpful. 
Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Thank you, Madam Acting President. To date, those urgent care clinics have been 
available only in the metropolitan area of Perth and in Bunbury. 
As reflected on by Hon Peter Collier, the government also made a commitment to build Western Australia’s first 
medihotel. These things are important to regional people because they often visit the metropolitan area to seek 
medical attention. The unavailability of accommodation or appropriate accommodation is a major issue for people 
who are dealing with just normal, everyday health issues, let alone the pandemic that is now being faced by the 
nation. Whilst I touch on that issue, there is concern in regional areas about how regional services are going to 
cope, given that there is a lack of services already in the health system in regional Western Australia. All those 
people will come to Perth and be reliant on the health system in the metropolitan area. There is nowhere for them 
to stay because that election commitment has not been followed through. It is simply non-existent, and it will mean 
that there will be extra pressure on the health system in Western Australia. 
There was also a commitment to review the provision of specialist services as part of the sustainable health review 
to ensure that, where possible, services are delivered to people where they are living, closer to home. That final report 
was handed down in April last year and there were some nice words in that report that said that, where possible, 
that will happen. Where anything is possible, we will all commit to it. The government made a commitment to 
ensure that people could be treated closer to home. That has not happened and is in no way about to happen. 
There was a commitment of $2.5 million to improve the Royal Flying Doctor Service airstrip at Tom Price. That 
has been committed to, but it is not likely to be delivered any time soon. In fact, the Premier wrote to the Shire of 
Ashburton in November 2017 saying that the money would not be available until 2021, so that is a false commitment. 
I refer to step-up, step-down facilities, and the one in Karratha in particular, because it has been a major issue in 
the community of Karratha. I have always supported it, as members will be aware. I have tried to work with the 
government to ensure the delivery of this service into Karratha because it is much needed. It is non-existent. It does 
not exist in the town of Karratha today. I was appalled to read comments by the member for Pilbara, Kevin Michel, 
when he was talking about the Black Dog Ride, which happened over the weekend, and about the need for a step-up, 
step-down facility in Karratha. I have no issue with that; I have always supported the member’s calls for the delivery 
of that facility. But when he referred to the need for the step-up, step-down facility, he said — 

“This is the idea behind our governments. We have been trying to get this facility underway since 2017 
but we have faced opposition from the community … 

He is blaming the community for the government’s failure to deliver that step-up, step-down facility. I am directly 
quoting what he said. He said it “faced opposition from the community”. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Hon Darren West may not be able to read the member for Pilbara’s comments because 
they are on Facebook and he may still be banned from social media. The member for Pilbara continues — 

Which has delayed the facility to the extent where lives have been lost and people are missing out on 
proper rehabilitation. 

He is blaming the Karratha community for suicides in — 
Hon Darren West: Stop it. That’s not true. 
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Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I beg your pardon? 

Hon Darren West: Stop it. That’s not true. Stop it. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I beg your pardon? What did you actually say to me, member? 

Hon Darren West: I said what you are saying is not true. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Did you actually swear at me, member? 

Hon Darren West: No. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: No? I hope not; and, if you did, I hope you would withdraw it, because that is what 
I heard. 

The member for Pilbara said that lives are being lost because the community cannot agree on where the facility 
should be situated. That is not true because a site in Karratha has been set aside for the development of a step-up, 
step-down facility. He also said, I quote directly — 

“Some people have the idea that the Step Up Step Down facility is a mental asylum for at-risk or deranged 
patients. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Who said that? 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: The member for Pilbara said that. I am appalled at the use of his language to describe 
patients who need mental health care. I will leave that where it is. That was said over the weekend. 

From an education perspective, the government made a commitment to put education assistants back in classrooms 
by funding an additional 300 education assistants. That has happened but it has come out of the royalties for 
regions fund. That affects the capacity of the royalties for regions fund to fund other things that the community 
needs. Those education assistants should be funded out of consolidated revenue. The same goes for Aboriginal 
and Islander education officers. Fifty additional Aboriginal and Islander education officers have been funded but 
out of the royalties for regions fund. Should that fund go belly up, I do not know how those essential services will 
be funded. The lack of opportunity through the royalties for regions fund is a direct result of those two things, and 
other things. 

The government also said that it would provide a site for childcare centres in the planning of every new public 
primary school. That does not matter in regional WA, because there ain’t any. There are no new schools in the 
Mining and Pastoral Region. 

The government also said that it would introduce a marine rescue app to increase safety on the water. As far as 
I understand it, that has not happened; in fact, the marine rescue boat was defunded from the port of Dampier. The 
government also said that it was going to introduce Target 120 to focus on the family homes of juvenile criminals. 
That has been introduced in Kalgoorlie, Kununurra and Mirrabooka, but there has been nothing to date in the 
Pilbara, where youth crime is rising every single day. The town of Newman is on its knees dealing with crime by 
young people. In fact, the North West Telegraph today ran a story on that issue. I have raised many times with the 
government that Newman is in crisis, as indeed is Kununurra and other communities in the Mining and Pastoral 
Region. Kalgoorlie, as well, faces many issues to do with crime, particularly youth crime. I just wonder how that 
commitment is assisting those communities, because if members go there today, people will tell them that there 
has been no commitment to help them to deal with these issues. 

Very quickly, I also want to go through a couple of things in the Pilbara that the government listed that it has 
funded or are underway. The government claims that these commitments are being delivered when they are simply 
not being delivered. As I said, the commitment of $14.8 million towards the step-up, step-down facility in Karratha 
is not there. It committed $5.5 million for the transforming agriculture in the Pilbara initiative. I have no clue what 
that it is or what it has assisted, and I can guarantee that no-one in the Pilbara does either. It promised $65 million 
across regional WA to support the community resource sector, which the government was going to close down 
because it said those centres were irrelevant. The government now claims that it is fully funding them and saying 
how fantastic they are. We cannot trust the government’s commentary on any service delivery going forward. 

The government also said that it would commit $170.5 million across regional WA on the Country Age Pension 
Fuel Card. Of course it would because that is a commitment we made when we were in government. It is an 
ongoing commitment, and if the Labor government tried to take it away, there would be absolute outrage in 
regional areas. That is not a new commitment, but it is suddenly a revelation for this government. The government 
says that it is has undertaken work on a lot of its commitments, but I suggest that a lot of those commitments came 
from the Liberal–National government and were funded through the royalties for regions program. I am gobsmacked 
that the Leader of the House said that regional crime, in particular, is reducing. That is such misguided commentary, 
because it is actually not true. I ask government members to go out to regional communities and see what is 
happening on the ground. I have here the list of Labor’s election commitments for the Pilbara, which I am happy 
to table. I ask the government to deliver them. 
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HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.37 pm]: I will use only a portion of my 
allocated time because I acknowledge that other members wish to speak on this motion. This motion, like many 
other motions from the opposition, merely highlights the hypocrisy of opposition members and how they have 
erased from their memories those sad days in eight and a half years that left the state in debt and left a litany of 
mess, financial ruin, deficits, disunity, and dysfunction. It was all there in the Barnett Liberal–National coalition 
government. They seem to have forgotten all about that. Instead, they come in here and start to have a crack at the 
very popular, very unified and very strong McGowan government, about what it is doing, the commitments it has 
made to the people of Western Australia and the commitments that it is continuing to make on behalf of the people 
of Western Australia. 
I have a saying that I would rather be disliked than be dishonest. Members opposite have managed to be both. 
They have managed to be immensely disliked by the voters of Western Australia and they continue to show their 
dishonesty when they make utterances about the government’s achievements inside and outside of the house. They 
manage to be both disliked and dishonest. Well done on that. But I would prefer to be disliked than dishonest. We 
stick to the truth, and I am going to give members a great example of that. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! It would help if Hon Darren West did not invite interjections. 
I remind members that Hon Darren West should be heard in silence. 
Hon DARREN WEST: It would indeed. Thank you, Madam Acting President. 
One of the great examples I am going to give today—I have mentioned this before in the house—is the example 
of the much-needed, long-awaited upgrade to the Geraldton Health Campus, a project that was promised and 
promised and promised by the previous government. On no fewer than three occasions it was promised by the 
previous government. We all remember this front page of The Geraldton Guardian. I have shown this to members 
before. The fellow on the left is Brendon Grylls, then Leader of the National Party, and on the right is the Durack 
candidate for the National Party, who is now the Mayor of Geraldton, Shane Van Styn. They were going to give 
$60 million in 2013 to upgrade the Geraldton regional hospital. They won that election. In 2017, when Labor came 
to government, guess what? There was no hospital. That was a completely broken commitment to the people of 
Geraldton. I will run members through a little time line about how this was promised. 
On 4 March 2013, the member for Geraldton — 

Point of Order 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Madam Acting President, I think the member is arguing the wrong motion. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Is this a point of order or are you just making a comment? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Yes, it is actually a point of order. My motion focuses on the McGowan government’s 
failure to meet commitments. Hon Darren West seems to be obsessed with a previous government. I think he is 
arguing the wrong motion. It is irrelevant. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Member, I will not take that as a point of order because I think you have been in 
this place long enough to know that these motions are generally wideranging. However, I will take the opportunity 
to make the point to Hon Darren West that he should relate his comments back to the purpose of the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Acting President. I certainly intend to do that. 
The thing that I think stings the opposition is this very unusual set of circumstances in which an opposition coming 
into government makes a commitment and then when it gets into government, it actually keeps that commitment. 
I know that is a foreign concept to members opposite, but that is what we are doing. What I am trying to point out 
to members opposite is that they are not on particularly thick ice here in having a crack at the McGowan government 
through this motion for not keeping commitments, even though we are keeping our commitments, given they were 
incapable of keeping commitment themselves. I think that is something that the punters, the voters who eventually 
have a say on whether we are in this place, dislike the most about politicians—that is, when they are critical of the 
other side, when they were not able to get the job done themselves and in this case had no intention of getting the job 
done themselves. I will just let members know that on 4 March 2013, Ian Blayney wrote a letter to The Geraldton 
Guardian saying that the hospital was a top priority for him. On 30 August that same year, Hon Helen Morton, 
MLC, then Minister for Mental Health, made a pledge for a mental health facility. We are going back seven years 
now. Brendon Grylls then made his commitment for the hospital plan. Melissa Price in 2014 said that health was 
ultimately up to the state to fix, absolving her of responsibility. 

Point of Order 
Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Madam Acting President, I also bring your attention to the fact that the member on 
his feet has already been given a directive about the relevance to the motion. I ask what the relevance of his 
contribution is. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: On a further point of order, as you quite rightly pointed out, Madam Acting President, 
this is a wideranging debate and the convention has been that members are free to raise issues that they think are 
important to the debate on the motion before us. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Members, points of order on matters before the house are not 
debatable motions; however, I note the comments made from both sides of the house. It is the case that motions 
generally are broad-ranging and there is some leniency, but there is a need for the member to connect what he or 
she is saying to the motion before the house, so Hon Darren West needs to refocus what he is saying. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Acting President, and on your advice I will cut straight to the chase. 
Before the 2017 state election, the McGowan Labor opposition made a commitment to the people of Geraldton 
that we would upgrade their hospital. We made that commitment to the people of Geraldton, but so did the then 
government parties. Both made different commitments to upgrading the hospital in Geraldton. When we were elected 
and came to government—we easily won the popular vote in Geraldton but lost the seat on preferences, but that is 
another story—we found that nothing had been progressed in that space by the previous government in eight and 
a half years. There had been no planning, no scoping and certainly no costings. I am curious where it got its figures 
from. It is challenging to find out from the opposition because opposition members do not have access to such 
information. There was nothing. There was only talk. There was talk of a $115 million pledge by the Nationals for 
the hospital. An article in The Geraldton Guardian of 1 November 2016 states — 

Mid West GP Network chairman Dr Ian Taylor said he was pleased with the promise, but called for more 
specific details. 
… 
“We don’t know the details of this announcement, such as exactly how many beds or wards this will bring 
but it’s a good start. 

The reason there was no detail in the announcement is that there were no details. No work at all had been done on 
this project by a government that had been in office for eight and a half years and promised, yet again, this project. 
Dr Taylor, for whom I have the highest of respect, continues — 

“My job as chairman of the GP network is to make these politicians’ lives very uncomfortable up until the 
next election, and until we get the undertaking that something is going to get done, that’s what I’ll be doing.” 

And that is what he did. However, he found that nothing had been done. He continues — 
The hospital has missed out on major funding announcements in recent years, despite growing expectations 
projects like an acute mental health facility would be included in the State Budget. 
In July, State Health Minister John Day flagged upgrades to the hospital as a “high priority” after a tour 
of the facility, but did not commit to a timeline. 

Here is where it gets interesting — 
WA Nationals leader Brendon Grylls was flanked by colleagues and local doctors last Friday as he made 
the announcement, which he described as the first “substantial commitment” ahead of the 2017 election 
campaign. 

Not to be outdone, early in 2017 the then Premier, Colin Barnett, visited Geraldton—this underpins the disunity and 
infighting within the coalition government in the months leading up to the 2017 poll—which The Geraldton Guardian 
reported as — 

Colin Barnett made a pit stop in Geraldton this week to splash cash and election promises but left with 
a barrage of concerns from a local business owner about law and order. 
First up, the Premier made a long-awaited announcement for a $139 million upgrade to Geraldton Regional 
Hospital if the Liberal Party is re-elected. 
He proposed a staged development, complete by 2022, which would almost double the size of the 
emergency department. 

How could he possibly make a commitment that large, completed by 2022, when he had not even started planning 
the project? These are long-term projects, as anyone who has delivered a health project will know. 
I note also some commentary in The Geraldton Guardian on the National Party’s commitment by the member for 
Geraldton. This one has aged particularly well. The member for Geraldton, Ian Blayney, who was at that time 
a Liberal MP — 

Point of Order 
Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I again ask: what relevance has this to the motion? 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Members, I have ruled on this previously and there is no point 
of order. The motion mentions the McGowan government, but it also relates to election commitments and the 
convention in this house is to enable a broad-ranging debate on the motion. I believe that the comments and 
comparisons being made by the honourable member fall within those practices and conventions. However, I will 
ask the honourable member to keep relating that back to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Acting President. I will just finish this quote from The Geraldton 
Guardian and then I will move to something else. It states — 

Geraldton MP Ian Blayney said he was sceptical of the announcement, labelling it political manoeuvring. 
“Obviously, that’s a commitment that has to be approved by the premier and treasurer and it in no way 
would cover the entirety of what we are going to spend on the hospital … 

“What they’ve done is make an announcement like this so when funding is actually allocated, they can 
swoop in and say they worked for it.” 

That was the level of distrust and disunity within the former Barnett Liberal government and ultimately that let 
down the people of Geraldton because there was never a serious commitment. Labor has committed to that project 
and Labor is building that project for $73.3 million. Tenders close any day now, so people who are interested in 
getting some of that work, especially if they are in the midwest area, should get on to Tenders WA and pick up 
some of that work.  

We are proceeding with that project, and work will start in coming months. I am very proud to be part of a government 
that put its hand up and promised to the people that we would deliver on our election commitment, and then 
delivered on that election commitment. It is actually an even bigger commitment than the one we gave at the time 
of the election. That is because we could see the areas of unmet need, such as mental health. A step-up, step-down 
facility is being built in Geraldton now. I know the honourable member is somewhat critical of the way we are going 
about that. Those facilities will be a godsend in regional Western Australia. We are committing to this project, 
with 38 extra beds, and a much improved emergency department. A lot of benefits are coming to Geraldton. Just 
as important as this fantastic new project that we hope to be built by regional Western Australian and midwest 
businesses is the 100 additional staff who will be required once the hospital is upgraded. There will be 100 more 
jobs in the city of Geraldton as a result of our government’s fulfilment of that commitment. 

We have a Plan for Geraldton. We circulated that before the last election. We are methodically working through 
this plan and delivering on everything in it. It is disingenuous for members opposite to be critical of how our 
government is delivering its election commitments in regional Western Australia, especially against the backdrop 
of the financial mess that we inherited. Our biggest commitment was to fix the finances of the state and get people 
back to work. We are fixing the finances and getting people back to work. We are delivering on our election 
commitments right across regional Western Australia. I am proud to be a part of the McGowan Labor government. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [2.51 pm]: The motion before us is not complicated. It is clearly 
the case that the McGowan Labor government has failed to fulfil its election commitments. Given the limited time 
that I have, I will give members one example from my portfolio as shadow Minister for Prevention of Family and 
Domestic Violence. In the propaganda that the Labor Party pushed out to the people of Western Australia prior to 
the election, it listed myriad things that it said it would do. We need go no further than the very first commitment. 
Let us see whether the government could deliver on that. The first commitment was to establish two additional 
women’s refuges to strengthen service responses and ensure that women and children can access appropriate services. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Fail! 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: If we listened to the speech by the member—I feel like saying Nollamara, but I am not 
sure that is the case. Janine Freeman is her name. Is it Nollamara? Okay. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Mirrabooka. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Last week, on 11 March 2020, the member said, according to the uncorrected proof Hansard — 

I congratulate the government on increasing the number of domestic violence refuges in our community. 

If we listened to that speech, we would think the government has delivered on this first promise that it made for the 
prevention of family and domestic violence. What absolute rubbish! Government members cannot even communicate 
among themselves to understand that this has not been achieved. I have been asking about this matter since 2017. 
I have asked on numerous occasions through the budget estimates process. In August 2017, I asked the government 
whether it had done any work at all. The answers revealed that it had done nothing. Myriad other members took 
up this cause, including Hon Charles Smith on 23 August 2017, and he was treated with the same disdain as I was. 
In September 2017, Hon Samantha Rowe boasted about it and indicated that work would commence in 2018. On 
21 September 2017, the Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence, Hon Simone McGurk, MLA, 
indicated that the government had made a commitment to fund two new refuges. In October 2017, Hon Martin Pritchard 
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examined this issue during budget estimates and managed to extract out of his own government a revelation 
that the locations would be Peel and Kwinana. Therefore, at least in 2017, it felt as though the government was 
making some progress. 
The member for Nollamara—Mirrabooka — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: That member is doing such a great job that we do not even know which region she represents. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: She says, falsely, that she congratulates the government on increasing the number of domestic 
violence refuges. The number of times that we have asked about this particular issue could take up the two hours 
allocated to this particular motion all on its own. Hon Dr Mike Nahan has pursued this matter. Hon Colin de Grussa 
has pursued this matter. Nothing was done in 2017, so we looked at 2018 to see whether a bit of progress has been 
made. Again, I took up this matter in budget estimates, and I was told that these two refuges would be operational 
in July 2019 and July 2020. One of those dates has passed and the other one is yet to occur—for those members 
opposite unfamiliar with simple matters of chronology. The member for Nollamara or Mirrabooka—whichever 
region she represents—seems to think that this has already occurred. I draw to members’ attention—although perhaps 
it will not surprise members at all—that once I am told something, I will follow it up. I was told on 5 June 2018 
that these refuges would be operational in July 2019. So I made a little note that after July 2019, I had better check 
to see whether this is correct or just more lies. I did ask, indeed. I even gave the government a few extra months. 
On 27 November 2019, I put a question on notice to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Prevention 
of Family and Domestic Violence. The question referred to the answer that I had been provided, which said that 
the Peel refuge would be operational by July 2019. I asked whether the refuge was operational, and the answer 
was no. I also asked, if the refuge was not operational, why not, and what is the revised commencement date. The 
answer was — 

The Peel refuge is planned to commence operations in November 2020. 
Every time we ask, the government keeps pushing out the date. That is fine. It is in government. It is entitled to do 
that. But do not get the member for Mirrabooka or Nollamara or whatever it is to start boasting to people and saying — 

Point of Order 
Hon MARTIN PRITCHARD: Madam Acting President, I understand the passion with which the member is 
speaking, but he is now aware of the correct title, and I would ask him to use it if he could, please. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): I will take that point of order. It is appropriate that we address 
people by their correct title when referring to members of Parliament in this chamber and in the other place. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The member for Mirrabooka—this genius—said last week — 

I congratulate the government on increasing the number of domestic violence refuges in our community. 
That is rubbish! That is lies! We cannot congratulate the government on increasing the number of domestic violence 
refuges in our community. When I asked the minister when the Peel refuge will be operational, she told me by 
July 2019. In November 2019, when I asked the Leader of the House, who is away on urgent parliamentary business, 
whether it was operational, she said no. She then said that the Peel refuge would be operational in November 2020. 
That is the top priority of the government for the prevention of family and domestic violence. I could spend hours 
telling members about the inability of this government to achieve any of its commitments. The Labor Party told 
the people of Western Australia prior to the 2017 election to vote it into government because it would do something 
about the prevention of family and domestic violence in our community and establish two additional women’s 
refuges. No, it has not. Every time I or other members ask the government questions about it, it keeps pushing it off. 
We now have this silly response from the Leader of the House to the informed motion that was moved today by 
the honourable shadow Attorney General. That demonstrates once again that this government treats the people of 
Western Australia with disdain. The government has no intention whatsoever of fulfilling its election commitments. 
I regret that I cannot continue my contribution due to the standing orders. 
HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.59 pm] — in reply: 
I thank members for their contribution to this debate. I have to say, unfortunately, that the Leader of the House’s 
response was all too predictable. It started off with a personal insult and then moved on to avoiding answering the 
motion. It was a bit of a quasi–curate’s egg approach. Instead of pointing out that the egg is bad and that, yes, parts 
of it are excellent, she would not even admit to that. Even when we read out the commitment and pointed out that 
it has not been met, she would not admit to that, but told us, “Don’t worry about that. Look at all the stuff on the 
rest of the plate, the stuff that others have passed on to us from the previous government. We’ve done all that, and 
we have done a lot of other things”, which we would expect was the small change of government, such as maintaining 
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schools. But she did not address the actual criticism. I have heard about all the things that the government has 
done, but not one of them is related to an election commitment that has not been fulfilled. It is not hard. The 
government has the platforms that it published. It has to go through them and tick them off and simply explain that 
one did not prove practical, one had to be deferred, or one has already been superseded by events. But it will not 
do that. Instead, we have Hon Darren West banging on about Geraldton hospital, which is not finished yet. Maybe 
something else will be started by this government, but in the meantime, it does not address the issue. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Michael Mischin has the call. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I can go on with others. A month before the election, a commitment was made to 
the Housing Industry Association that a McGowan government would not pursue work health and safety harmonisation. 
What are we now looking at? There is a bill dealing with precisely that issue. A commitment was made at that 
same time that there would be full private certification of building matters within six months of getting office. 
Let us forget about that one. We have not heard that one since. Other things were committed to in “WA Labor: 
Law Reform Initiatives”, such as the Law Reform Commission focusing on sentencing policy and reducing the rate 
of incarceration of people for various matters and the number of prisoners on remand. The government has made 
four references to the Law Reform Commission, and none of them relate to those matters. There was the review of 
the Equal Opportunity Act 1984, and a few other little things, such as damages under the Fatal Accidents Act 1959 
and a raft of other things, but the government made four references and none of them had to do with one of its 
major platforms. 
I go on to the Director of Public Prosecutions. There was a commitment that a parliamentary committee would be 
set up, like the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, whereby the DPP would report 
to the committee why it discontinues charges, and include those reasons in its annual report. That has not been 
done. We had a mealy-mouthed explanation that some recommendation that flowed out of the Royal Commission 
into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse had been looked at by the DPP, and it had worked out ways 
that the DPP will tell people why it dropped charges and will do a better job of it. That is the end of that. It was 
not limited to that. It was a bald, broad commitment. We have not had an explanation of why that has not been 
pursued. This policy document is worthless as a platform. It shows Labor’s law and order commitments before 
the March 2017 election, but only a fraction of them has been looked it in one way or another, and the others ignored. 
We have not had any advice from the government, rather than personal abuse, to accept responsibility for not 
fulfilling these commitments or the others that have been raised, and an explanation. Instead it goes back to bashing 
the Liberal and National Parties. If members opposite want to do that, good luck, but the government will be held 
to account for the commitments it has not fulfilled. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Hon Darren West seems to think that it runs only one way and that politicians are 
distrusted because they play a game. What has he been doing? Instead of going on about Geraldton hospital, how 
about he addresses any one of the commitments that has not been fulfilled but promised, not just the one of fixing 
the economy, but the one about no additional taxes and charges. Remember that one? Apparently that one is not 
that important anymore. 
Question put and passed. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS — CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair. 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-eighth Report — 
“2019–20 Budget Cycle — Part 1: Estimates Hearings and Related Matters” — Motion 

Resumed from 11 March on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will read from the introduction of the report. It states — 
The Committee considers that the process provided an appropriate level of scrutiny of Government. The 
Committee wishes to thank all Ministers, witnesses and participating Members for their assistance. 

I make these comments in good faith, because I disagree with that component of the report and I would not mind 
some responses from the parliamentary secretary after I make my comments. I am concerned with what has been 
happening with estimates, particularly in this last session. Without a shadow of a doubt, the level of scrutiny that 
existed in our term of government does not currently exist. I have said on a couple of occasions that I am not happy 
with the process when we have agency hearings. Being restricted to five minutes here and there is definitely not 
what we had in the past. The opportunity to tail in on someone else’s question is virtually non-existent now. That 
is not a partisan comment. It is, as a member of this chamber for over 16 years, based upon my experience. 
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Aside from that, I would like members to take note of the following. The 2014–15 estimates hearings, during the 
first year of the previous government’s second term, were held all day Tuesday and Tuesday night; all day Wednesday 
and Wednesday night; all day Thursday, until 6.15 pm; all day Friday; and Monday, for a total of 31 hours, and 
14 agencies were scrutinised. The 2015–16 budget estimates hearings started on Monday and went all Monday 
morning, all day Tuesday and Tuesday night, all day Wednesday and Wednesday night, all day Thursday and 
Thursday night, and Friday morning, for a total of 33.5 hours, and 16 agencies appeared. That is 33 hours. It continued 
to accelerate. In 2016–17, the last term of the Barnett government, the estimates hearings went all Monday afternoon, 
all day Tuesday and Tuesday night, all day Wednesday and Wednesday night, all day Thursday and Thursday night 
and Friday morning for a total of 30 hours with 18 agencies. On each of those occasions, the budget estimates 
hearings went for more than 30 hours. 
In the first year of the current government, when the budget was handed down in October after the election, it 
started off okay. The hearings were held all day Monday, all day Tuesday and Tuesday night, all day Wednesday 
and Wednesday night, all day Thursday and all day Friday for a total of 31.5 hours with 17 agencies. That was 
similar to the level of consistency that existed in the previous government. In 2018–19, the second year of the 
current government, we started to see a decline in the number of hours and agencies called. There were no hearings 
on the Monday. The hearings went all day Tuesday and Tuesday night, all day Wednesday but not during the 
night, all day Thursday but not during the night and there were no hearings on Friday morning. The hearings went 
for a total of 25.5 hours with 18 agencies called, so, in effect, there was a decline of five hours from the previous 
years’ budget estimates hearings. In the last year, 2019–20, which is relevant to this report, the budget estimates 
hearings—I am going by the report and this is verified through the timetable—were on Tuesday during the day, 
not at night; Wednesday during the day, not at night; and Thursday during the day, not at night. As it states in the 
report itself, the committee met for a total of 19.5 hours with 11 agencies. We have gone from a peak of 33.5 hours 
and 18 agencies to 19.5 hours and 11 agencies. It cannot be said that members did not ask for more agencies 
because the Liberal Party did. We put in requests for a number of agencies but those agencies were not called. 
I have a list of them here. 
My point is that if the committee feels that that is an appropriate level of scrutiny, I suggest that it go back and 
look at what happened previously, certainly during our term of government but also in the first two years of this 
government, to see whether 19.5 hours provides an appropriate level of scrutiny. It is not sufficient, particularly when 
in previous years the budget estimates hearings started on the Monday, were held on the Tuesday, Wednesday and 
Thursday nights and also on Friday. The hearings have now been reduced to day sessions on Tuesday, Wednesday 
and Thursday for a total of 19.5 hours, and that is it. The budget estimates hearings are a unique way for members 
across the broad spectrum—not only opposition members but also government members—to scrutinise agencies 
and departments. I suggest to the members of the committee who are here now that they go back and look at those 
hours. I am not making them up. They are based on the timetables that are available on the Standing Committee 
on Estimates and Financial Operations’ website. I knew it would happen because I was a minister for four of those 
years. We used to sit in the government chairs for hours upon hours and now the number of hours has been reduced 
by one-third. In excess of 30 hours of budget estimates hearings has been reduced to less than 20 hours. I do not think 
that gives this chamber the respect it deserves in accessing, interpreting and scrutinising the budget papers. If there 
is a reason why the hours have been so seriously reduced, I would be keen to hear from the parliamentary secretary. 
The CHAIR: Hon Alanna Clohesy, I am giving you the call by that name because I think you are rising as the Chair of 
the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, not as parliamentary secretary. Hon Alanna Clohesy. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you for pointing out the correct position in which 
I rise to address this report. I rise as the Chair of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. 
As the chair of that committee, I rise to respond to Hon Peter Collier’s concerns. I thank him for raising his concerns. 
I point out that all members have the opportunity to raise concerns before, during and after each set of hearings 
and there is another opportunity when the committee report is tabled. I also remind members that they are personally 
invited to do so to ensure the proper planning of the next set of hearings. I assure the member that I personally 
encourage the committee to undertake the process of consulting with all members of the chamber to ensure that 
we have taken into account their level of interest and concern. 
I come back to the title by which Hon Peter Collier addressed me. As I said, I stand as the Chair of the Standing 
Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. I hope that other members of the committee also stand to address 
the member’s concerns because the timetabling of all hearings is a committee decision. I remind members that the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations is a committee of the Parliament, not the government. 
Therefore, the government does not decide on the total number of hours in which hearings are held, whether those 
hearings are for budget estimates or annual reports. It is a decision of the committee of the Parliament. In calling 
me by my title of parliamentary secretary, the honourable member seemed to intimate—in fact, he suggested—that 
it was a decision of the government and that the government had in some way reduced the level of accountability 
by reducing the number of hours that the committee holds hearings. I remind members that the decision about 
timetabling is a decision of the Parliament’s committee. In fact, the government has one vote on that committee if 
that member decided to exercise that vote not in relation to the decision of the committee. There are four other 
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members on that committee, all of whom are non-government members. Therefore, the government does not have 
a majority of members on the committee, even if all members do not vote with their conscience. Having said that, 
the timetabling of hearings is a decision of the committee. 
The timetabling works like this: all members are invited to nominate agencies to appear before hearings. Again, 
in the next round of hearings, which will be the budget estimates hearings, members will be invited to nominate 
agencies, as I recall from the procedure, in early May, for the budget estimates hearings following the tabling of 
the budget. The committee receives and considers those as the priorities as set out by the political parties. More 
often than not, there are very few requests for agencies to appear. In addition, the committee has found it difficult 
to continue the length of a number of hearings because the participants have not had a lot of questions to ask, 
although they have focused their questions on each of the agencies. In addition, the hearings have not always been 
well attended, with maybe one or two other members in attendance in addition to the committee and that has been 
of concern as well. All these factors contribute to how and when the committee timetables and arranges other 
procedural matters for the conduct of the hearings. 
The honourable member suggested that he was also concerned about the practice of not allowing coat-tailing. That 
is when a member has been given time by the chair to ask a series of questions and is then interrupted by another 
member, albeit on the same theme, to seek the chair’s attention to continue a line of questioning. It is also called 
“gazumping”. The tactic can be used to silence a member who is conducting a line of inquiry. If another member 
comes in, they may dominate that line of inquiry with their own questions. To afford members a significant amount 
of time to explore questions, the chair has sought to give members an allocated amount of time to fully explore 
their questions without interruption, to make sure that they can ask a series and a sequence of questions of the agencies 
and ministers present. This has related not only to the way in which I, as the chair, chair those hearings; other chairs 
who have acted in that role have continued that practice. As far as the committee is aware, that has allowed members 
to really dig deep in pursuing a line of questioning without being gazumped or distracted by other members. If 
members are concerned about that practice, there are mechanisms for the members to raise that before, during and 
after hearings, as I have mentioned. 
Several members interjected. 
The CHAIR: Order, members! 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: If the chamber thought that there was a need to review that, of course, the committee 
would review that. The committee reviews its procedures every single time it has hearings, and we will continue 
to do that. We will continue to hear from members about how the hearings might be improved. In fact, all members 
have received more time because they have been given an allocated period and, more often than not, prior to them 
commencing the questions, they have been given a clear indication of how long they have to pursue their line of 
questioning. That is also unprecedented. That is out of respect for members. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: A number of people have jumped up to seek the call. I might give the call to 
Hon Simon O’Brien—hang on; the member is still on her feet. I am not used to being in this role. Given that 
Hon Simon O’Brien vacated the chair so that I could take it, I will give the call to Hon Simon O’Brien. 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: I think that is the correct call to make. It is to alternate, but — 

Point of Order 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am relaxed if that is the decision, but, recently, when Hon Simon O’Brien, the 
Chair of Committees, was in the chair, he indicated that the convention is that the person on their feet shall remain 
on their feet. That advice has been given over the previous sittings. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If that is a change in policy — 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Order, members! I will hear the point of order in silence. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Honestly, I am relaxed about it if you choose to go to 
the other side now — 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: Order! 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: But I just want to be clear that this is the policy that we will stay with going forward, 
because it has been the case — 
Hon Peter Collier: No, it hasn’t! 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It has been the case, I am telling you! As I said — 
Several members interjected. 
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The DEPUTY CHAIR: Order! I will hear the point of order in silence. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. It has been the case, previously. We were told by 
the Chair that the convention was to allow the person on their feet to stay on their feet. If we are changing that, 
that is fine, but let us stick with a policy. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Mr Deputy Chair, as the person who speaks more regularly on the consideration of committee 
reports than any other member in this chamber, I tell you that it has absolutely been the practice throughout this 
Parliament that if I finish my contribution and somebody else stands, they get the call. That has absolutely been 
the consistent practice, and what the Deputy Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council has just said is 
false and incorrect; there is no such process like that at all. I can think of numerous occasions in which I have been 
in the middle of a speech on elder abuse and I have been gazumped by Hon Pierre Yang or Hon Kyle McGinn. 
That is fine; that has been the process. But let us be clear here; let us not be misled by the Deputy Leader of the 
Government. Maybe he is not that familiar with the processes because he is not here that often, and that is fine, 
but I do not want to have a situation in which we are now trying to reinvent history. What you have done, 
Mr Deputy Chair, is absolutely 100 per cent correct with the practice. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I will not take any more points of order on this issue. I will check at some point with the 
Chair of Committees, and, if necessary, the President, on the procedures here. At this point, I intend to maintain 
my initial call. My apologies to anyone who thinks it should be done differently, but this is how we will proceed. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Mr Deputy Chair, I ask that you do go away—not today—and bring back some advice, 
because, honestly, I have a recollection of a different policy, but let us just be clear about it, so if you do not mind 
bringing back some advice. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I will certainly seek advice. This is not my usual tilt in the chair; I am doing this a bit 
ad hoc, so I will seek advice on the matter. In the meantime, Hon Simon O’Brien has the call. 

Committee Resumed 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. When you first gave me the call, I was going to say how 
much I appreciated it, and you are doing a great job—better than the last bloke! 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: It’s a low bar! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: But since then, there seems to have been some interesting points raised, and I will, 
hopefully, have an opportunity to deal with those in a moment, but I appreciate the member taking the chair. It is 
unusual to permit me to participate in this debate. I am surprised at the depth of feeling that is coming out about it, 
and I thought I might just give members an example that they might be able to relate to that might help put things 
into perspective. 

On my first day in this place, I was elected to the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, 
pursuant to a vacancy occurring on that committee as a result of Hon George Cash being elected as President, and 
was therefore off that committee. This happened on the opening day of the Parliament, and it was all very exciting. 
Of course, we adjourned early on the opening day. Generally, by one o’clock, everything is done. I said to my new 
colleague, “Well, that was interesting. What happens tomorrow?” My colleague said that it was estimates week. 
That is how, on my second day in the Parliament, I found myself as part of the Standing Committee on Estimates 
and Financial Operations; indeed, I was even chairing hearings, even though I had had nothing to do with the process 
leading up to it. It was a great learning curve. As a new member, I found it to be a great introduction, because what 
happened, of course, was the key government agencies came before us as a committee and a body of other members. 
We were provided with the budget papers, and they were wonderful budget papers in those days; members could 
actually read them and see how much money was going to be spent on stuff. Try reading and understanding the 
budgets of today, which are all about accrual accounting and all that. Back then, budgets actually stated what the 
government was going to do and how much money it was going to spend. We had the budget. Kelly Campbell was 
the committee clerk at the time, and we all know Kelly; she is still with the Legislative Council, under a new name. 
Kelly was there and she also provided us with copies of the agencies’ annual reports. Picture that: we had the heads 
of agencies; we had their budget for this year, which we could contrast with last year’s and the forward estimates 
for next year; and we had their annual report in front of us. Then we would ask questions about what they were 
doing, what were the problems, what was happening and so on. Obviously, an opposition spokesman would try to 
pick holes in them and score points, and on it would go from there. It was a marvellous introduction to all these 
agencies of the state government, one by one by one, for a whole week, so we could get an idea of how big they 
were, how many troops they had, what their budget was, what they did, what their issues were, and so on. As a new 
member of Parliament, I found that to be an extremely valuable exercise. I was just lucky that that is how my 
second and subsequent days unfolded. 

Other members want to use estimates hearings—I am talking about estimates hearings in the context of the 
traditional budget week—for other purposes. I was on that committee for about five years, and as the years went 
by, it soon became apparent to me that there were some real limitations with the budget week estimates hearings. 
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The Leader of the Opposition will know what I am talking about. We lose so much time with all the introductory 
stuff that has to be done, and the chopping and changing, and, of course, if it was an agency for which there was 
a great deal of interest at the time, such as police, Transport, Health and so on, members found they were battling 
to get enough questions up. Successive estimates committees have tried to deal with this. They are doing it in 
a whole lot of ways. I am sure that members of this current estimates committee have applied themselves in good 
faith to try to meet all those many and varied needs of members, because sometimes it boils down to the fact that 
if we have a limited amount of time and we want to take a lot more, sorry, but something has to give. 

I will raise a couple of other points from my observation of the development of the processes of the Standing Committee 
on Estimates and Financial Operations. I think I was the one who actually suggested this at one point, although 
I did not agree with the way it was ultimately carried out, but I had left the committee, so that was its affair. If the 
committee wants to examine an agency because it is concerned about its performance, first, it does not have to wait 
for estimates week, and it does not have to be constrained by only having 45 minutes inclusive of all the preliminaries 
to carry out that examination. The committee should do it some other time. It should conduct an inquiry that lasts 
for a week, if that is what it wants to do. That was what I suggested. What then happened with the estimates 
committee of the day, which I think Hon Ken Travers was chairing, if my memory serves me correctly, is that the 
committee invented a different process that involved meeting on Mondays rather than the traditional Wednesday 
morning. The committee would meet on a Monday and have hearings, and it began to have hearings into the annual 
reports. If that was the committee’s excuse—that it was calling a hearing—that is fine, if that is what it wanted to 
do. But the committee was just doing it anyway, for the sake of it, as a matter of course, and there was no targeting. 
I thought that the committee had set itself an extraordinarily time-consuming and gruelling program. The committee 
was meeting for very long hearings every Monday, whether it needed to or not. My view is that that was not the 
way the committee should have gone about it, but if that is what it wanted to do, let it do it. 

That has evolved again, and I think we have seen successive estimates committees try to do the best they can by 
members. We have seen techniques such as lodging questions electronically, answers to questions being provided 
without the questions actually being asked in a plenary session, and a whole range of things. Although the Leader of 
the Opposition made some good points—I think we are going to hear from him a little more—I think we also need 
a bit of balance when looking at the overall aspirations of the committee. 

Unfortunately, I am going to be interrupted by time, but I encourage the committee to explore and target the 
things it does, while also conducting estimates week to the satisfaction of members, as indicated by the Leader of 
the Opposition. 

Consideration of report postponed, pursuant to standing orders. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twelfth Report — 
“An Unreasonable Suspicion — Parliamentary Inspector’s Report” — Motion 

Resumed from 11 March on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I had the occasion to have a good look at this report earlier today, and I think it is worthy 
of some further consideration. At page 7 of the report, in the executive summary, the Parliamentary Inspector of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission states — 

This report is made … to make recommendations to the Joint Standing Committee to move the Government 
to act so as to provide a measure of redress to Mr Martin for the harm he has suffered at the hands of 
the Police. 

He was, in my view, wrongfully arrested by police officers when suspected of behaving in a manner which 
did not constitute the offence of possession of child exploitation material, or any offence at all; wrongfully 
deprived of his liberty for an appreciable period; wrongfully and forcibly fingerprinted; wrongfully 
prosecuted for refusing to provide his personal details to the police; convicted, fined and ordered to pay 
costs; and he should now be provided with such remedies as are in the power of the State to afford him. 

That is in the first two paragraphs of the parliamentary inspector’s executive summary, at page 7 of the report. The 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has kindly brought this report to our attention, 
as recommended by the parliamentary inspector, and the committee has made one recommendation. The committee’s 
recommendations are signed by the chair, the member for Girrawheen, my learned friend Margaret Quirk, MLA. 
Recommendation 1 states — 

That the Attorney General give consideration to the matters raised in the attached report of the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

That is pretty serious stuff. The Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission has come to the 
conclusion that a Western Australian has been wrongfully arrested by police, wrongfully deprived of his liberty, 
wrongfully and forcibly fingerprinted and wrongfully prosecuted, and that he should be provided some redress.  
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The parliamentary inspector is a very experienced and eminent individual. He has drawn the matter to the attention 
of the joint standing committee and the joint standing committee has asked the Attorney General to consider the 
matter. The response from Hon John Quigley, MLA, the Attorney General and Minister for Commerce, in tabled 
paper 3600, states — 

As recommended by the committee, I have carefully considered the matters raised in the report of the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. Based on the facts as I understand them, 
I am presently inclined to prefer the ultimate conclusion of the Commission and Parliamentary Inspector. 

I pause there to question that. Maybe someone within government with responsibility for representing the 
Attorney General might provide a response, because it is not at all clear how the Attorney General could be inclined 
to prefer the ultimate conclusion of the commission and the parliamentary inspector when those two do not agree. 
The commission has a view; the parliamentary inspector has a different view. The Attorney General says that he 
prefers the ultimate conclusion of the two of them. Maybe someone who represents the Attorney General in this 
place can get some instructions and let us know whether tabled paper 3600, which is an important document—it 
is a document given by the government to the committee to state its view with respect to the committee’s 
recommendation—needs to be corrected. 

The Attorney General goes on in this response to say — 

However, I consider that any questions relating to that issue, and Mr Martin’s conviction, are appropriately 
matters to be determined by the Supreme Court, if he decides to seek an extension of time from the Court 
in which to appeal his conviction and sentence. It would be premature for me to consider whether to advise 
the Governor in Executive Council that the Royal Prerogative of Mercy should be exercised in Mr Martin’s 
favour when the possibility remains open for him to pursue an appeal. I also note the Parliamentary Inspector’s 
important observation that he did not consult Mr Martin with respect to his report, assessment or 
recommendations. Mr Martin should have the opportunity to consider what, if anything, he wishes to do in 
relation to the matters which the Parliamentary Inspector has raised. Accordingly, I have written to Mr Martin. 

That is the end of the response from the Attorney General. I do not think that we can finish noting this report until, 
firstly, the government has confirmed whether the government response needs correction and, secondly, we know 
what was the response from Mr Martin. All we have been told about this serious matter is that the Attorney General 
has written to Mr Martin. Did he reply? Has there been any follow-up? According to the parliamentary inspector, 
this is an individual who has been wrongfully arrested, wrongfully deprived of liberty, wrongfully and forcibly 
fingerprinted, and wrongfully prosecuted. He goes on to indicate that some redress should be provided by the state. 
This is a pretty serious matter. There is little point in us having a robust oversight system that involves the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, the parliamentary inspector, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission, an Attorney General, a Parliament, and a chamber that considers committee reports if we 
just note it and leave it like that. Mr Martin is either entitled to redress or he is not. The process is incomplete—
a process that includes what appears to be an incorrect response from government. That aside, it may well just 
be typographical. The more substantive matter is: what is the situation with Mr Martin? Perhaps somebody in 
government can attend to that. 

I pause at this stage. Whether any other member wishes to contribute to this debate remains to be seen. If not, 
I flag that I will probably seek the call again to seek that the consideration of this be postponed. 

The CHAIR: Noting that, this might be a good time to address a matter that was raised by the Deputy Chair while 
I was temporarily out of the chair a little while ago, and that relates to the giving of the call to members in committee. 
This applies whether we are in committee in the present circumstances considering committee reports, or whether 
we are in a Committee of the Whole House dealing with a bill or in a Committee of the Whole House dealing with 
whatever other matter might have been referred. The rules for speaking times for all members are unlimited periods 
of 10 minutes. That means that members can get up and have their say, and then other members can have their say 
and sit down, but all those members, whether they have spoken or not, can then get up and have another go, so it 
can become more of an exchange and more of a discussion. That is why we have multiple times in which members 
can talk. Under the current temporary order, which used to be the regime for many years, we are demonstrating, 
I think, how that works a little more smoothly—members do get the opportunity to speak. 

That means a couple of things. Firstly, it is there to provide that members do not have to try to say everything that 
they might want to say in one go. Perhaps the tendency has been developed in recent years for members to use 
their full time allocation because that was all they were going to get, rather than perhaps one of the benefits of our 
current temporary order which is that members can speak for a minute, if that is all it takes, and then sit down, 
secure in the knowledge that if they need to say something more, they are free to do so. Perhaps that is something 
that we have not quite got the hang of yet—that is, just getting up, saying what you have to say and then sitting 
down, secure in the knowledge that you can have any number of other bites if you wish to do so. 

This matter came to notice just now in a situation in which several members were seeking the call at one point. 
The general rule—the convention in our house since time immemorial—has been that the presiding member, whether 
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it is Madam President or a Chair of Committees, will give the call to the member who in their opinion was the first 
to rise in their place. In particular, perhaps in days of yore rather than now, it used to be the case that members 
would really spring out of their seats and yell very loudly to attract attention. These days, the current convention 
is that when a number of members all indicate that they wish to speak on a matter—this applies to bills and second 
reading debates and everything—the presiding member will note those several members at the first time and allocate 
an alternation of members so that everyone can have their turn. I think that has generally proved to be satisfactory 
for all members most of the time. 

The question that immediately arose today, though, was a case in which one of the members seeking the call was 
the member whose 10-minute time allocation had just exhausted and they wanted to speak on. The question then was: 
do they automatically get another 10 minutes and just continue or should the call go to another member? The rule 
has been over a very long period, a convention of the chamber, that another member seeking the call will receive 
the call. However, noting that the member whose time has just expired may wish to continue, if there are no other 
members seeking the call, then the first member gets an extra 10 minutes and so on. It has always been the case 
that even though it has been indicated that there are several members all keen to get the call, if a member presently 
making their contribution clearly has a little bit more to say over their time limit—they might even indicate it—it 
is often a matter of courtesy by other members seeking the call that they do not try to interrupt the member, although 
any of them could, to get the call. 

Indeed, we have seen over a period that it is quite common for a member on their feet, after being allowed to 
continue for another bite in those circumstances, to acknowledge and thank the chamber for that courtesy. Just to 
clarify it, there is no entitlement at all for a member who has just finished speaking to be given the call ahead of 
other members. In fact, it is specifically the case that other members, if they wish to seek the call, receive it. I hope 
that clarifies that matter. We have worked that through and I think members will find that that helps us to work. 
I thank the minister for raising it as a matter for clarification. In the case of the recent Deputy Chairman in the 
chair, and having chosen whom to give the call to in those circumstances that were challenged, he did absolutely 
the right thing in giving the call without question to Hon Simon O’Brien. I hope other Deputy Chairs acknowledge 
that example in future. 

The question now is that the twelfth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
be noted. 

Consideration Postponed 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That consideration of the twelfth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission be postponed to the next sitting of the Council. 

I trust that before the matter next comes before the chamber, the Leader of the House, as the representative for the 
Attorney General, will clarify those points that have been raised about the response in tabled paper 3600. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review — 124th Report — 
“Inquiry into the Form and Content of the Statute Book” — Motion 

Resumed from 11 March on the following motion moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary) — 

That the report be noted. 

Resolved, on motion by Hon Pierre Yang, that consideration of the report be postponed to the next sitting 
of the Council. 

Select Committee into Alternate Approaches to Reducing Illicit Drug Use and its Effects on the Community — 
Final Report — “Help, Not Handcuffs: Evidence-Based Approaches to 

Reducing Harm from Illicit Drug Use” — Motion 

Resumed from 11 March on the following motion moved by Hon Alison Xamon — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I rise to continue my remarks from the last time we considered this report. If any 
members of this committee wish to speak today, they should indicate that to me and I will sit down so they can 
have their say, because I can talk about this matter underwater for years, if need be, as the subject matter is very 
important, and particularly important to me. I had started to talk about some of the thinking behind where the 
committee had gone with this report, having been carefully guided by the very thoughtful contributions of many 
members in this chamber when the unanimous decision was made to establish this parliamentary inquiry. It was 
very clear from all the contributions, without exception, when we had that four-hour debate that people are very 
concerned about what is happening with illicit drugs within our community and the harm arising from that, that people 
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want these matters to be investigated, and that it was particularly important that we have a cross-party approach to 
investigating that. I think that is part of the power of the recommendations that have subsequently arisen from this 
report. We have a consensus report; there are no minority provisions. It is not a Greens report. If it was a report 
that was solely mine, to be perfectly honest, I probably would have gone a bit further with a range of things. It 
was really important and very powerful that people genuinely engaged with the evidence that was presented to 
them. I make it clear that all five members of the committee approached this with the utmost level of integrity, 
thoughtfulness and intelligence, because it was clear that we wanted to come up with a range of strategies that 
would hopefully help to address the problems around illicit drug use. As I said, we received evidence on concerns 
around the illicit use of licit drugs and the harm that arises from that. Finding 1 indicates that a lot of evidence that 
was presented made it quite clear that the drug that unfortunately causes the most amount of harm in Australia is 
alcohol. However, our job was not to look at those drugs—of course, alcohol is a drug—that are currently legal, 
but to specifically look at whether there was a better way that we could approach drugs that are illegal. 

The CHAIR: The question is that the report be noted. There being no other members seeking the call, I again give 
the call to Hon Alison Xamon. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: It was noted that the very nature of being an illegal substance does, of course, attract 
a whole range of other complications around people seeking treatment—people ending up with criminal records, for 
example—and people having a genuine stigma around being able to access particular services when they need to 
address their drug use. That is why there was a particular focus on that. I make the observation that some stakeholders 
felt that by focusing on illicit drug use, we were somehow attempting to perpetuate the stigma around it, which 
was a little ironic because we were actually trying to address the fact that certain drugs are currently illegal and to 
look at the complications that arise as a result of that. 

Because I am aware that my time is limited today, I want to comment on the government’s response to this. It is 
a very interesting response. As per the normal government response, I was expecting that after this report was 
tabled in December, come January or February, we would have a government response on how it intended to address 
the various recommendations. Instead, on 11 February, we had a comment by the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Minister for Mental Health basically indicating that the official government response to this report would not be 
forthcoming immediately because a decision had been made to provide a whole-of-government response to the 
recommendations. One of the things highlighted in that response that I think is worth highlighting again is the 
following comment — 

The inquiry was specifically about illicit drugs, although the select committee heard about the high levels 
of harm associated with alcohol and prescription drugs. Importantly, the inquiry was concerned with drug 
users, not people involved in the drug trade. The committee inquired into approaches to address the use 
and possession of drugs for personal use, not possession with intent to sell or supply or the distribution 
of drugs. 

I draw members’ attention to that specifically, because that is also addressed within a number of the recommendations 
in the report. That is something I want to be very clear about. 

From the outset, the committee was not interested in trying to look at whether reform of the overall drug trade 
as such was required. When I say “not interested”, it was a very clear consensus decision that that was not the 
priority of what we were trying to address. We wanted to address the issue of harm for users, their families and 
the community—so, for people who are caught up in the cycle of drug addiction. The report does not contain any 
recommendations to amend the penalty associated with those who are still involved with mass scale cultivation, 
production, dealing and trafficking. We often talk about people who are involved in serious organised crime and 
have made the conscious decision to peddle in misery and death. The committee did not look at that. We looked 
at the people who are caught up in that cycle. 

To get back to the response from government, on the one hand, I am very heartened that the government has chosen 
to take the committee’s report, which is a comprehensive, evidence-based and very important report, and commit 
to an all-of-government response. That is the appropriate way in which to deal with such a multifaceted issue. 
However, we have no date or time indication for when the final report will be presented. The parliamentary secretary 
simply stated — 

Subject to cabinet’s endorsement, the response to the final report will be tabled as soon as possible. 

On the one hand, I am pleased that we are looking at an all-of-government response, which will go as far as cabinet, 
to the recommendations in the report. That indicates a level of seriousness that I think is worthy of the importance 
of this report. On the other hand, I express my concern about the lack of clarity about when the response will be 
provided. That also means that this chamber will not get the chance to debate what we think about the government’s 
response to some of these recommendations. Therefore, I most certainly hope it happens sooner rather than later. 
The cynic in me wonders whether some of the recommendations that arise out of this report may form the basis of 
future election commitments—maybe, or maybe not. I just want reform in this space. I will wait and see what 
happens. I certainly hope that we will see a report sooner rather than later. 
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I also note that the government’s statement said that the Mental Health Commission, in collaboration with the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet, should lead the process for a government response. I say from the outset 
that I think that is appropriate. I believe that the Mental Health Commission, which of course incorporates the 
Drug and Alcohol Office, is the right entity to take the leadership in this space. That is particularly because it is 
responsible for not only the procurement of services, but also for coordinating the overall government policy 
response to the issues around alcohol and other drugs. As has been indicated in a range of other recommendations 
in this report, which I will go to at length, it needs the support of a range of other government departments, most 
notably the Department of Communities, and also the Attorney General, and most certainly the WA Police Force. 
WA police must be involved in looking at a holistic response to how the government will address this issue. As 
I have said, I certainly hope that we see the government response sooner rather than later. 

I will now go through the various recommendations in the report. One of the findings is that prescription drugs are 
causing a great amount of harm. The misuse of prescription drugs, more specifically, is resulting in a huge number 
of deaths in Western Australia. Recommendation 1 of the committee is that a governmental or parliamentary inquiry 
be established to examine and report on the harms associated with prescription drug misuse in Western Australia. 
Clearly, we did not put a time frame around that. We are coming towards the end of the fortieth Parliament, but 
I hope that issue will be picked up by future Parliaments. It is well worth us looking at what is happening in 
Western Australia. Members would be quite horrified if they saw the figures for deaths from overdoses from legal 
drugs. That number is growing. That is also a concern in some of the regions. That would be well worth examining. 

The committee found that the use of drugs, whether it be legal or illegal, is a phenomenon that occurs worldwide. 
It is not unique to Australia. It has occurred throughout history. Drugs are used for a number of reasons. Sometimes 
it is for cultural reasons, and sometimes it is just for fun. Of grave concern to the committee was the number of 
people who turn to drugs because they are dealing with underlying mental health issues or issues of trauma. When 
it comes to the latter, there are a lot of things that we can and should do in our mental health responses that can 
minimise the need for people to use drugs to self-medicate in that way. We also need to recognise that although people 
might choose to take recreational drugs for fun, and although it might seem fun to start with, it can lead to addiction, 
and even the fun itself might be short-lived, because they might die. By that, I am specifically talking about the 
suite of drugs that are commonly known as party drugs. That includes MDMA, or ecstasy, as it is referred to, and 
acid in particular. People are not automatically safe simply because they use drugs recreationally. Therefore, an 
alternative approach to how we address that sort of usage is also absolutely warranted. 

Consideration of report adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 

SUPPLY BILL 2020 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 17 March. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [4.05 pm]: In order to lead the debate on behalf of the Liberal Party 
opposition, I indicate that we will be supporting the Supply Bill 2020. It is not often that two of my great passions—
economics and epidemiology—converge in the one area, so I will take this opportunity to make a few comments on 
both before we proceed with the bill. We are in uncertain and undecided times. The word “unprecedented” is thrown 
around a lot in relation to medical conditions and outbreaks in particular. Although the outbreak or pandemic that is 
before us at the moment is not unprecedented, it is certainly the most severe one that we have had in recent years. 
If members want to do a quick comparison of where we are at this point, the latest figures that I have for the 
COVID-19 outbreak in Australia is 560 confirmed cases and six deaths. That is a death rate of around one per cent. 
Worldwide, we are approaching 200 000 cases and nearly 8 000 deaths, so a death rate of four per cent. Obviously, 
the level of death or the impact relates very much to the medical capacity of the countries in which these outbreaks 
are occurring.  It is a significant outbreak around the world. A quick comparison, probably the best I can make, in 
epidemiological terms is the Spanish flu. Estimates vary about the death rate of the Spanish flu, which occurred in 
1918 and 1919, but at least 30 million people, probably somewhere in the order of 40 million to 50 million people, 
died as result of that influenza outbreak. The world population at the time was probably about 1.8 billion. The death 
rate from Spanish flu was about 2.2 per cent, which a lot of experts suggest might be where we ultimately land 
with COVID-19; that is, we are looking at a 2.2 per cent death rate. Although that seems a small percentage, it is 
not an insignificant number of people. I do not need to go through too many details. Obviously, members could 
work out for themselves on a simple population basis that if 60 to 70 per cent of the Australian population is 
infected and the death rate here climbs, one per cent is looking at 100 000 deaths and two per cent is in the region 
of 200 000 deaths. That is a significant number of people across Australia. That is why people are concerned. 

I have to reinforce the fact that the concern is particularly for those who are vulnerable—that is, those who are 
aged and those who are immunocompromised. What people have been saying is absolutely true: many people will 
contract this virus and not realise that they have done so. A number of people will contract this virus and have 
moderate symptoms and not necessarily go through the process of testing to find out whether it is coronavirus, but 
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there is a significant group of people, particularly in aged care, on whom the impacts will be far more significant. 
While we look at death rates amongst young fit people at 0.1 or 0.2 per cent, which probably picks up those who 
are immunocompromised, we see that the death rates of the elderly are climbing towards 15 per cent in many places. 
It will have a significant impact. 
This is largely unprecedented in our immediate times, but not necessarily unprecedented in the world. We are 
better at managing these diseases than we ever have been. It is not the case that this is the greatest infective disease 
that has ever inflicted mankind. Those who remember their history would remember learning about the plagues of 
the fourteenth century, when anywhere from 20 per cent to 30 per cent of the population of Europe and Asia combined 
were killed off. We have faced tremendous difficulty before. No doubt at some point we will face tremendous 
difficulty again. At two per cent, this is not a threat to community and mankind; this is a threat to individuals that we 
have to manage in the best way possible. I am concerned that at some point in the future the next major pandemic, 
probably a mutated influenza virus, might be significantly more severe. Perhaps we might consider what we face 
today, as difficult and as painful as it is, as something of a training run for things that might occur in the future. 
In the way that people are reacting to this, I am a little reminded of the Lord of the Flies in that we have significant 
overreaction in many quarters. The Prime Minister did an excellent press conference this morning in which he 
addressed many of these issues. The messaging from the Prime Minister and the Premier of the state has been 
constant, that the hoarding of basic essentials is not the way to go forward. It is not good for the community and 
it, in fact, is treating a lot of very vulnerable members of the community with the kind of contempt that I thought 
Australians would not engage in. I would have thought that being Australians, with our great reputation of looking 
after each other and having mateship, would have prevented some of the more difficult to understand behaviours 
that we have seen recently. It obviously has not done so. 
Around the world there have been a couple of different reactions. I note the debate between what is called herd 
immunity and, in effect, slowing the curve. The reality and the difficult part of this debate is that we can focus on 
minimising the impact on humans—that is, minimising the disease status and the death rate—or we can concentrate 
on minimising the impact on the economy; it is almost impossible to achieve both. This country, in particular, and 
this state have concentrated significantly on minimising the impact on individuals, and rightly so. We have seen 
significant activity at a commonwealth level and a state level, and it will have an economic impact. There is 
absolutely no doubt that not only will people be killed by this process, but also job losses will be significant and 
the impact on the economy will be significant. It is not the first time Australia has faced this, but it is the first time 
for a long time. We are not used to the sort of economic conditions that we will be facing, particularly over the next 
six months, in my view, and then there will be some residual effect well into the future. To suggest that this will not 
have economic impacts is to effectively ignore the impact on individuals and to introduce, simply, a cold-heartedness 
towards the losses that will occur in any particular jurisdiction. It is absolutely the case that the federal and state 
governments have put the welfare of individuals first. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 1537.]  

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

The PRESIDENT: Members, are there any questions today? Leader of the House. 
CORONAVIRUS — FORECAST CASE NUMBERS 

229. Hon PETER COLLIER to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
Thank you, Madam President. My question without notice — 
The PRESIDENT: Sorry, Leader of the Opposition! You will get your turn later! 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes! It is a matter of time, Madam President! 
The PRESIDENT: It was just a slip. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Less than 12 months is all we have to wait. We all live in hope. 
The PRESIDENT: I just thought you needed a bit of a laugh for the afternoon, member. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: We all need a bit of a laugh at the moment. 
I refer to COVID-19. 
(1) Has the minister received any updated advice from either the Western Australian Department of Health 

or the commonwealth Department of Health regarding the number of cases of COVID-19 that is likely to 
occur in Western Australia? 

(2) If yes to (1), when was the most recent advice received? 
(3) Based on the most recent advice, what is the forecast maximum number of cases that are likely to occur 

in Western Australia? 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Advice is received daily. 

(3) WA Health is monitoring the number of confirmed cases daily and following up each individual case. 
The number of cases likely to occur in Western Australia is unknown, but recent activity indicates an 
exponential growth. This pattern of growth in case numbers is consistent with what has been observed 
overseas and in other parts of Australia and what is known about the epidemiology of this infection. 

METRONET — PROJECTS UNDER DEVELOPMENT 

230. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to page 157 of the “Public Transport Authority Annual Report 2018–19”, which states — 

Restricted cash and cash equivalents lower than estimated by $263.9 million (-49%) mainly due to the 
METRONET Special Purpose Account movement resulting from the deferral of METRONET projects 
under development. 

(1) What Metronet projects were deferred? 

(2) What was the reason for each project being deferred? 

(3) By how many months or years was each project deferred? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Transport. 

(1)–(3) The Metronet provision for projects under development is a global provision for additional asset investment 
for Metronet projects that are currently under development. Business cases for each of the projects under 
development will be submitted to the government for a formal investment decision. At that point, these 
projects will be allocated to the relevant delivery agency’s asset investment program, with a corresponding 
reduction in the provision. 

Accordingly, although the Metronet special purpose account contains cash balances for the provision of 
projects under development, these funds will gradually be drawn down only after a formal investment 
decision, and as the projects progress through the delivery phase and payments are made. 

PRISONS — HUNGER STRIKES 

231. Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services: 

(1) Are any prisoners in the custody of the Department of Justice currently conducting a hunger strike? 

(2) If so, for each prisoner can the minister advise — 

(a) their age and sex; 

(b) the institution in which they are being held; 

(c) when their hunger strike commenced and the reasons for it; 

(d) whether their strike been prompted by the authorities denying access to methadone or other like 
treatment; 

(e) what action has been taken and medical or other treatment administered to them; 

(f) their condition and prognosis; and 

(g) whether the Inspector of Custodial Services been advised and when and what action has the 
inspector taken. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided by the 
Minister for Corrective Services. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a) The prisoner is aged 52 years and male. 

(b) The prisoner is being held in Casuarina Prison. 
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(c) On 27 February 2020, the prisoner advised that he was unhappy with his medical treatment and 
not being placed on the methadone program and that he would commence a hunger strike in protest. 

(d) Yes. The department manages access to methadone as per the Community Program for Opioid 
Pharmacotherapy guidelines and prison medical officers involved in this program are certified 
by CPOP. 

(e) The prisoner is monitored by the department’s custodial officers and prison health staff. Health 
services staff are guided by written parameters for escalation of care as per advice received by 
the Department of Health. 

(f) The prisoner’s condition remains well and he is stable. 

(g) No. There is no requirement to report refusal to eat. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — DIRECT TO MARKET PROGRAM 

232. Hon DONNA FARAGHER to the Minister for Education and Training: 
I refer to the Department of Education’s voluntary direct to market scheme for Western Australian government schools. 

(1) How many schools have opted into the direct to market scheme for minor works and maintenance projects 
since it commenced? 

(2) Will the minister provide a list of the schools referred to in (1)? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) The number of schools is 76. This does not include schools that have utilised the direct to market program 
to deliver works funded through the McGowan government’s $200 million maintenance blitz package. 

(2) The answer to (2) is a list of schools, so I seek leave to have that incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. 

The following material was incorporated — 
Albany Primary School 
Ardross Primary School 
Attadale Primary School 
Atwell Primary Schoo1 
Baldivis Primary School 
Ballajura Primary School 
Bannister Creek Primary School 
Beaumaris Primary School 
Bicton Primary School 
Broome Senior High School 
Caladenia Primary School 
Campbell Primary School 
Caralee Community School 
Carnamah District High School 
Carramar Primary School 
Carson Street School 
Clarkson Primary School 
Clayton View Primary School 
College Row School 
Como Primary School 
Connolly Primary School 
Corrigin District High School 
Currambine Primary School 
Davallia Primary School 
Dianella Primary College 
Dowerin District High School 
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Duncraig Senior High School Education Support Centre  
Dunsborough Primary School 
Eastern Hills Senior High School 
Fremantle Language Development Centre 
Glengarry Primary School 
Gooseberry Hill Primary School 
Guildford Primary School 
Halidon Primary School 
Hampton Senior High School 
Huntingdale Primary School 
Hyden Primary School 
Kalamunda Education Support Centre 
Kalamunda Primary School 
Kapinara Primary School 
Kardinya Primary School 
Katanning Senior High School 
Kent Street Senior High School 
Lake Grace District High School 
Lakeland Senior High School 
Leeming Primary School 
Lesmurdie Senior High School 
Maddington Education Support Centre 
Maiden Park Primary School 
Mount Hawthorn Primary School 
Mount Tarcoola Primary School 
Newton Moore Education Support Centre 
Noranda Primary School 
North Balga Primary School 
North Beach Primary School 
Ocean Road Primary School 
Phoenix Primary School 
Piara Waters Primary School 
Ranford Primary School 
Richmond Primary School 
Roseworth Primary School 
Shelley Primary School 
Sorrento Primary School 
South Perth Primary School 
Sutherland Dianella Primary School 
Swan View Senior High School 
Tuart Hill Primary School 
Tuart Rise Primary School 
Two Rocks Primary School 
Wagin District High School 
Walpole Primary School 
Wanneroo Senior High School 
West Morley Primary School 
Westminster Education Support Centre 
Wirrabirra Education Support Centre 
Woodlands Primary School 
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JUVENILE OFFENDING — TARGET 120 — ALBANY 

233. Hon NICK GOIRAN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the minister’s media statement of 27 February 2020, which stated that the Target 120 program will be 
expanded to Albany. 
(1) What information led to the decision to expand Target 120 to Albany ahead of other possible locations? 
(2) Further to (1), what other locations were considered? 
(3) Were the location options provided to the minister in written form? 
(4) If yes to (3), will the minister table that document? 
(5) On what date will Target 120 commence in Albany? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) All Target 120 locations have been chosen on the basis of Western Australia Police Force data about 

youth offending. Timing for Target 120 expansions is based on a staged rollout of sites over 2018–19 to 
2020–21. 

(2)–(4) Location options are set out in the Target 120 business case, which is cabinet-in-confidence. 
(5) The Target 120 site in Albany is currently being established and is expected to be operational in the 

coming months. 
CORONAVIRUS — REGIONAL HEALTH CAMPUSES 

234. Hon JACQUI BOYDELL to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to Broome Health Campus, Esperance Hospital, Karratha Health Campus and Albany Health Campus. 
For each respective campus — 

(a) how many test samples for COVID-19 have been collected; 
(b) how many patients have received their test results; and 
(c) how many respirators are present? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
I have been advised by the Department of Health that further time is required to answer this question. An answer 
will be provided by 19 March 2020. 

COLLIE ROUNDHOUSE 

235. Hon COLIN HOLT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Heritage: 
I refer to the funding of $998 532 received by the National Trust of WA for the remediation and conservation of 
Collie Roundhouse. 
(1) How much of the grant has been spent so far? 
(2) As a result of expressions of interest for stage 1, as called for by HRE Consulting in September 2019, 

who has been awarded this contract? 
(3) What work has occurred on site? 
(4) When is stage 1 likely to be completed? 
(5) How many stages are planned and what is the budget and time line for each stage? 
(6) When is the full project due to be completed? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Thus far, $29 675 has been spent on project management. 
(2) In September 2019, HRE Consulting advertised locally for expressions of interest to determine local 

capabilities. This was not to award a contract, but only to request a short capability statement. 
(3) The National Trust of Western Australia has appointed an environmental services consultant and an 

auditor, both of whom have commenced site investigations. Architects have also been appointed and have 
commenced preparing measured drawings and a scope of work. 
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(4) It is likely to be completed by the end of May 2020. 

(5) Stage 1 is planned to be completed by the end of May 2020, with a budget of $58 392. Stage 2 is planned to 
be completed by March 2021, with a budget of $325 301. For stage 3, the vision plan is due in August 2020 
prior to going to expressions of interest to lease. The budget is $8 000. For stage 4, conservation works 
are to be undertaken concurrently with remediation. Completion is due in December 2020, with a budget 
of $527 670. For project management overall, HRE Consulting and NTWA have a budget of $79 169, 
including travel and disbursements. 

(6) The full project is due to be completed in the first quarter of 2021. 

MURUJUGA CULTURAL LANDSCAPE — WORLD HERITAGE LISTING — BURRUP PENINSULA 

236. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Minister for Environment: 

I refer to the Murujuga petroglyphs on the Burrup Peninsula and their prospective World Heritage listing. 

(1) Can the minister confirm that the site is currently eligible for nomination, despite Australia’s current 
position on the World Heritage Committee? 

(2) Has a nomination file been completed for Murujuga? 

(3) If yes to (2), has the nomination file been submitted to the World Heritage Centre? 

(4) If no to (2) and/or (3), why not? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(4) The World Heritage nomination process requires a property to be on the World Heritage tentative list for 
at least 12 months before it is considered by the World Heritage Committee. The Murujuga Cultural 
Landscape was added to Australia’s World Heritage tentative list on 23 January 2020, Now that tentative 
listing has been achieved, preparation of the nomination dossier or nomination file has begun. 

In securing a seat on the World Heritage Committee in 2017, Australia gave an undertaking not to submit 
any new world heritage nominations during its term, which will cease in November 2021. A nomination 
dossier for Murujuga can still be prepared during this time and can be submitted to the World Heritage 
Centre after November 2021. 

VOLATILE SUBSTANCE ABUSE — NEWMAN 

237. Hon ROBIN SCOTT to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 

Reports again today, this time in the town of Newman, suggest that the town is “drowning under a wave of 
youth crime, with authorities warning children as young as 10 have been committing the crimes after sniffing 
dangerous chemicals”. 

(1) What powers do ordinary Newman residents have when they witness someone sniffing solvents? 

(2) Does the government believe its approach to handling the issue has been successful? 

(3) Is the government considering making the solvent sniffing illegal; and, if not, why not? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided to me by 
the Minister for Police. 

(1) Residents of Newman are encouraged to contact Newman police if they witness a person sniffing solvents 
or have concerns for the welfare of a person. 

(2) Any instance of volatile substance abuse is of concern. The government is working with local police, 
other agencies and the community to address the problem. Community awareness of the issue has been 
increased to limit the availability of these substances to young people. Local retailers have placed these 
substances behind the counter, and police have reminded the wider community not to have such 
items in plain sight in motor vehicles. The local police are actively involved in grassroots initiatives 
such as the Nightfields program—a collaborative partnership with the Newman Junior Football Club, 
the West Australian Football Commission and local businesses and volunteers. This program encourages 
children to become involved in sporting activities. Two major initiatives have been introduced to address 
youth offending and antisocial behaviour: the juvenile interagency management strategy and the Newman 
collective impact project. An amount of $7 million dollars has been injected into education initiatives 
designed to increase student attendance rates and provide better educational outcomes for Aboriginal 
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students. This funding will result in the establishment of the position of Martu engagement coordinator 
at Newman Senior High School. The role of this position will be to ensure school, community and 
interagency support for students. The government has invested $1.3 million into the Jiji program. This is 
a program to improve speech, language and class behaviour in remote east Pilbara schools. 

(3) No. Existing legislation allows police to apprehend people affected by intoxicating substances and seize 
intoxicants in their possession. It is an offence to sell or supply intoxicating substances to another, suspecting 
they will use the substance to become intoxicated. 

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES — FIRE TRUCKS — DECOMMISSIONING 

238. Hon RICK MAZZA to the minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services: 

I refer to the process following the decommissioning of a Department of Fire and Emergency Services fire truck. 

(1) Is the firefighting equipment from a decommissioned fire truck removed? 

(2) If yes to (1), why; and, if so, is the equipment recycled? 

(3) Are retired fire trucks resold at auction? 

(4) If yes to (3), are there any opportunities for regional local authorities or farmers to purchase a decommissioned 
fire truck directly from DFES or the local government before firefighting equipment has been removed? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided to me by 
the Minister for Emergency Services. 

(1) Yes. Minor and non-permanently fixed equipment—radios, hoses et cetera—are removed and repurposed 
or disposed of. The permanently fixed equipment, such as the water tank and pump, are sold with the 
appliance. 

(2) If the equipment has reached the end of its serviceable life, it is disposed of. If the equipment is deemed 
safe and appropriate, the equipment can be repurposed for use on other fire appliances. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) No. The disposal of Department of Fire and Emergency Services vehicles and equipment is governed by 
the State Supply Commission disposal of goods policy. 

MUCHEA–ELLENBROOK NORTHLINK BYPASS — BULLSBROOK 

239. Hon CHARLES SMITH to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the Muchea–Ellenbrook NorthLink bypass near Stock Road and Neaves Road in Bullsbrook. 

(1) Who is the contractor responsible for this interchange? 

(2) How many contractors have been involved in this interchange? 

(3) How many bids were received for this contract? 

(4) What was the value of the winning bid? 

(5) Did the winning bidder actually have any experience in building roads and project management? 

(6) Why is this interchange nearly a year over project scheduling forecasts? 

(7) Is this delay costing the taxpayer more? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) It is CPB Contractors. 

(2) One lead contractor has been involved in this interchange. 

(3) There were five bids. 

(4) It was $175 million. 

(5) Yes. 

(6) This is due to some scope and design changes. 

(7) Generally, no. However, there have been some cost increases associated with Main Roads scope changes. 
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CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION — PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY — 
ANDREW FORRESTER 

240. Hon SIMON O’BRIEN to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
This question stands in the name of Hon Michael Mischin, who is away on urgent parliamentary business, so I ask 
it on his behalf. 
I refer to the answers by the Minister for Transport and the Minister for Police regarding Andrew Forrester and 
his passing of information held by the Public Transport Authority to the Australian Rail, Tram and Bus Union for 
its use in industrial agreement negotiations. 
(1) Is the minister saying that to her knowledge that no action has been taken to determine whether Mr Forrester 

or union officers should be prosecuted over the unauthorised acquisition and use of confidential personal 
information of some 1 750 PTA employees? 

(2) What steps has the minister taken to inform herself of the situation and the lack of referral, or is she not 
concerned about this widespread, unauthorised and wrongful breach of employee confidentiality? 

(3) Given that the Corruption and Crime Commission cannot itself commence prosecution action, will the 
minister now take steps to ensure that the matter is formally referred to the WA Police Force for investigation 
with a view to prosecution if a satisfactory case is made out; and, if not, why not? 

(4) Does the fact that the personal information acquired by Mr Forrester was supplied to, and used by, a union 
explain why the matter has not been formally referred to the WA Police Force for investigation with a view 
to possible prosecution? 

(5) If no to (4), what is the reason and what is the minister going to do to remedy the situation? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The minister is advised that the Public Transport Authority alerted the WA Police Force about this matter, 

and the matter was ultimately referred to the Corruption and Crime Commission for its investigation and 
action. This follows the normal protocol between the PTA, WAPOL and the CCC. WAPOL acts independently 
of the Minister for Transport, and it is its prerogative as to which matters it chooses to investigate. 

(2)–(5) Not applicable.  
“PERTH AND PEEL@3.5 MILLION” 

241. Hon TJORN SIBMA to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the minister’s answer to my question without notice 219, asked yesterday, concerning the Department of 
Planning, Lands and Heritage and the Western Australian Planning Commission strategic planning document titled 
“Perth and Peel@$3.5 million”. 
(1) Can the minister confirm whether the WAPC undertook any low, mid-range and/or high-range population 

projections in the preparation of the document titled “Perth and Peel@3.5 million”, which was published 
in March 2018? 

(2) If yes, what were those projections and where does the 3.5 million population figure feature within the 
range; and, if no alternate projections were made, why not? 

(3) Given that the “Perth and Peel@3.5 million” projection is based on the document titled “Directions 2031 
and Beyond”, which was published in 2010, and the Western Australia Tomorrow series, the most recent 
instalment being in 2016, is there any intention on behalf of the minister or the WAPC to revise and 
update the assumptions of the “Perth and Peel@3.5 million” strategic planning document? 

(4) If yes to (3), when will this revision occur? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The population of 3.5 million was derived from the long-term projections for Western Australia, which 

included low, medium and high growth scenarios. The long-term population forecasts were based on the 
Western Australia Tomorrow “Population Report No. 9”, which is available on the Department of Planning, 
Lands and Heritage website. If the honourable member cannot access that report, he should see me behind 
the Chair. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: It is dated 2005, so I know the document. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Okay, but if the honourable member cannot access it, see me behind the Chair. 
(2) Population projections cited in the document were derived from the medium growth scenario. 
(3)–(4) As stated on page 8 of the “Perth and Peel@3.5 million” document, it will be reviewed after three years. 
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CORONAVIRUS — HOUSEHOLD FEES AND CHARGES 

242. Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS to the minister representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the minister’s extraordinary answer to my question without notice 227, asked yesterday, in which he 
seemed to confirm that the McGowan government was previously considering freezing household fees and charges 
in the 2020 budget as an election sweetener, but justified the rebadging of this measure as a COVID-19 economic 
response on the basis that “the McGowan government has immediately frozen household fees and charges”. 

(1) Was the McGowan government considering raising household fees and charges outside of the budget cycle? 

(2) Was any consideration given by the McGowan government to raising household fees and charges between 
December 2019 and the release of the 2020 state budget, currently due in May 2020? 

(3) If no to (2), why is the government claiming credit for implementing “immediately frozen” fees and 
charges if they were not going up anyway? 

(4) If the fees and charges were not frozen immediately, but this measure waited until the budget was handed 
down, would Western Australian consumers pay any more than they do currently? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(4) This government always considers a range of options in relation to fees and charges in any budget process. 
The economic impact of the coronavirus required urgent action from this government. The freeze of the 
entire household basket of fees and charges, as well as the doubling of the energy assistance payment, 
was considered necessary to put more money back into the pockets of households and to support spending 
in our local businesses. It is the first freeze in fees and charges in 16 years. The previous Liberal–National 
government came nowhere near freezing household fees and charges in its eight years in office because 
of its absolute lack of financial responsibility, which would have left no capacity to support our economy 
in times of need. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tim Clifford, would you like a question? 
CORONAVIRUS — CULTURE AND THE ARTS 

243. Hon TIM CLIFFORD to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
Thank you, Madam President. I refer to the economic impact of COVID-19 on the Western Australian arts sector. 
(1) Has the minister communicated with the federal Minister for Communications, Cyber Safety and the Arts 

to discuss further funding to support the state’s arts sector; and, if yes, what further support did the federal 
minister indicate? 

(2) Can the minister please advise what state funding is available for the Western Australian arts sector, and 
can the minister please advise how this funding will support all arts workers, including causal and freelance, 
during this pandemic? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) A teleconference has been scheduled for this week between the federal Minister for Communications, 

Cyber Safety and the Arts and the states’ arts ministers. 

(2) The Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries is aware of the impact on the WA arts 
and cultural sector and is working with the sector to quantify short, medium and longer term responses. 
Budgeted funding of the arts sector is still in place and funding agreements are being modified to allow 
for these circumstances and to maintain employment. The department has established appropriate 
communication with central government to allow timely decisions to be taken in support of the sector. 

CORONAVIRUS — REGIONAL FLIGHTS 

244. Hon COLIN de GRUSSA to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the ongoing and potential future impacts of COVID-19 on regional air services. 

(1) Has the government been in discussions with Western Australian airline operators regarding any impacts 
to their services? 

(2) If yes to (1), when did these discussions take place and what were the outcomes of these discussions? 

(3) Have any airlines indicated that they will reduce services or be unable to continue operating routes in 
regional WA; and, if so, please provide the details on which routes will be impacted? 
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(4) If any routes become unviable for operators due to COVID-19, what measures will the state government 
put in place to ensure that essential services are still able to fly to regional areas? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided to me by the Minister 
for Transport. 
(1)–(4) Yes. While this is a frequently evolving situation, the Department of Transport advises that there are 

currently no major specific changes to schedules or airlines that are operating on regional air routes in 
Western Australia. The state government acknowledges the significant challenges being faced by the 
aviation industry across Australia and supports the federal government’s announcement of a $715 million 
package for domestic airlines. The state government will continue to liaise closely with airlines to work 
through aviation impacts resulting from COVID-19. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION (AMBIENT AIR QUALITY) MEASURE 
245. Hon JIM CHOWN to the Minister for Environment: 
How many breaches of the National Environment Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure are tolerated before 
the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation takes action against the pollution emitters? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
The National Environment Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure—AAQ NEPM—sets standards for monitoring 
and reporting on ambient air quality. The national standards set by the AAQ NEPM are not regulatory requirements 
that apply to individual industrial premises. Jurisdictions including Western Australia use the AAQ NEPM standards 
to inform regulation, guide policy development and as a basis for reporting. Community members can report 
instances of poor air quality to the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation for investigation. The 
department’s pollution watch hotline is available 24 hours a day on 1300 784 782. 

CORONAVIRUS — DISABILITY SERVICES 
246. Hon ALISON XAMON to the Minister for Disability Services: 
I refer to the COVID-19 pandemic, and to people with disability who rely on the community sector workforce for 
the provision of essential daily living support. 
(1) Will any additional funding be granted to the sector to ensure essential supports are not disrupted during 

the crisis? 
(2) If yes to (1), how much; and when will this funding be made available? 
(3) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(3) All disability sector organisations registered with the Department of Communities have been provided 

with preliminary advice and support regarding the implementation of COVID-19 infection prevention 
and control measures and business continuity planning. The national Disability Reform Council ministers 
met today to discuss a wide range of actions in response to COVID-19, including flexible financial supports 
and solutions for the disability sector and for individuals. The McGowan government’s commitment to 
people with disability and the sector remains steadfast during this period. At my request, Department of 
Communities and disability sector representatives and advocates have established a critical incident 
response group. This group will meet again tomorrow to consider the immediate risks facing the sector 
and to develop and oversee a suite of practical responses. Discussions are being held between state and 
federal jurisdictions, the Department of Communities and the disability sector on a daily basis to respond 
to emerging issues. 

CORONAVIRUS — HEALTHCARE WORKFORCE 
247. Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the minister’s media statement of 17 March 2020 titled “New drive to boost medical workforce”. 
(1) What are the anticipated costs of the two waves of the recruitment campaign? 
(2) What is the target number of full-time equivalent positions per profession subject to the campaign? 
(3) When will the recruitment waves commence and conclude? 
(4) What additional funding has been provided to the Department of Health to boost its workforce to deal 

with the consequences of COVID-19? 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The budget for the COVID-19 recruitment campaign is $200 000. 
(2) The target number of full-time equivalent positions per profession subject to the campaign is currently 

being modelled by health service providers to project demand of an evolving situation. Given the lead 
time with recruitment, it was necessary to promote job positions immediately. 

(3) Recruitment began on 17 March 2020 with the launch of an advertisement. Recruitment will be ongoing 
for the duration of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

(4) Costs associated with COVID-19 will be shared through the national partnership agreement between the 
commonwealth and the states.  

FORESTRY — NATIVE TIMBER EXPORTS 
248. Hon DIANE EVERS to the minister representing the Minister for Forestry: 
I refer to the minister’s media release of 3 December 2019, which states that Parkside Timber, a Queensland-based 
company, has purchased Auswest Timbers’ Greenbushes mill and Nannup Timber Processing. 
(1) Has Parkside been awarded the same contract that was stripped off Nannup Timber Processing for 

breaching conditions by exporting unprocessed WA marri logs; and, if yes, what changes have been made 
to conditions? 

(2) What is the government doing to ensure that breaches of the export of unprocessed native timber do not 
occur again? 

(3) Has the independent investigation into jarrah exports been completed; and, if yes, what was the result and 
will the minister please table the report; and, if no, why not, and when will the report be completed? 

(4) Does the Forest Products Commission have any contracts for the provision of timber beyond 2023; and, 
if yes, please table details of those contracts? 

Hon DARREN WEST replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. On behalf of the Minister for Regional Development 
representing the Minister for Forestry, I provide the following answer. 
(1) No, the contract was terminated prior to the purchase by Parkside Timber. 
(2) The Forest Products Commission has written to all its customers to remind them of their current contractual 

conditions. In addition, I have asked the FPC to strengthen its contractual conditions for future supply 
contracts to include the ability to terminate all concurrent contracts with the FPC if breach of one contract 
occurs. The FPC is also investigating the scope of damages that may be claimed in the event of a breach 
of contract. The FPC is investigating with the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions 
the possibility of imposing future statutory penalties for this type of default. 

(3) Yes. The findings of the investigation were inconclusive due to the noncooperation of Nannup Timber 
Processing, resulting in insufficient evidence. In addition, I have asked the FPC to strengthen its contractual 
conditions for future supply contracts. The report contains sensitive commercial information and, as such, 
it has been redacted. I table a copy of the report. 

[See paper 3695.] 
(4) No. The FPC cannot enter into native forest production contracts beyond the term of the forest management 

plan 2014–2023. 
FISHERIES — STAFF 

249. Hon KEN BASTON to the minister representing the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer to staffing levels in the department of fisheries. 
(1) How many staff are available for on-water patrols in the region between Onslow and Kalbarri? 
(2) In which locations are they based and how many fisheries staff are at each location? 
Hon DARREN WEST replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. On behalf of the Minister for Regional Development 
representing the Minister for Fisheries, I provide the following answer. 
(1) Ten officers are located in regional towns between Onslow and Kalbarri at the locations listed in (2). In 

addition, patrols can be undertaken by officers attached to other district offices or attached to the patrol 
vessel unit as required. 

(2) Carnarvon has four staff, Exmouth has four staff and Denham has two staff. 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013695c0051de754c83cec7482585300002854d/$file/tp-3695.pdf
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FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK — STATE BUDGET 

250. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the Forrestfield–Airport Link project. 
What is the total impact of all costs associated with the Forrestfield–Airport Link on net operating balance and net 
debt, including interest, depreciation, maintenance, operating subsidy et cetera for the years 2020–21, 2021–22 
and 2022–23? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. The following answer has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Transport. 
The Public Transport Authority’s allocation as per the 2019–20 state budget is $294.06 million in 2020–21 and 
$304.34 million in 2021–22. 

POLICE — OPERATION HEAT SHIELD 

251. Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
I refer to Operation Heat Shield announced in the minister’s media statement of 17 November 2019. 
(1) How much of the $5 million committed has been expended to date? 
(2) How much of the $5 million committed has been allocated to boosting regional policing? 
(3) How many FTE sworn officer positions in regional WA remain vacant? 
(4) What is the current strength of the Western Australia Police Force by FTE positions? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. The following answer has been provided to me 
by the Minister for Police, which I note is correct as at 11 February. 
(1) The McGowan government has provided the Western Australia Police Force with an unprecedented $5 million 

to conduct Operation Heat Shield. This operation is running from December 2019 to 31 May 2020 and is 
achieving outstanding results throughout the state. Expenditure for Operation Heat Shield is ongoing with 
over $1.6 million already expended, with the balance to be expended by May 2020. 

(2) An amount of $1 million has been allocated to regional Western Australia, with additional funds to be 
allocated by the Western Australia Police Force based on operational requirements. 

(3) There are more officers in regional WA under the McGowan government than there were under the 
Liberal–National government. The WA Police Force advises that there are 43.5 vacant FTE. Vacancies 
in regional police districts vary on a daily basis, including through natural attrition, leave without pay and 
transfers in and out of regional WA. The police officer deployment unit issues transfer notices to successful 
applicants, and their physical arrival in a new position can take up to six weeks in regional Western Australia. 

(4) The current authorised strength by FTE as at 31 January 2020 is 8 770.16. 

SCHOOLS — SPORTS COURTS 
Question on Notice 2770 — Answer Advice 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Minister for Education and Training) [5.04 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 2770 asked by Hon Alison Xamon 
on 11 February 2020 to me as Minister for Education and Training will be provided on Tuesday, 31 March 2020. 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 2772 
Paper Tabled 

A paper relating to an answer to question on notice 2772 was tabled by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for 
Environment). 

POLICE — REDRESS SCHEME 
Question on Notice 2758 — Answer Advice 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [5.05 pm]: Yesterday, an 
answer was provided in relation to Hon Martin Aldridge’s question on notice 2758. Unfortunately, due to an 
administrative error, a document that was to be tabled with the response was omitted. I wish to inform the honourable 
member that the office of the Minister for Police has now provided the document, which I table, and I apologise 
to the house for the error. 
[See paper 3697.] 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013697c39cbc6a180332cd14825853000028558/$file/tp-3697.pdf
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MINISTER FOR YOUTH — AGRICULTURAL REGION VISIT 
Question on Notice 2764 — Answer Advice 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [5.05 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 2764, asked by Hon Martin Aldridge 
on 11 February 2020 to me, the Minister for Environment representing the Minister for Youth, will be provided 
on 31 March 2020. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — AGRICULTURAL REGION VISIT 
Question on Notice 2762 — Answer Advice 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.06 pm]: Pursuant to standing 
order 108(2), I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 2762, asked by Hon Martin Aldridge 
on 11 February 2020 to me as parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health will be provided on 
19 March 2020. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — MAGENTA LINAS SOFTWARE PTY LTD 
Question on Notice 2793 — Answer Advice 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.06 pm]: Pursuant to standing order 108(2), 
I wish to inform the house that the answer to question on notice 2793, asked by Hon Martin Aldridge on 
11 February 2020 to the Minister for Regional Development representing the Minister for Water will be provided 
on 31 March 2020. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Madam President, I point out that I am in a representative capacity and am reading out 
the answer provided by the minister. 

The PRESIDENT: Member, I am fully aware of that, and I am sure other members are aware of that as well. 

SUPPLY BILL 2020 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [5.07 pm]: Before we were so rudely interrupted by the coffee break, 
I had been discussing very briefly the difference between the various responses to coronavirus in other countries. 
I mentioned the target of maximum protection of people versus the maximum protection of the economy and the 
two responses around the world. The first is what is commonly called herd immunity—that is, to try to maximise 
the exposure of people as quickly as possible to build up the maximum amount of immunity possible. When 
vaccines are available, that is a fairly easy exercise because it means we can do so fairly safely. At the moment, 
those countries that are looking to maximise herd immunity to coronavirus are doing so by natural infection. That 
is, of course, a quite dangerous and risky process. The alternative to that is what is generally referred to as 
“flattening the curve”, which is the approach that is being taken by Australia in particular and which, in my view, 
has been reasonably successful to date. That means we try to slow down the rate of infection as much as possible, 
mostly by minimising exposure, effectively by reducing contact among people. By doing so, we slow down the 
rate of infection to a point at which new infections are manageable and it does not put too much pressure on the health 
system. There are pluses and minuses in each approach. Obviously, the maximum exposure and the herd immunity 
approach, which I understand was looked at by a few European countries at the start of this process, maximises 
the protection of the community in terms of exposure, but then has the greatest number of deaths and health impacts 
early on. When the curve is flattened, those impacts are spread further along the chain, so it takes the population 
longer to recover. Effectively, there will be more infections later rather than earlier. However, the advantage is that 
hopefully the incident rate allows the health system to manage and cope with the process. That is the one that 
Australian governments, both federal and state, are engaged in and, in my view, they are doing that quite successfully. 

As we said before the break, the mortality rate of COVID-19 in Australia is running at about one per cent. Some 
areas took a slightly different approach. For example, of those people infected and tested in China, the mortality 
rate is around four per cent; in Iran it is six per cent; in Spain it is 4.7 per cent and in Italy it is eight per cent. There 
is obviously a specific advantage in taking the approach that the current state and federal governments have taken. 

Before the break, I also mentioned briefly some of the behaviour that has been on display in the Australian 
community. Hopefully, it is a small percentage of the Australian community, but it reminds us all of the need to 
approach this in a fairly sensible manner. Hoarding does not help the response, it does not help the community 
and, in the end, it will not help individuals, but will just disadvantage people who are not in a position to do so, 
including the elderly and low-socioeconomic families. I walked into a shopping centre in Bunbury to take a photo — 

Hon Colin Tincknell: Great spot, Bunbury! 
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Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is a great spot, of course. 
I took a photograph of the empty toilet paper aisle. When I was doing so, I had to wait for a customer who was looking 
forlornly at the aisle with a trolley with a couple of kids in it and who was not hoarding toilet paper but could 
simply not get the requirement for the family she had. Her family was significantly disadvantaged, and I was struck 
at that point by the incredibly selfish nature that we fall to in times of trial. The “She’ll be right, mate” identity that 
Australians have always had is being sorely tested by some of the behaviours we see at the moment. As I mentioned, 
it reminds me a little of Lord of the Flies, but it reminds me also of the great poem If by Rudyard Kipling. It is 
a poem written from the perspective of a father to a son. The first lines read — 

If you can keep your head when all about you 
Are losing theirs and blaming it on you … 

That is a timely reminder: keep your head when others are not. That needs to be the focus we have. We need to 
get people thinking more rationally, not less rationally. That is particularly important. 
That brings us to the bill before the house today and the importance of supply. This Parliament and governments, 
both state and federal, have a particularly important role to play. The Prime Minister and the Premier have said 
repeatedly that the behaviour of hoarding and the violence that has been associated with it are not acceptable, and 
I think have been described in both cases as un-Australian. Having the government and Parliament set a good 
example and demand a good standard of behaviour is important, as is the demonstration of supply, because in times 
of panic, anything that goes awry makes the situation significantly worse. It is absolutely essential that governments 
at both levels are able to continue their operation so that there is a degree of normality in the community. When 
we consider examples such as Lord of the Flies, we note that it is when governance breaks down that extreme 
activity and extreme behaviour starts to occur. It is critically important that the government makes sure that it is 
providing the services that people require. That is not just about the finances and the bill we are discussing today, 
but also the intent of governments, state and commonwealth, to ensure that the community is adequately serviced. 
That will not necessarily be easy. I live in the south west, which is a major provider of electricity for this state. 
Those power stations do not run with an excessive number of staff. It is not inconceivable that an entire shift of 
workers in an essential service such as electricity will suddenly need to spend 14 days in isolation and companies 
will attempt to maintain supply with skeleton crews, or one crew out of two doubling up on shifts. I urge the 
government to ensure that it is considering reserve capacity and looking at workforces to ensure that those essential 
services—electricity, water and sanitation—all continue to be provided. 
Another important point is that this Parliament needs to set the same example that governments at the moment, 
both state and federal, are trying to set, and in Australia are doing so relatively successfully. For that reason, it is 
my personal view that unless coronavirus is detected in the Parliament of Western Australia, it is incumbent on us 
as leaders of the community to maintain as much normality in this process as we can. I understand that everyone 
at the Parliament of Queensland was sent home today. I came from Queensland. It is probably not a bad idea—
politics is a little wild over there! I know that members are concerned about their own health and the health of their 
families; however, at some point it becomes incumbent upon us to keep our heads when all about us are losing 
theirs. If the Parliament decides to recess unusually, it is important that it does so for the best of reasons because 
the example that we, as a Parliament, set as leaders of our community will be repeated throughout the community. 
If we join those in panic and hysteria, our society and Western Australia will take a very long time to recover from 
that. My advice to members and my unbidden advice to the government and the minister is that we need to think 
very carefully about the examples that we display so that we are giving the best of ourselves and demonstrating 
the best behaviour; otherwise, we will be hypocrites. Of course, as part of that process, the Liberal opposition will 
no doubt continue to hold the government to account, as well as supporting the government in those things that 
need to be done to keep the community as safe as possible. It would be easy for me to make comments, but I will 
continue to hold the government to account on the questions asked both yesterday and today—because I do not 
think that excusing the government of scrutiny does us any good—as part of that role of continuing what we need 
to do, continuing that stability and leading by example. It would be very easy to make cheap political points about 
the process. 
I finish with this comment, because I do not want to take too long on this bill: I hope to see it pass through this place 
rapidly. Both the federal government and the state government have done a good job to date with the management 
of the health risks of coronavirus infection in Australia. There is obviously more that they will do. We can expect 
more change as time goes by. The next six months will be critical. My view is that the community will develop 
a degree of coronavirus fatigue over time; that is, the constant coverage, the constant fear and the constant hysteria 
will eventually wear us down to a point at which we become somewhat blasé. I suspect that that will be around 
September–October this year. By that stage, we might start to see some recovery in normal behaviour and some 
recovery in the economic circumstances of this state. In the meantime, I repeat what I said before the afternoon break: 
we cannot save all the people and save all the economy. If we believe that we can do that, we are kidding ourselves. 
The community needs to accept that ultimately there will be deaths and there will be economic impacts. There will 
be increased unemployment. There will be costs; people will lose their jobs and some people will lose their 
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businesses. In that process, it is not the government’s fault, be it commonwealth or state. Both levels of government 
have an obligation to mitigate the damage as much as possible, but we seem to have come in recent years and 
decades to the position that everything that goes wrong is the government’s fault and it is always the government’s 
responsibility to fix it. I think we are going to see a very good example in 2020 of reality overtaking political 
perception. In those circumstances, there is an important role for this Parliament and this house to lead and to 
continue to meet and to look after the interests of the people of Western Australia. The opposition will support the 
bill today.  
HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [5.19 pm]: I rise today to speak on the Supply Bill 2020 on behalf of the 
Greens, and acknowledge that we will be supporting this bill, but I would like to say a few things first. This bill 
has been brought on because of the uncertainty about the spread and intensity of the coronavirus. It is very difficult 
for us to determine what may happen or what will happen. We are ahead of the game, so we can look at what is 
happening in other countries and respond appropriately, and in some cases take steps well before they may have 
taken steps. 
I understand that there are currently 500 cases of COVID-19 in Australia. That number is doubling every four days, 
so, in two weeks when we come back, there will be 4 000 cases across Australia. We need to think about that. It 
does not look as though we will be able to curtail this any time soon. The best we can hope for is a very slow rise 
in numbers so that our facilities and our healthcare system can work with the number of people who will be coming 
into our hospitals. If 4 000 people are infected now, members can do the maths and work out what the numbers 
will be like in May when we come back after the April break. It could slow us down. It could shut us down. As 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas has just said, Queensland has shut down its Parliament. The thing is that when we talk about 
closing something for a week, two weeks or four weeks, or whatever, a lot of people around the state think that 
sounds great, but if we think about it and see what is happening overseas, it will not be for a couple of weeks but 
maybe four to six months. As we come out of winter, maybe then we will be able to get a bit more of a handle on 
how to stop the spread of it and be able to deal with it, and we will start to develop immunity within the people who 
have had it and have gotten over it, in some cases with very few symptoms. 
It is usual that the budget is approved by the end of June. I can understand why the government needs to bring 
on this bill, because there is a potential that Parliament will not be back in time to pass the budget. That happened 
in 2017, which was an election year, and the budget did not come on until September, so we had to do the same thing 
and bring in an early Supply Bill to make sure that funds were available to enable the normal work of government 
to continue—paying the staff, doing building work, continuing development, and meeting all the other costs that 
governments have. 
The government has said that because this bill is just a precautionary measure should we not be able to come back 
and pass the budget in the normal course of events, it will not proclaim it unless that is necessary. With the normal 
budget system, there is a two-month lead time into the next year so that if the budget is late in getting passed, the 
government can continue to pay staff and meet all its other costs until 31 August. This bill does not need to be 
proclaimed unless it appears that we will not be able to pass the budget before 31 August, and it will provide the 
government with the funds to take us through roughly until December, with the very strong belief that we will be 
back here before December. It is very hard to determine the future, but I would say that that will be possible, and, 
if it is not, I am sure we will find some way of having Parliament via technology online somehow. 
The PRESIDENT: We are not actually able to do that, just so you do not get excited about the opportunity, sadly. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: It will be interesting, then. But I believe we will be back before then. 
The other thing with this bill is that it is equal to 50 per cent of the appropriations for the 2019–20 year, given that 
it is to take us through to December. That seems to make sense. The consumer price index has not been too high. 
Although we will be expending considerable funding through the healthcare system and other areas that might 
come up somewhat unexpectedly because of this virus, other things will probably be curtailed because of the pulling 
back in the amount of other works that might be able to happen. 
I really appreciate the financial acumen that this government has exhibited in managing the finances so that we are 
not in dire straits right now. In fact, we are very far from dire straits, given that in the past six-month period we 
showed a surplus of $2.3 billion. That is fabulous. Whatever the reasons for it, there was a surplus. I am really pleased 
to see that. I really believe that the idea of putting money away for a rainy day makes a lot of sense. This is our 
rainy day. This is the time. This is why we have put away that money, so that when the population calls on the 
government to do something, we are in a position in which we can do something. That is what is necessary. We 
need to make sure that those funds go to the right place, at the right time, to do the right things that need to happen. 
I recognise that with this budget we could have done other things, such as pay off debt or put it into a future fund, 
but paying for the past or paying for the future are nice luxuries we can have when we do good things, but not in 
a time of crisis, and we are in a time of crisis. All we need to do is look at what is happening in other countries to 
see that that is where we could be going very soon. We are talking about a couple of weeks. What happens after 
that? We are not sure. It will be a measure of how well our social distancing or physical distancing—that 1.5 metre 
gap between people—has worked and how well the precautions that we have put in place have worked. 
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Our current situation, with the impending greatest challenge to our health services that I think any of us have ever 
experienced, is occurring at a time when homelessness is increasing, mental health issues are rising, domestic 
violence continues to be a sorry reflection on our communities, and closing the gap on expectations for Aboriginal 
health remains a distant target. We find ourselves in that enviable situation of having a strong financial position to 
address the needs in our community without sending the state further into debt and not having to cut back on other 
services. So now, all the best ideas must be put forward. I am sure this is what the government is working on, and 
I appreciate the measures that have been taken so far. But there are a lot of difficult decisions ahead, and we have 
to work through what the repercussions of taking those actions or not taking those actions will be. Then we have 
to go forward. We must look at who will be hit the hardest by this and ensure that we put supports in place as soon 
as possible. As I said, we are probably already looking at this. The government is on to it. But I cannot express 
how urgent this is. It is not as though we can wait until tomorrow to make some decisions. Some things need to be 
done today. We need to work out where those crises will occur and address them before they become insurmountable. 
We know that for people who contract the disease and present to hospital, yes, obviously that will be one place—
the hospitals will have to figure out how they can address all the people coming in with pneumonia and other 
symptoms, and try to keep the healthcare workers available and able and healthy themselves. I understand a Facebook 
site already has something like 15 000 people joining it, saying they want to help support the healthcare workers. 
That will be necessary. If schools close and those healthcare workers have children, they will need someone to look 
after them. The normal day care centres may not be able to do that either, because putting 30 young children in a room 
together who share everything is just not going to work. So, we have to be able to help those healthcare workers and 
the hospitals and make sure they are staffed, funded and resourced—everything—to the best that we can afford. 

I understand that people with disabilities are not able to access their necessary services and are finding it difficult 
to maintain the necessary social distancing. Some of this can be a federal issue, but those people are in our state 
and we need to look after them, too. We have to make sure that we are working with the federal government on 
this. I do not have a high expectation—well, I do have high expectations of our federal government. It needs to 
come along and ensure that people with disabilities get the services and the supports they need at this time of crisis. 
There may be people who lose their source of income and can no longer make their mortgage payments or pay 
their rent, buy food, or pay for their utilities. Maybe steps can be taken to ensure that people who are renting and 
lose their ability to pay the rent will not be evicted. Steps will have to be put in place. We cannot have landlords 
evicting people when they are already very stressed, especially if they are trying to do self-isolation. It is just not 
going to work. From a state government point of view, I understand that the energy assistance package was 
increased. There is also the hardship utility grant scheme. I cannot imagine that the government is going to try to cut 
off somebody’s power, gas or water in the next six to 12 months. That would make no sense at all. We have to make 
sure that all the people of WA are looked after, and if they are not able to pay their bills, we have to find something 
to put in place so that they can continue to live their life in as healthy a manner as possible. 

We also have people with mental health issues who find themselves self-isolated, on their own and without social 
contact. I have already heard that some communities are looking to try to support people. I know this is not 
a stand-in for the process of appropriate medical support, but the government could go through local governments 
or local community groups and help those groups that provide support to neighbours, friends, others they know on 
their street, people down the block, families and extended families. They can check in on people and give them 
support so that they know where to go if they become distressed or need medical attention. We cannot just look 
after ourselves. Everyone in here is in a position in which we can provide more for people other than just ourselves. 
That is what we need to bolster in our communities. If someone is capable of it, they should help others out too. It 
is no longer the time to just look after ourselves. It just will not work. 

There are people in abusive relationships—possibly with young children and possibly experiencing financial 
distress—and additional services must be set up to ensure that abuse does not happen when a family is self-isolating 
or trying to remain at a physical distance from everybody. It is understood that in times of stress, domestic violence 
and abuse increases. We also know that globally, with the coming climate change, the effects will hit women first 
and hardest. This virus will do the same thing, because it puts women in positions in which they are compromised 
and not able to be as assertive or defend themselves as well as they might like. These are the people who need 
immediate and ongoing care and support. That is what I am hoping this government can step in to do. I will get to the 
economy. We need to keep the economy going well, and getting funds into the hands of the people who are neediest 
is the best way to help the economy, because that makes it spread around many more times. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: You mean the trickle-down effect. 

Hon DIANE EVERS: The trickle-down effect does not work. Exactly! Thank you for that. 

Yesterday, New Zealand announced a $12 billion package that includes a payment of $585 a week for 12 weeks 
as a jobs guarantee to support small business so that they do not have to lay off their employees and put people out 
of work. A number of members have mentioned being in the shops recently and seeing empty shelves. We are talking 
about grocery shopping. Try going into a furniture store or a car dealer, or to buy other larger ticket items that we 
consider discretionary. There is not as much discretionary spending happening, including at restaurants. Those places 
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will not be able to stay open. Many of them live month to month or so, making sure they get enough in to cover 
rent, staff wages and all the other costs. We will see some businesses shut down, and every time we see a business 
shut down, that is the end of the jobs for its staff as well. Maybe what New Zealand has done is the right thing and 
possibly Australia could do that. It is something we should be thinking about as well, because we have to get 
money into the hands of people who will spend it to assist the economy. Without such a stimulus, we will surely 
see not only thousands of job losses, but also small businesses collapse. There are 226 000 small business in WA. 
I do not know what proportion of those might go under, but I would imagine that of those 226 000, a number were 
possibly struggling before this virus came along. As far as I understand, the government has set up a hotline to 
support business owners who have questions about red tape. I am thinking that that is not a response to the virus. 
That must have been thought of beforehand and it is coming along, which is great, but a hotline is hardly something 
that someone will go to when their business is struggling to pay the rent and keep staff on. We need to have 
something considerably stronger than that. 
As I have said, I am expecting more out of the federal government, but I am not holding my breath. We have to 
work with it. WA is in a really good financial situation, and WA will need to prop up these businesses, because 
we do not always operate on the same schedule as the rest of Australia, as anybody who has gone through the last 
10 years would know. We need to keep things going. Luckily, it seems as though the iron ore price and volumes 
are still high, but I would not expect that to continue for long. There will come a time when China may not need 
to keep topping up its stores. That is what we should be looking at. We need to get the best economists we have in 
here and get that crystal-ball gazing going on, because we need to work out what is going to happen so that we can 
stop it before it does. If it does happen, people cannot then say, “We didn’t need to do it”. If it does not happen, 
we just have to say, “Excellent. Isn’t that great? We did well; we got through this.” That is what I hope to see. 
As I mentioned briefly yesterday, we are hearing farmers in the regions talk about where they are going to get their 
workers because there are no backpackers. I have an idea. I have talked about how a lot of people in the retail 
industry will be losing their jobs and how a lot of people are not going to the regions for jobs. I am not sure how 
we could match it up, but I suggest to the government that it take a look at that. Is there some sort of a plan or 
system that could be put in place to match up unemployed people in the cities who would like to live in the regions, 
get a job, have a place to live, have something to eat and maybe not even pay much rent, and we could keep our 
farms operating? Our farms are our food. Yes, the shops have been empty and we all expect that the shelves will 
be filled again by the next day or week, but that may not be the case in a month’s time if this keeps happening. It may 
be that a lot of our food that is imported does not come in. We need to keep growing our food here. That is something 
that we could somehow match up, so that we get unemployed people out into the regions. 
Another group of people who I feel will be significantly financially impacted is the entire performance art industry. 
I do not have the answers, but we better find something soon. Maybe this is another area in which we can look to 
the stimulus package of New Zealand. The state could provide some sort of small weekly wage to pay performers 
and keep morale up, not only giving small groups of people an emotional boost by playing their music, but also 
knowing that the payment will go right back into the economy to support cafes and other local hospitality venues. 
We cannot meet in large groups, but would it be so bad if a few people were paid a small weekly wage to play some 
music from time to time? It would kind of be like busking, but more formalised, because they would put the money 
back into the economy. We need those performance arts people here. They are important to make people feel like 
things are not so strange. We have to keep a bit of normalcy, so that many people will not lose the social connections 
that we need. 
As for infrastructure spending, rather than go down the line suggested by the Leader of the Opposition in the other 
house, who said, “Just construct Roe 8. That’ll be good—more road construction!” Wow; what a novel idea. Where 
did that one come from? That will not provide ongoing jobs, it will not reduce ongoing costs and it will not bring 
in revenue. It will barely stimulate the economy, so why not think more constructively and build something we 
desperately need? We could urgently build 1 000 low-cost homes for social housing across regional areas and in 
many areas of Perth where people are struggling and living on the streets. These people living on the streets are 
very susceptible to COVID-19. We are not providing anything to help them get through it. Of course, when they 
have it, many of the other people who pass them by will get it too. Why not build 1 000 new homes? The government 
could even employ those people to help build them and teach them the skills required. We can use the plantation pine 
that we grow here. Without as many of the fixtures and fittings coming in from China, we might even start some 
industries here. There is so much we could do, and building 1 000 homes would not only keep the construction 
industry going, but also employ more people and provide houses for people to live in so that we do not have so many 
homeless people when we come out of this, and we would minimise the spread of the disease.  
Hon Jim Chown: How long did it take to build one of your homes? 
Hon DIANE EVERS: I was getting to that. Okay, I will jump to that. How long would it take? I do not know 
whether members have heard—I am sure some of them have—that it took only 10 days to build a hospital in China. 
I have seen the video. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: That’s been myth-busted. 
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Hon DIANE EVERS: Okay; whatever you want to believe. They built a hospital very quickly. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: What’s your source. It’s not true. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: Okay. A normal house can be built in 13 weeks, maybe even six weeks. We are not talking 
about the average normal house. We need small affordable houses in local areas. Houses can be built in a shed here 
and taken to the mining areas. It has been done. We have an industry and it can be upgraded. I hate hearing people 
saying, “No, it can’t be done”, because this disease is like nothing we have ever seen and we need to act soon. We 
have accepted homelessness when we know that not having a home is one of the biggest factors and not being able 
to find work often leads to mental illness and other issues. The rapid development of the small home construction 
industry could be distributed across the state and it would provide homes for homeless people. 
I suggest that we look outside the box, outside the square, at other areas. We should look at where the problems will 
happen. We acknowledge that this is a serious issue that is going to impact our state greatly. We need to take action 
now and use the funds that have accumulated and the surplus to make sure that the vulnerable in our society are 
looked after and cared for and that we continue to have the medical facilities and services available that we need to 
make sure that no-one is left behind. I recognise the seriousness of the Supply Bill 2020. I recognise that we do not 
expect these things to happen, but we need to be ready. I really hope that we are ready and that we take action soon. 
HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [5.41 pm]: From the outset, I make it quite clear to the government that 
Pauline Hanson’s One Nation fully supports the Supply Bill 2020. However, that does not mean that the government 
can sit back on its laurels and that it cannot do better than what it is doing. I acknowledge the homelessness package 
that was delivered before Christmas. I also acknowledge the payroll tax relief, the stamp duty rebates for property 
and construction, the maintenance packages for Western Australian schools and WA Health, the reduced TAFE fees 
and also the local support for tourism. I want to say well done to the government, but a lot of that—we can call it 
a stimulus or a boost—happened before the onset of coronavirus, the reason being that, compared with the other 
states, WA was going through a bad economic phase and was not performing very well. Those developments and 
announcements were very much needed at the time. Now the coronavirus is not only on our doorstep, it is happening 
in our community and the whole world is under pressure. 
I congratulate Hon Dr Steve Thomas for what he said in his contribution; indeed, we need to be united on this issue. 
This is a time for Parliament to stand up. We can debate the little things, and we should because we need to have 
good honest debates and disagreements so that we can get the best results. In the end, the government has the 
responsibility to lead the state through this tough time. I wish the Premier and the Prime Minister of Australia all the 
best. This is a tough time for any government leader. Some good can come out of this over the next six to 12 months. 
It can galvanise the important things and the things that we have in common in this great state of WA. It can bring 
us together. The way we go about that and achieve those outcomes may be a bit different. 
The Supply Bill 2020 has been called a stimulus package but I am not so sure that it is a stimulus package. To me 
it is more of a relief package. We have talked about the payroll tax reduction and how those who pay it will be 
advantaged. I asked a question in Parliament yesterday about small businesses and the mum-and-dad businesses 
because they make up the majority of businesses in this state. They are the ones that will find it hard to operate 
and may have to close up shop. Some mothers and fathers will have to take their kids out of school because of 
whatever. That is their personal decision. We do not want that because it will restrict the number of doctors and 
nurses in our society. Truck drivers and people stacking shelves at IGAs are all very important to what is going on 
right now with the coronavirus. Is this a relief package? There was much talk of an increase in the cost of household 
utilities, such as energy, but now the government is not going to make those increases. This is more of a relief 
package than a stimulus package. The government has reduced payroll tax for a number of businesses, but what 
about small vulnerable businesses? We need an answer for them. I urge the government to keep working on that. 
They will get our support in every way. 
At times the government is so proud of its effort to bring in a surplus that it is a bit scared to spend some of that 
surplus. Now is the time; the rainy day is here. I know that the savings made by the government have been hard 
earned, but now is the time to give Western Australians that stimulus, and to give even more than what has been 
given. I applaud what the government has done, but I would like to see a lot more. I would like to see a relief effort 
made in mortgages, rents and leases. The small businesses that will not do well will still have to pay their mortgages, 
rents and leases. It is not an easy one, but the government should work with these businesses and the banks to see 
whether we can achieve some relief in that area. It is very important because it is pretty hard for a person to come 
back from losing their job, their wage, their store or business and their house. They may end up on the streets with 
other homeless people. We do not want to add to the list of homeless people in WA. We must act very quickly 
before people reach that stage. 
As I mentioned before, COVID-19 will not go away quickly. Although initiatives are being taken now, we need 
to continue to think about what else we can do. We understand why schools have remained open and why flights 
between states still need to happen. It may reach the stage at which schools have to close and those airline services 
will have to wind down. That will mean that the government will need to be flexible and ready to spend some of 
its surplus when it is needed most, which is right now. 
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HON RICK MAZZA (Agricultural) [5.49 pm]: The Supply Bill 2020 is basically an insurance policy that the 
government has put forward in case we are unable to pass our budget in May. The state still needs to provide finances 
and keep the lights on, as they say, and so this bill provides those funds. The COVID-19 virus for us is, of course, 
uncharted waters. As Hon Dr Steve Thomas pointed out, in history, we have had events like the Spanish flu, 
World Wars and Depressions, but for us in the chamber, and for this generation, we have not come across something 
like this, and it is unfolding on a daily basis. It is a little unfortunate that the 24-hour news cycle and social media 
have caused a degree of hysteria and irrational behaviour. If members go to supermarkets, certain product lines are 
completely stripped out. I went to a supermarket this morning and the toilet paper aisle was stripped bare. It makes 
me wonder where all the stuff is going and what the hell people are even using it for! 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: We could draw you a picture. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! That is possibly the most unruly interjection I have ever heard. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: Today I heard that Harvey Norman has had a run on chest freezers, and it has just about run 
out of its supply of those, because people have to find somewhere to put their hoarded goods. 
The COVID-19 virus is something that we have to deal with as time goes on. I certainly think that this bill is 
a good idea as an insurance policy. Maybe the government will not need to use it, maybe it will, but at least it is 
there for us to use. I note with interest the amount that the Supply Bill will provide for, which is a total of 
$13 638 632 000. The amount for recurrent services will be $11 501 021 500 and for capital purposes it will be 
$2 137 610 500. It gives me great comfort that when it comes to supply, Treasury is able to analyse this down to 
the last $500. In any case, the money will be available if need be. I certainly support this bill. Hopefully, we will 
not require it and we can go through the normal budget process. 
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [5.52 pm]: I rise on behalf of the Nationals WA to indicate that we, 
too, will be supporting the Supply Bill 2020. I note that it is in the best interests of the house, the government and 
the people of Western Australia that the bill passes this evening, and I want to make a short contribution on this 
issue. As the members who have spoken before me have said, it is very important that the last thing that we would 
want to see during this public health emergency that is facing the world, not just Australia or Western Australia, 
is our government running out of money. That would be far worse than the situation we are dealing with at the 
moment, a very public health emergency across the world. 
Some people—not in this place, but in the other place—have said that introducing this Supply Bill is a rather 
extraordinary move. I am not sure whether it is that extraordinary. Since we have had fixed elections in the state 
of Western Australia, if I am not mistaken, for every budget after a general election, we have a Supply Bill. The 
reason we have a Supply Bill is that the budget, which is usually handed down in May, has always been, since 
fixed elections, much later in that year. Therefore, to that extent, I am not sure whether it is that extraordinary. 
I want to talk specifically about the bill briefly and then a couple of other issues more generally about our preparedness 
over the next few months. The second reading speech that was delivered by the Leader of the House on behalf of 
Hon Stephen Dawson yesterday says that the $13.639 billion amount in the Supply Bill 2020 is based on 50 per cent 
of the appropriations approved by the Parliament for the 2019–20 financial year. I had a quick look at the 2019–20 
appropriations bills of which there are two—a recurrent bill and a capital bill. The Appropriation (Capital 2019–20) Bill 
was $2.644 billion, and the Appropriation (Recurrent 2019–20) Bill was $20.316 billion, or a total of $22.96 billion. 
Half of $22.96 billion is $11.48 billion, so I am wondering whether the minister can clarify that point for me when 
he delivers his second reading speech in reply. I think that there are times when governments can extend beyond 
an appropriation if it receives validation after the fact—perhaps that is the instance. I am not aware of another 
appropriations bill that passed in 2019–20, or perhaps my maths does not add up. Perhaps that is something that 
the minister could look at in the short time that we have, with the advisers that he has with him today, just for some 
factual clarity on that matter. It is not going to change the way that we vote in the second or third reading. 
It has been said, although I do not think I have heard it in the debate today, unless I have missed it, that there are 
provisions in the Financial Management Act 2006, namely section 24, that allow the Treasurer of the state power 
to authorise an appropriation on 1 July if an appropriations bill has not passed for any given year, and it must not 
exceed an amount that equals 20 per cent of the total amount appropriated for the previous year by the appropriations 
acts. Obviously, those provisions, I think, are enacted fairly regularly, because it is not often that we have 
appropriations bills passed by 30 June each year—in fact, it is probably the case that the section 24 provisions of 
the FMA are enacted by the Treasurer every year and so it is quite routinely used. The concern is that it would provide 
only 20 per cent of this year’s appropriations and would expire two months after 1 July 2020. Obviously, two things 
would need to be considered. One is that we might need more than 20 per cent of this year’s appropriations in the 
first two months of the next financial year—that could be one scenario—or, indeed, the Parliament is not able to 
pass a new set of appropriations bills prior to 1 September 2020. Those are the two scenarios that could arise. In 
considering this bill, I would like to know from the minister: is it the plan of the state to use the section 24 provisions 
and then, if required, use the power that would be available to the Treasurer on the proclamation of this bill; or 
will it just go straight to this bill and proclaim it on 1 July, rather than use the section 24 provisions at all? It would 
be good to get some clarity around those two areas. 
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I have other things that I want to talk about. We do not have a lot of time left, so I do not want to speak extensively, 
but there will be another occasion when we talk about the health and economic response. Time will not allow for that 
today, and I do not think that it is the right occasion to have that debate in full, except to say that the National Party 
will stand with the government through this very difficult period to make sure that what we are saying is responsible, 
measured and in proportion to the enormous challenge that lies ahead in the weeks and months, if not years, to 
come, with respect to the situation that is developing internationally.  
Before I conclude, I will make a few remarks about the operation of the Parliament going forward. Obviously, this 
is a bill to make sure that money continues to flow in the absence of Parliament sitting. It is predicted that we will 
see supply until probably the later stages of this calendar year. That may be revised, depending upon the expenditure 
that is required in the next few months as the government responds. However, as I understand it, there are some 
limitations for the Legislative Council. There are two things I want to talk about today. When I woke up this morning 
thinking about this Supply Bill and what I was going to say, the next thing that I thought about was what will 
happen in the Legislative Council. We go into a recess tomorrow afternoon, we have a week off, we are scheduled 
to come back for a week thereafter, and then we go into the winter recess, as I understand it. As members will be 
aware, I have taken some interest this term in standing order 6 and particularly 6(3), which is the recall provisions 
of the house. I pointed out to the house in an earlier debate that standing order 6(3) allows the President, on the 
request of the Leader of the House and after consultation with the leaders of all parties, to vary the day and time 
at which the Council will next meet. Some people held the view that that should only be interpreted to mean that 
we can recall the house; it does not mean that we can postpone the house. I think I argued at the time that on a plain 
reading of standing order 6(3), it allows the President on the request of the Leader of the House to do both things. 
That may well be a provision that needs to be enacted during any period of recess—not just the week that is coming 
up, but, indeed, the winter recess, during which there may be practical reasons why the Legislative Council may not 
be able to sit on the dates tabled by the Leader of the House at the end of 2019. I just draw members’ attention to that 
point. Earlier today, I thought that perhaps a special adjournment motion might be required tomorrow afternoon to 
enable the President to make such decisions; however, on reflection of standing order 6(3), I think there is sufficient 
scope for the President, at the request of the Leader of the House, to make appropriate decisions on that. 
Another issue that was raised earlier in the debate was whether or not the house could or should sit in a virtual 
sense. I am drawn to some limitations in section 14 of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 titled 
“Quorum — division, casting vote”. For the benefit of members, section 14 reads — 

The presence of at least one-third of the members of the Legislative Council, exclusive of the President, 
shall be necessary to constitute a quorum for the despatch of business; and all questions which shall arise 
in the Legislative Council shall be decided by a majority of votes of the members present, other than the 
President, and when the votes are equal the President shall have the casting vote: 
Provided always, that if the whole number of members constituting the Legislative Council shall not be 
exactly divisible by 3, the quorum of the Legislative Council shall consist of such whole number as is 
next greater than one-third of the members of the Legislative Council. 

Members know that the first thing that occurs at the beginning of each sitting day is that a quorum needs to be 
present for that sitting day to continue. Obviously, the word “present” presents some difficulty in sitting by another 
means. That may be something that, in due course, may need to be considered in not only this place, but also the 
other place, when considering our preparedness to deal with situations like this. I really hope it will not be the case 
that the Legislative Council or the other place will be in a position in which they cannot sit through an inability to 
form a quorum, because, obviously, having a legislature able to respond as well as the government to the rising needs 
of a public health emergency will be important. 
With those few words in the time that has been available to me this afternoon, I indicate to the government that 
we will support the Supply Bill 2020 and we will continue to support the government in the difficult weeks and 
months ahead. 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [6.03 pm] — in reply: 
Thank you, Mr Deputy President, and I thank all honourable members who made a contribution to the debate this 
afternoon on the Supply Bill 2020—that is, Hon Dr Steve Thomas on behalf of the opposition, Hon Diane Evers, 
Hon Colin Tincknell, Hon Rick Mazza and Hon Martin Aldridge. I really appreciate their support and the 
comments they provided to the house on this bill. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas gave a fairly sombre analysis of the risks associated with COVID-19 and really put it into 
perspective. Certainly, I recognise that there are current challenges and there will be challenges ahead of us. I think 
he made the point well that we need to think carefully about the examples that we give as members of Parliament, 
and, indeed, as a Legislative Council and Parliament of Western Australia. The state and federal governments are 
in lock step on this issue. Obviously, the Prime Minister and the Premier are in regular contact, and, of course, the 
Premier is a member of the national cabinet that has been established by the Prime Minister with leaders of the various 
states and territories on this issue. Every action we take and every decision we make on this issue is to protect 
Western Australians. I think it is important to make that point: this is about the protection of Western Australians. 
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I acknowledge the contribution of Hon Diane Evers. I indicate that decisions being made are evidence based, but, 
certainly, I appreciate her acknowledgement of the seriousness of the issue that we face at the moment. I will 
certainly put the best wishes of Hon Colin Tincknell to the Premier and bring them to his attention. As he quite 
rightly pointed out, over $607 million has been allocated for stimulus packages thus far. The government continues 
to monitor the economy and we will act again if and when it is needed. We all need to continue to support local 
businesses and each other as we continue to manage the impacts of this virus. 

I thank Hon Rick Mazza for his contribution. As he said, this bill is essentially an insurance policy as we proceed 
to deal with COVID-19. Hon Martin Aldridge made the point that it is in the best interests of the people of 
Western Australia that the bill is passed. I thank him for that; I agree with him. He asked me to clarify the 50 per cent. 
I have been provided with a copy of the speech I delivered, but it is actually a copy of a speech that the Treasurer 
delivered last year in the other place, which refers to recurrent service estimates of just upwards of $23 billion, 
including a sum permanently appropriated under special acts, leaving an amount of $20.3 billion to be appropriated 
in the manner shown in the schedule to the Appropriation (Recurrent 2019–20) Bill 2019—so that is that extra. 
Then, in relation to the Appropriation (Capital 2019–20) Bill 2019, which is for capital purposes, there are capital 
purposes and financing transaction estimates of $4.275 billion that comprise a sum of $1.63 billion permanently 
appropriated under special acts, and an amount of $2.644 billion that is to be appropriated in the manner shown in 
the schedule to the Appropriation (Capital 2019–20) Bill 2019. If we add those two amounts together, the bill 
before us allows for the 50 per cent amount that is referred to in the second reading speech. 

To answer Hon Martin Aldridge’s second question—whether it was our intention to use section 24 of the 
Financial Management Act or go straight to this—I think we have the flexibility to do both. I think we will deal 
with that issue as we need to. 

Certainly, on what the Legislative Council may well do, party leaders hold a regular meeting, which I attend as 
a deputy, on the first Tuesday of a sitting block. At our last meeting, the President and the Clerk of the Council 
came along and provided us an update of where things were at for the Legislative Council. Obviously, they have 
written to us since then. I certainly think it is the intention that those briefings will occur again with the leaders of 
the parties as we progress. Certainly, any future decision of the Council would be disseminated to parties through 
that process. 

Again, I thank honourable members for their contributions to this debate. It is an important one. As  
Hon Dr Steve Thomas quite rightly pointed out, there are dark days ahead, but certainly it is incumbent on us to 
work together collectively in the best interests of Western Australians as we work through the virus. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment), and passed.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FUTURE FUND AMENDMENT 
(FUTURE HEALTH RESEARCH AND INNOVATION FUND) BILL 2019 

Committee 

Resumed from 17 March. The Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair; Hon Alanna Clohesy 
(Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yesterday, I undertook to provide further clarification on funding flows for the future 
health research and innovation fund. I seek leave to table that document. 

[See paper 3698.] 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I also undertook to provide a copy of the research titled “Australia’s health and medical 
research workforce: Expert people providing exceptional returns”. I table that document. 

[See paper 3699.] 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Before debate was interrupted yesterday the parliamentary secretary was seeking 
advice on my question about how the government benchmarks itself nationally and, indeed, internationally with 
respect to the medical research innovation effort and whether it is assessed internally or externally by a third party; 
what we consider to be reasonable and how far away we are from what might be considered to be carrying our fair 
share of the burden of medical research and innovation investment. 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013698c2e71bc4117003f82482585300002855d/$file/tp-3698.pdf
https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/Test/Tables.nsf/screenLaunch
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: A common national benchmark that we use for medical and health research is the 
proportion of funding won from the National Health and Medical Research Council. In recent years, though, 
Western Australia has received much less of that funding than its population share. That is an indicator that as 
a common benchmark we are probably not doing too well on and is a strong argument for the need for this bill. 
In terms of benchmarking within the program, an evaluation framework is being developed and that is based on 
national and international best practice. That enables us to judge how successful WA’s research and innovation is. 
Because this bill seeks to boost the quality and capacity of research in WA—as indicated on a national benchmark 
that is really needed—some of the measures will be reflected, as I said, in funds from the NHMRC. Also, an aim of 
this bill is to increase our share of other competitive funding. An increase in the quality of the research and innovation 
efforts in WA should lead to an increase in the share of funding from outside WA—I assume not only from the 
NHMRC but other levels of a type that are attracting other funding from outside WA. In addition, the fund will be 
available to provide matching funding from major national and international applications. However, it is important 
to note that the benefits of the fund will take a number of years to materialise; it is not going to happen overnight. 
That is why we need a robust evaluation framework, which is currently being developed. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I am waiting on the tabled paper before we move on to those funding questions that 
we started with yesterday. I think there could be some challenges with benchmarking ourselves based on the 
amount of money we get from the NHMRC. There could be a range of reasons why we do not get our population 
share of the NHMRC funding. Our priorities might be different from the national body’s priorities and the federal 
government might like us less than Tasmania, or we may have institutions that are less enabled than others. There 
could be a range of variables for that being used as a benchmark. Does the parliamentary secretary know, perhaps 
on a per capita basis, how much that $20 million a year we have consistently invested as a baseline over the last 
four or six years compares with other state and territory jurisdictions? That might be a bit of a raw assessment, but 
it may be, I think, a bit more instructive than considering what we get out of the NHMRC. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: In terms of comparisons with other jurisdictions, I think it is fair to say that states 
provide a wide range of funding. It is not as simple as comparing apples with apples so it would not be easy to use 
that as a benchmark. In addition, not all states are transparent about the level and type of funding that they contribute 
to medical and health research, generally speaking. That is another reason, again, why it does not make sense to 
use that as a benchmark. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: How much money does the government consider is appropriate or desired as a target 
for annual investment in medical research innovation? 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 
PHILIPPINE TRADE UNION MOVEMENT 

Statement 
HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [6.21 pm]: I rise to make a short statement on behalf of the 
Greens in solidarity with the Philippine trade union movement. Last month, I met with Mr Elmer “Bong” Labog, 
the chairperson of Kilusang Mayo Uno, the Filipino trade union movement, and the KMU international officer, 
Ms Meryl Quero-Asa. They were here as part of a delegation being sponsored by Union Aid Abroad–APHEDA 
to draw to the attention of state Parliaments in Australia, as well as the federal Parliament, what is happening in 
the Philippines around the violation of human rights for unionists. The Filipino unionists are organising to defend 
workers’ rights when the Duterte regime is imposing what is an extraordinarily brutal crackdown on union members, 
officials and leaders. Unfortunately, since the rise to power of President Duterte, more than 43 union members and 
officials have been killed as a result of extrajudicial violence. They want very much to bring this to the attention 
of Australian Parliaments in the hope that Australia will put some pressure on the Duterte government to address 
this diabolical situation. 
They call on the Australian government in particular to immediately audit the enhanced defence cooperation 
program and also to look at any other security arrangements that it may have in conjunction with the Philippines 
to ensure that it is not inadvertently building the capacity of Filipino security forces to undertake the sort of repression 
that is currently being exercised against unions and which is contributing to other human rights violations. As 
I say, the unionists are particularly concerned about the killing and persecution of union members and officials and 
the climate of fear that this is creating within the Philippines. They are concerned that union leaders and members 
are being spied upon and also being portrayed as terrorists and being arrested. They are looking for governments 
to guarantee the security and safety of all union members and leaders and to have the fundamental workers’ rights 
of the International Labour Organization upheld. 
They have asked for the ILO high-level tripartite mission to be able to undertake its investigations in May this year 
unimpeded by the government. On behalf of the Greens, through this state Parliament—I am sure I will be doing 
it in conjunction with others—I call on the federal government to please show solidarity with the Filipino trade 
unions. I am very concerned at the deteriorating human rights situation and I hope that all pressure can be put on 
the government to ensure that people are no longer living under threat and losing their lives. 
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Statement 
HON DR SALLY TALBOT (South West) [6.24 pm]: The visit to Western Australia by the two Filipino unionists 
was very successful, as attested by tonight’s comments in this Parliament, and I thank Hon Alison Xamon for her 
remarks just now. The Philippines is a member state of the International Labour Organization, which, as honourable 
members will know, is the UN agency, as it describes it, for “the world of work”. It is a unique organisation in that 
it brings together on an equal footing employers, workers and governments. The Philippines has been a member 
state for a long time—since 1948—and it has had a proud record in the past of contributing to the wellbeing of 
workers in that country. Indeed, in 2002, the Philippines was the first Asian country to participate in a pilot program 
on decent work. The decent work agenda being run by the ILO is a fantastic program. It has four basic pillars: 
rights at work, decent employment opportunities, social protection and social dialogue. It runs on the core values 
of freedom, equity, security and dignity for all. Those are values to which I think everybody in this Parliament 
would subscribe. Unfortunately, as the union representatives who visited Western Australia a few weeks ago drew 
to our attention, in the Philippines at the moment, sadly, many of these rights are being abused, and they are being 
abused on a daily basis. Ordinary working people in the Philippines are suffering grievously because of the 
persecution they are facing, solely by virtue of the fact that they are trade union members. 
I think that in Australia and Western Australia, we regard freedom of association as one of our core values. I draw 
the attention of honourable members to an updated report that came out just a few weeks ago, the 2020 “Report of 
the Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations”, which has provided us with 
an update, an up-to-the-moment snapshot, of exactly what is happening in the Philippines. I will share this with 
honourable members. They will know that the things we have heard from the two visiting unionists are absolutely 
a fact of life in the Philippines. This is a very serious issue to which we should all give appropriate attention. The 
expert committee outlines what it calls new allegations of violence and intimidation. I quote from its most recent 
report, published only a few weeks ago — 

The Committee notes … with deep concern the grave allegations of violence and intimidation of trade 
unionists communicated by the ITUC and EI, including: (i) assassination of 23 trade union leaders in 2018 
and 2019, as well as several attempted assassinations documented by the Center for Trade Union and Human 
Rights … (ii) death threats targeting trade union leaders in the education sector in January and February 2019, 
as well as profiling, surveillance, harassment and red-tagging by the Philippine National Police … and 
AFP officials; (iii) violent dispersal of a number of workers’ strikes and protests in Marilao, Bulacan in 
June and July 2018, resulting in serious injuries, arrests, multiple charges (later dropped) and a week-long 
detention; (iv) violent dispersal of a strike by workers of a fruit-exporting company in Compostela Town 
in Compostela Valley in October 2018 and the murder of a trade union activist; (v) assassination of 
nine sugar cane workers during a protest at Hacienda Nene in Sagay, Negros Occidental; and (vi) suspected 
arson attack of a labour leader’s home during a strike in a banana-packing plant in December 2018. 

These are terrible, terrible actions that are taking place in a country that is one of our close trading partners and, 
indeed, a country for which many Australians have a deep and abiding affection. I want to pay tribute to the 
two unionists who visited Western Australia and remark specifically on how successful their visit was and thank 
them very much for sharing their experiences with us. 

Statement 
HON MATTHEW SWINBOURN (East Metropolitan) [6.30 pm]: I would also like to take the opportunity 
tonight to express my solidarity with the Filipino trade unionists who are currently being persecuted, as has been 
very well highlighted by Hon Dr Sally Talbot and Hon Alison Xamon. I particularly thank Hon Alison Xamon for 
making sure that we are all aware of this issue, and for bringing it around. It is very sad to hear that a government 
would take such punitive action against its own citizens—citizens whose goal is to improve the social and economic 
wellbeing of working people in the Philippines. When governments take these kinds of actions against their own 
citizens, those governments are illegitimate. It is not the role of governments to do this. The Philippine government 
needs to stop and allow trade unionists to do the important work that they have been doing. 
It is a small thing that we can do tonight to bring attention to this issue and express our solidarity with it. As a person 
who has been a lifelong trade unionist and worked with trade unions for 15 years, the thought of my government 
taking action against me for fighting for workers is a very scary one. I am glad our governments do not do that. 
However, as Hon Dr Sally Talbot said, not that long ago, the Philippines was a much better example of a supportive 
environment for those who fight for better conditions. 
I would like to also give a callout to a Union Aid Abroad–APHEDA, which has been instrumental in bringing attention 
to this matter and to providing assistance to other Filipino trade unionists, and also the Australian Manufacturing 
Workers’ Union, which has also been heavily involved in this and in raising attention and supporting the delegation 
of the two very brave trade unionists who have been moving around the country and letting people know about this. 
The thing that we can do is educate ourselves. We can also call on the federal government to use what powers it has 
to influence the Filipino government to do the decent and honourable thing and stop killing unionists and workers, 
and to support them in their activities. Once again, I express my solidarity with those workers. 



1548 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 18 March 2020] 

 

Statement 

HON KYLE McGINN (Mining and Pastoral) [6.31 pm]: I, too, rise to show my support for the discussion tonight, 
commenced by Hon Alison Xamon, and firstly I say thank you to the honourable member for bringing this matter 
to my attention and giving me the opportunity to meet the two strong unionists in the halls. I was very lucky to 
have been coming around the corner at that exact time. To see their smiling faces, which were so optimistic, was 
really inspiring. 

Like Hon Matthew Swinbourn, I, too, am a trade unionist, and a very proud one, and have experienced a few things 
that I thought were tough times as a worker, but we can definitely say that it is a lot tougher in other countries. 
Countries like Australia have been built off the back of workers. Unions play a critical role in maintaining workforces 
and ensuring fair pay and conditions. Filipinos are well known within the seafaring industry for being people who 
are exploited. Remember the ship that was taken from Alcoa in Kwinana and Portland and the crew replaced with 
Filipino workers. Those Filipino workers were said to be paid $2 an hour, an absolute disgrace. Companies are 
exploiting Filipino workers and using them as workforces to take over unionised workplaces, not just in their own 
country, but around the world. It is disturbing to listen to and look into some of the stuff that the Filipinos are 
facing at the moment. However, this is not the only time in history that this has happened. I reminisce on trade 
unionists such as Harry Bridges when he started the International Longshore and Warehouse Union, or ILWU, in 
1934 in San Francisco. They took a stand, and there were murders and there was foul play, and a lot of things that 
the government was doing. I was reading that the government is interfering in negotiations and with police and 
stuff like that. We had our own government interference in 1998 with the Patrick stevedoring dispute in this 
country, when the Howard government teamed up with Patrick and kicked out an entire unionised workforce. 

We stand in solidarity with these workers in the Philippines. I definitely do. I want to tell some of the information 
that I have heard about things that have happened just in the last year alone to these strong workers from 
Kilusang Mayo Uno, or KMU. On 31 October 2019, coordinated police raids saw weapons being planted on the 
KMU and its affiliates. Children have been held at gunpoint. On that day, 57 people were arrested on false charges 
of illegal weapon possession, 28 of whom were bus workers who had been attending a meeting for their trade union. 
Here in this country we have what is called the Australian Building and Construction Commission, or ABCC, 
which will go out and try to interrogate people and their families to find out what happened at a union meeting and 
all that sort of stuff. In the Philippines, they plant guns and arrest people. We need to support these countries to 
ensure that they get up to a better standard and unions are allowed to operate. In the Philippines, 46 union members 
or officials have been murdered in three years. That is an absolute disgrace. I am very honoured to be able to 
stand and say a few words in support of all the unions in the Philippines that are going through this, in particular 
the KMU for standing up and travelling around to share this with the rest of the world. I hope that our federal 
government takes on board that we cannot just expect to hire exploited workers and not care about the moral 
principle of why they are being exploited. Too often in this country, we see ourselves buying products and 
endorsing contracts and free trade agreements with countries that do not have the same standards of safety and do 
not have the same fair work pay and conditions, and we take advantage of that. The Australian government needs 
to stop doing that. We need to support countries that are doing the right thing and building from the ground up. 
I give my support and solidarity to the comrades over in the Philippines, and I hope they get a win over there. 
Thank you. 

Statement 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [6.36 pm]: I also rise to acknowledge 
the recent tour across Australia of the Filipino union leaders as they raised awareness of the victimisation and 
extrajudicial violence and killings of unionists, church and other civil society leaders under the Duterte government. 

There are a lot of reasons why Western Australians, and our Parliament as well, can and should be very concerned 
about the situation in the Philippines, not the least being that there are approximately 33 000 Western Australians 
who were born in the Philippines. In addition, Australians are very regular short-stay visitors to the Philippines, 
and of course Australia and the Philippines are both near neighbours in our south east region. Beyond geography, 
the circumstances of history have given us an important shared history. A long history of Spanish colonisation 
means that most Filipinos are Christian, often Catholic. A more recent history of colonisation by the United States 
has led to high rates of English being spoken among the Filipino population. In 1986, the People Power revolution 
in the Philippines restored democratic rule. In hindsight, the Philippines led the way for a blossoming of democracy 
across our region. Within a decade, democratic elections in Indonesia ended autocratic rule in that country. 

Of course, there are also differences between Australia and the Philippines. One difference that is quite stark is 
that although Australia is a comparatively wealthy nation, the Philippines is a comparatively poor and developing 
nation. When unionists are attacked, as they have been recently in the Philippines, that directly undermines efforts 
to improve the wages and work safety of working people in the Philippines. Attacks on unions impact on Australia 
and on other countries as we compete for jobs and economic investment. Even if attacks on unionists elsewhere 
did not undermine the jobs of Western Australians, I would still stand against it, because attacks on unions and 
other civil society organisations are morally wrong. 
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I think it is instructive for us to know a bit about how this situation in the Philippines has come to pass. President Duterte 
is a populist politician. Part of his platform has been built on the so-called war on drugs. All of us in this place know 
how harmful illicit drug use can be to the health of people and the wellbeing of their communities. The foundation 
of the drug trade is organised crime, which, in itself, is a corrupting blight. I understand, and I know many members 
across this Parliament who also understand, how easy it is for politicians to exploit fear around drug use and abuse. 
The President has taken a popular desire for a strong emotive response to substance abuse, and encouraged 
extrajudicial violence and killings among police and paramilitary groups. It is a strongarm tactic that many find 
popular. It plays to a much earlier and long history of autocratic rule. The rule of law is essential not only in addressing 
extrajudicial violence, but also to give people faith in their institutions of law and order that administer justice—
the police and the courts—which is framed by laws that were passed by a democratically elected Parliament. Without 
the rule of law, corruption is strengthened and democracy is weakened. Civil society organisations, political parties, 
a free media, unions, churches, human rights and other groups are an essential part of any democracy, and each are 
being undermined in the Philippines. Of course, at this distance removed from the Philippines, it is hard to know the 
extent of the injustices and the crimes, which is why having witnesses to those abuses in Perth and across Australia 
has been so important. I am proud to say that I am a long-term member of both Union Aid Abroad–APHEDA and 
the Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union, which, together with the Philippines Australian Union Link, PAUL, 
hosted this important visit. I congratulate them and the delegation for their important work, and offer solidarity for 
them and their work. 

CORONAVIRUS — FRONTLINE WORKERS 
Statement 

HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [6.41 pm]: I thank honourable members for alerting me to what is 
going on with the unions in the Philippines. I am an ex–union member of eight years, but that was 40 years ago. 
However, tonight I want to make a brief statement. I am sure that many of the words I say will be agreed upon by 
all members of this place. I want to talk about COVID-19 and the unsung heroes of this crisis—the frontline 
workers and volunteers. So many people put their bodies on the line, are in harm’s way, and do so on behalf of the 
people of WA. It is so important for them to be acknowledged. I know that I bring Parliament with me on this. 
I am talking about the doctors, nurses, emergency service workers, police officers, retail workers, food suppliers, 
health product people, drivers, stackers and people who are still working during this crisis, who are making it 
easier for us to have better health, be well fed and stay safe on the streets. We have a long way to go, and it is these 
people, as I said, who are the unsung heroes of this crisis. There are many other workers who I have not 
acknowledged. I thank all associated workers, such as schoolteachers and people who are doing their job under 
extreme circumstances. I want to say on behalf of my party, but also this place, that as a parliamentarian, our job 
will be to support them and make sure that those unsung heroes get every bit of support, acknowledgement and 
encouragement from this house and the other place. 

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL 2019 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment), read 
a first time. 

Second Reading 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [6.44 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
The Electricity Industry Amendment Bill 2019 before us today represents the culmination of reforms first discussed 
during the Carpenter Labor government. As members are aware, the Pilbara region is critical to Western Australia’s 
economy, accounting for over one-third of Australia’s primary exports by value. Despite this, the region labours 
under an electricity system that is fragmented, high cost and uncompetitive. It has evolved in an ad hoc manner, 
with multiple owners and operators of generation assets and loosely connected electricity networks. 
The purpose of this bill is to deliver on the government’s commitment to establish a fit-for-purpose regulatory 
framework for the Pilbara region. The bill does this by creating a head of power to implement a light-handed third 
party network access regime and establish an independent system operator. The reforms are intended to improve 
the efficiency and effectiveness of electricity services in the Pilbara and support regional economic growth and 
development. The bill recognises that the reforms are being implemented within the Pilbara’s established commercial 
and operational environment. To this end, there has been a strong focus on consultation to ensure minimal impact 
on existing arrangements. Consistent with the current structure of the Electricity Industry Act 2004, the bill sets 
high-level principles and empowers the making of subordinate instruments, most notably the Pilbara networks 
access code for the light-handed access regime; the Pilbara networks rules for system arrangements; and the 
regulations, which will provide for a range of detailed subsidiary matters. The bill also includes provisions to 
facilitate the use of new technologies in Western Power’s network, specifically standalone power systems and 
energy storage devices. 
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Light-handed regulation is designed to avoid the time and costs associated with full regulation by deferring various 
issues from up-front determination by the regulator to negotiation and, if necessary, arbitration between an access 
seeker and the network provider. This bill establishes a light-handed regulation option for networks in the Pilbara. 
It does not seek to make changes to the existing process for determining whether an electricity network should be 
covered and therefore subject to regulation. It will not change either the risk of coverage or whether a coverage 
application will be successful. The regime will be available to all networks in the Pilbara region. Either network 
service providers can opt in to avoid the risk of full regulation or, if an application to the minister seeking access 
to a network is successful, the minister will have the ability to select the light-handed access regime to apply. 
However, the light-handed regime will not be mandatory and will not be imposed on a network against its wishes. 
The new regime will apply to Horizon Power’s network in the north west interconnected system on commencement, 
following a decision by the former Minister for Energy to cover the network and open it up for third party access. 
Under these reforms, coverage will also be extended to the Alinta coastal network. This will, for the first time, 
enable competition for contestable customers in the Pilbara supplied through these networks. The light-handed 
regime will be codified in the Pilbara networks access code, which will include the principles by which prices will 
be determined, the information that a network owner must make available, the negotiation and dispute resolution 
framework, ring-fencing requirements and cost-recovery provisions. 

The bill also establishes the system operations arrangements for the Pilbara network and empowers the making of 
the Pilbara networks rules. The rules will codify the ISO arrangements and functions, which will be primarily 
based around improving system security, managing essential system services and facilitating whole-of-system 
planning. In the Pilbara, all ISO functions will apply to interconnected networks. However, for non-interconnected 
and non-covered Pilbara networks, the role of the ISO will be limited to the collection and reporting of information 
to support whole-of-system planning. After extensive industry consultation, an administrative ISO model has been 
identified as the preferred approach for the Pilbara as it is the least costly and has the least intervention. Under this 
model, the Pilbara ISO will be limited to providing oversight, without taking control or operation of the system on 
a real-time or day-to-day basis. In keeping with the light-touch approach of the new framework, the Pilbara networks 
rules will recognise current arrangements for existing connected facilities and set a time frame and process by 
which new technical rules will need to be adopted by network service providers. As with system operation functions 
in the south west interconnected system, the Pilbara ISO will have immunity from civil monetary penalties when 
a function is performed in good faith. Other parties will also be provided with immunity when performing 
functions delegated by the Pilbara ISO. This immunity may be rolled back in certain circumstances when a party 
to an existing contract demonstrates that the immunity provision unduly affects their existing negotiated position. 

Once Horizon Power’s network is opened to third party access, it is likely that large industrial customers will move 
from existing contracts and tariffs to a lower market price, either with Horizon Power or a third party. This will 
restrict Horizon Power’s ability to recover the fixed generation costs it has incurred to supply its customer base, 
particularly those associated with high-cost take-or-pay contracts entered into by the previous government. To 
limit the financial impact on Horizon Power and ultimately the cost to consumers, it has been necessary to 
implement a temporary access contribution to recover a portion of these fixed generation costs. The TAC will initially 
be set at the equivalent of 10¢ per kilowatt hour and will be determined annually by the Treasurer. The TAC will 
not increase the existing cost of electricity because the generation costs to be recovered by the TAC are already 
factored into Horizon Power’s cost-reflective tariffs and market contracts. Rather, the TAC is a mechanism to 
ensure that a portion of these costs continue to be recovered, regardless of which retailer supplies the customer. 
The TAC will not recover costs from Alinta’s existing customers or customers with dedicated connection points. 

Separate from the Pilbara reforms, and also included in this bill, are amendments to facilitate the use of standalone 
power systems and energy storage devices in Western Power’s network. As the current regulatory framework for 
electricity supply is based on a traditional supply chain of large-scale generators connected to a network of 
transmission and distribution lines, it does not adequately support these new technologies. Standalone power 
systems are not connected to the electricity network and have proven to be more cost effective, safer and reliable 
than traditional network infrastructure in the correct circumstances. 

Storage devices, such as batteries, are becoming an increasingly important tool to manage the system risks 
associated with the continued uptake of rooftop solar panels in Western Power’s network. These devices can act 
as a sponge to soak up excess energy generated by rooftop solar panels during the day and release this energy 
when it is needed, which will assist in supporting the uptake of solar panels by customers in the south west. 

The amendments in the bill will facilitate the use of standalone power systems and storage devices and allow for 
subsequent amendments to be made to the Electricity Networks Access Code 2004 to ensure that the cost of these 
technologies can be recovered through regulated tariffs. These amendments will ultimately provide substantial 
benefits to energy consumers in both the south west interconnected system and regional areas. 

Energy Policy WA has undertaken extensive stakeholder engagement throughout the detailed design of the Pilbara 
electricity reforms and the bill and will continue to engage closely with stakeholders on the drafting of the 
subsidiary instruments to ensure a smooth transition to the new framework. 
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Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give 
effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party; nor does this 
bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the commonwealth. 

I commend the bill to the house and table the explanatory memorandum. 

[See paper 3700.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

PRISONS AMENDMENT BILL 2020 
Receipt and First Reading 

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment), read 
a first time. 

Second Reading 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [6.52 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill introduces two long overdue reforms to the Western Australian prison system. Firstly, the bill amends the 
Prisons Act 1981 to introduce mandatory testing for infectious diseases for prisoners in circumstances in which 
there may be a transfer of bodily fluids from a prisoner to a prison officer. At present, Western Australia has 
legislation to authorise the taking of blood samples from an individual who has exposed a police officer to the risk 
of contracting an infectious disease through the transfer of bodily fluids. As we know, an infectious disease may 
take months to manifest itself. The purpose of taking the blood sample is to promptly identify whether any infectious 
disease is present in the individual and inform the affected officer of the test result as soon as possible, thereby 
reducing the period of anxiety experienced by the officer. Prison officers are not unlike police officers in that they 
encounter circumstances, such as assaults, that expose them to bodily fluids capable of transmitting bloodborne 
viruses. This government is committed to the position that prison officers should be afforded the same safeguard 
as police officers. This bill fulfils that commitment. In practice, when a prison officer is exposed to bodily fluids 
from a prisoner through either an assault or an unintentional transfer, the superintendent of the prison will direct 
the prisoner to undergo testing for infectious diseases. A blood sample will be taken by a doctor or a nurse. 
A prison officer may use reasonable force to assist with the taking of a blood sample when asked by the doctor or 
the nurse. A prisoner who refuses to provide a blood sample may face a penalty under the Prisons Act. It is intended 
that detailed procedures for the taking of blood samples and disclosure of test results will be enacted following the 
passage of the bill through regulations. These will build on existing regulations and procedures for the taking of 
body samples from prisoners. As an additional measure, the bill authorises the making of regulations for the chief 
executive officer to disclose a prisoner’s medical record to a prison officer. This is another measure to alleviate 
concern on behalf of an assaulted prison officer. Prisoners are medically examined on admission to a prison, and 
if any infectious diseases are found on their prison medical records, the bill provides for the disclosure of these 
diseases to the prison officer exposed to the prisoner’s bodily fluids. 

Secondly, in conjunction with the above reform, the government has taken the initiative to increase the monetary 
penalties for offences in the Prisons Act. These monetary penalties have not been revised since their introduction 
and therefore have not kept pace with changes in the consumer price index and in some cases have lost their 
deterrent impact. The bill amends the Prisons Act to ensure that its penalties are consistent with other penalties for 
similar behaviour. At this point, I need to mention that fines are rarely used as a penalty for prison offences 
committed by prisoners, and other sanctions are available to visiting justices who determine the offences. 

Pursuant to standing order 126(1), I advise that this bill is not a uniform legislation bill. It does not ratify or give 
effect to an intergovernmental or multilateral agreement to which the government of the state is a party; nor does this 
bill, by reason of its subject matter, introduce a uniform scheme or uniform laws throughout the commonwealth. 

I commend the bill to the house and table the explanatory memorandum. 

[See paper 3701.] 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 6.55 pm 
__________ 

 

 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013700c44886d1efad39a504825853000028568/$file/tp-3700.pdf
https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013701c2da8185fdb0271cf482585300002856e/$file/tp-3701.pdf
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH — SEWAGE TREATMENT 

2738. Hon Dr Steve Thomas to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 

I refer to the Health Department’s approval of non-reticulated sewage treatment, and I ask: 

(a) do dual septic tanks and dual leach drain systems comply with Australian standards for sewage treatment 
in Western Australia; 

(b) do those same systems in (a) remove all nitrogen and phosphorus; 

(c) are local governments in Western Australia approving new septic tank and leach drain sewage units; 

(d) if yes to (c), do these units comply with Australian standards; 

(e) what standards are set for Approved Alternative Treatment Systems; 

(f) can Approved Alternative Treatment Systems be tested in Western Australia for compliance; 

(g) if yes to (f), at what cost; and 

(h) if no to (f), where can they be tested and at what cost; 

(i) what regulations do local government council health officers follow to approve sewage systems? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 

I am advised: 

(a) No. In Western Australia (WA), the Code of Practice for Product Approval of Onsite Wastewater Systems 
sets the minimum requirements for manufacturers to obtain approval by the Chief Health Officer (CHO) 
to produce or sell their Onsite Wastewater Systems (OWSs). 

(b) No. 

(c) No. Local governments do not approve OWSs, but they do approve installation of CHO approved OWSs 
that are intended to serve: 

a single dwelling; or 

any other building that produces not more than 540 litres of sewage per day. 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e) Standards are set in the Code of Practice for Product Approval of Onsite Wastewater Systems. Alternative 
Treatment Systems claiming secondary effluent quality are required to comply with AS 1546.3 onsite 
domestic wastewater treatment unit Part 3: secondary treatment systems. 

(f) No. 

(g) Not applicable. 

(h) Alternative Treatment Systems can be tested and certified by the Joint Accreditation Product of Australia 
and New Zealand (“JAS-ANZ”) certification body which operates throughout Australia and New Zealand. 
Location and cost of testing by the certification body can be obtained by contacting them directly. 

(i) Local governments do not approve sewage systems as a product but do approve installations of certain 
systems in accordance with Health (Treatment of Sewage and Disposal of Effluent and Liquid Waste) 
Regulations 1974. 

CHILD PROTECTION — CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE — ROEBOURNE 

2740. Hon Nick Goiran to the minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services: 

I refer to the Attorney General’s response to part (d) of question on notice 2110, regarding offenders that had charges 
preferred arising from Operation Fledermaus and the Pilbara Joint Response Team, and I ask of the nine offenders 
who have had charges preferred, are not in custody, and who have an order on bail or otherwise prohibiting contact 
with the relevant victim, how many also have an order prohibiting contact with the family of the relevant victim? 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 

As the question falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Attorney General, the question should be directed 
to the Hon. John Quigley MLA, Attorney General for response. 
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LEGAL AFFAIRS — MANDATORY SENTENCING — CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 

2746. Hon Alison Xamon to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
(1) How many children and young people under 18 years are currently in custody as the result of sentencing 

under mandatory sentencing provisions? 
(2) What offences carrying a mandatory sentence of imprisonment have the children and young people 

from (1) been convicted of? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
(1) Information regarding Banksia Hill Detention Centre detainees cannot be broken down to reveal whether 

a juvenile sentenced to detention is sentenced under mandatory provisions. 
(2) Not applicable. 

LEGAL AFFAIRS — NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME 

2748. Hon Alison Xamon to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
I refer to the National Redress Scheme and to the failure to progress applications related to Fairbridge, due to the 
institution not being declared defunct, and I ask: 
(a) have the concerns of the Old Fairbridgeans relating to the failure to declare Fairbridge defunct now been 

resolved; 
(b) if no to (a): 

(i) why not; 
(ii) has the State Government undertaken any work to seek to have the issues resolved; 

(c) if yes to (a), has Fairbridge been declared a defunct institution; 
(d) if no to (c), how have the issues been resolved; 
(e) if yes to (c), has a funder of last resort been identified; 
(f) if no to (e), when is it anticipated that a funder of last resort will be identified; 
(g) if yes to (e), who is the funder of last resort; and 
(h) if yes to (b)(ii), what work has been undertaken; 
(i) if no to (b)(ii), why not? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
(a) No. 
(b) (i) The Commonwealth continues to work to establish the responsible entities for the Fairbridge 

institutions around the country, including the Kingsley Fairbridge Farm School, Pinjarra. 
(ii) Yes. 

(c) N/A. 
(d) N/A. 
(e) N/A. 
(f) N/A. 
(g) N/A. 
(h) The State Government continues to work with the National Redress Scheme to determine a decision on 

the status of Kingsley Fairbridge Farm School, Pinjarra. 
(i) N/A. 

LEGAL AFFAIRS — NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME 

2750. Hon Alison Xamon to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
I refer to the National Redress Scheme, and to funding provided for survivors to access counselling services, and 
I ask: 
(a) is the Western Australian Government undertaking any work to ascertain whether individuals receiving 

an offer of redress are able to access appropriate counselling services in reasonable time frames across 
Western Australia; 

(b) if yes to (a), what work is being undertaken; 
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(c) is the Attorney General aware of any issues applicants have faced accessing: 
(i) counselling services; 
(ii) support for making a Redress application; 

(d) if yes to either (i) or (ii), do the issues relate to: 
(i) lack of services in particular geographic locations; and 
(ii) lack of capacity of existing services; 
(iii) other (please advise what other factors); 

(e) is the Attorney General aware if there are any waiting lists for: 
(i) Redress counselling services; 
(ii) Redress application support services; and 

(f) if yes to (e): 
(i) in which regions are there waiting lists; 
(ii) for each of the regions in (f)(i), how long do people have to wait until they can access services? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
(a)–(f) The National Redress Scheme, administered and operated by the Commonwealth Government, provides 

a counselling component to all people who receive an offer of redress. This payment can be spent on the 
applicant’s choice of counsellor. The Attorney General is not aware of any problems accessing 
counselling services, however there have been limited reports of capacity issues relating to the provision 
of support for making redress applications at various times and locations around the State. This is common 
in the broad rollout of programs in which the uptake of assistance cannot be easily predicted across varied 
geographical locations and among diverse applicant groups. The Commonwealth and Western Australian 
Governments jointly fund the not for profit sector to assist survivors apply for redress according to 
predicted need. While any delays are undesirable, it is to be noted that the scheme is legislated to run for 
10 years. 

ROAD SAFETY — ROAD TRAFFIC CODE REVIEW 
2753. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Road Safety: 
I refer to the Road Traffic Code 2000 Review of Penalties 2019 released in September 2019, and I ask: 
(a) has the Minister reviewed the report; 
(b) what is the government’s response to the report’s recommendation; and 
(c) if a government response is not yet complete, when can one be expected; 
(d) I note on page 48 of the report a reference to a ‘Mobile Phone Offence Options Paper’, and I ask that this 

paper be tabled? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
(a) Yes. 
(b)–(c) The recommendations will be considered and actioned if appropriate. There are no plans to change 

penalties for speeding offences. 
(d) I am advised that the paper is subject to public interest immunity and cannot be tabled at this time. 

CRIME STATISTICS — REGIONS 
2755. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
Can the Minister please provide a quarterly breakdown of the following statistics, September 2019 to present, 
based on the monthly crime statistics released by Western Australia Police Force for Regional Western Australia 
(in your answer please include crimes in the Peel region from within the Mandurah District): 
(a) the number of offences against property involving: 

(i) livestock, whether alive or deceased; 
(ii) agricultural equipment or machinery; 
(iii) vehicle theft; and 
(iv) trespass; 
(v) licenced weapons theft; 

(b) for all above, if anyone was charged; 
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(c) if yes to (b), if those individuals were convicted; and 
(d) for those convicted, whether conditions were imposed by the justice system (bail conditions, community 

suppression orders, etc.); 
(e) the local government area and postcode of where the offence occurred? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
The Western Australia Police Force advise: 
(a) the number of offences against property involving: 

(i) livestock, whether alive or deceased: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 33. 
(ii) agricultural equipment or machinery; quarter ended 31 December 2019, 50. 
(iii) vehicle theft: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 804. 
(iv) trespass: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 272. 
(v) licenced weapons theft: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 19. 

(b) Yes. 
(c)–(d) Information sought regarding court outcomes is held by the Department of Justice. 
(e) Local Government Area: 

Albany, Ashburton, Augusta–Margaret River, Beverley, Boddington, Boyup Brook, Bridgetown–Greenbushes, 
Brookton, Broome, Broomehill–Tambellup, Bunbury, Busselton, Capel, Carnarvon, Chittering, Collie, 
Coolgardie, Coorow, Cranbrook, Cue, Dalwallinu, Dandaragan, Dardanup, Denmark, Derby–West Kimberley, 
Donnybrook–Balingup, Dowerin, Dumbleyung, Dundas, East Pilbara, Esperance, Exmouth, Gingin, 
Gnowangerup, Goomalling, Greater Geraldton, Halls Creek, Harvey, Irwin, Jerramungup,  
Kalgoorlie–Boulder, Katanning, Kent, Kojonup, Laverton, Leonora, Mandurah, Manjimup, Meekatharra, 
Merredin, Moora, Morawa, Mount Magnet, Murray, Nannup, Narembeen, Narrogin, Ngaanyatjarraku, 
Northam, Northampton, Pingelly, Port Hedland, Ravensthorpe, Rockingham, Shark Bay, Toodyay, 
Trayning, Victoria Plains, Wagin, Wandering, Waroona, West Arthur, Williams, Wiluna, Wongan–Ballidu, 
Woodanilling, Wyndham–East Kimberley, Yalgoo, Yilgarn, York. 
Postcode: 
0872, 6041, 6043, 6044, 6084, 6173, 6174, 6175, 6176, 6180, 6182, 6207, 6208, 6209, 6210, 6211, 6213, 
6214, 6215, 6220, 6224, 6225, 6226, 6230, 6232, 6233, 6237, 6239, 6244, 6254, 6255, 6258, 6271, 6275, 
6280, 6281, 6285, 6286, 6302, 6304, 6306, 6308, 6312, 6315, 6317, 6320, 6321, 6330, 6333, 6335, 6337, 
6338, 6343, 6346, 6348, 6351, 6352, 6359, 6390, 6391, 6392, 6394, 6395, 6396, 6401, 6415, 6426, 6430, 
6431, 6432, 6438, 6442, 6443, 6450, 6460, 6461, 6488, 6502, 6503, 6507, 6510, 6515, 6516, 6525, 6530, 
6532, 6536, 6537, 6560, 6566, 6569, 6606, 6608, 6609, 6630, 6635, 6638, 6640, 6642, 6646, 6701, 6707, 
6713, 6714, 6718, 6720, 6721, 6722, 6725, 6726, 6728, 6740, 6743, 6751, 6753, 6758, 6765, 6770. 
Statistics are provisional and subject to change. 

CRIME STATISTICS — REGIONS 
2756. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
Can the Minister please provide a quarterly breakdown of the following statistics, September 2019 to present, based 
off of the Monthly Crime Statistics released by Western Australia Police Force for Regional Western Australia 
(in your answer please include crimes in the Peel region from within the Mandurah District): 
(a) the number of offences against person involving: 

(i) livestock, whether alive or deceased; 
(ii) agricultural equipment or machinery; 
(iii) vehicle theft; and 
(iv) trespass; 
(v) licenced weapons theft; 

(b) for all above, if anyone was charged; 
(c) if yes to (b), if those individuals were convicted; and 
(d) for those convicted, whether conditions were imposed by the justice system (bail conditions, community 

suppression orders, etc.); 
(e) the local government area and postcode of where the offence occurred? 
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Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
The Western Australia Police Force advise: 
(a) (i) Livestock, whether alive or deceased: no offences against the person, involving livestock, were 

reported in the quarter ended 31 December 2019. 
(ii) Agricultural equipment or machinery: no offences against the person, involving agricultural 

equipment or machinery, were reported in the quarter ended 31 December 2019. 
(iii) Vehicle theft: Quarter ended 31 December 2019: 12 
(iv) Trespass: Quarter ended 31 December 2019: 44 
(v) No offences against the person, involving licenced weapons theft, were reported in the quarter 

ended 31 December 2019. 
(b) Yes. 
(c)–(d) Information sought regarding court outcomes is held by the Department of Justice. 
(e) Local Government Area: 

Albany, Augusta–Margaret River, Broome, Bunbury, Busselton, Capel, Collie, Coolgardie, Dandaragan, 
Dardanup, Esperance, Exmouth, Greater Geraldton, Kalgoorlie–Boulder, Karratha, Koorda, Mandurah, 
Moora, Ngaanyatjarraku, Northam, Northampton, Port Hedland, Rockingham, Wyndham–East Kimberley, 
Yalgoo. 
Postcode: 
0872, 6174, 6210, 6225, 6230, 6232, 6280, 6285, 6330, 6403, 6429, 6430, 6450, 6475, 6510, 6516, 6530, 
6536, 6630, 6635, 6707, 6714, 6722, 6725, 6740, 6743. 
Statistics are provisional and subject to change. 

CRIME STATISTICS — REGIONS 

2757. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
Can the Minister please provide a quarterly breakdown of the following statistics, September 2019 to present, 
based on the monthly crime statistics released by Western Australia Police Force for Regional Western Australia 
(in your answer please include crimes in the Peel region from within the Mandurah District): 
(a) the number of receiving and possession of stolen property involving: 

(i) livestock, whether alive or deceased; 
(ii) agricultural equipment or machinery; 
(iii) vehicle theft; and 
(iv) trespass; 
(v) licenced weapons theft; 

(b) for all above, if anyone was charged; 
(c) if yes to (b), if those individuals were convicted; and 
(d) for those convicted, whether conditions were imposed by the justice system (bail conditions, community 

suppression orders, etc.); 
(e) the local government area and postcode of where the offence occurred? 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
The Western Australia Police Force advise: 
(a) the number of receiving and possession of stolen property involving: 

(i) livestock, whether alive or deceased: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 4. 
(ii) agricultural equipment or machinery: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 2. 
(iii) vehicle theft: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 6. 
(iv) trespass; quarter ended 31 December 2019, 3. 
(v) licenced weapons theft: quarter ended 31 December 2019, 1. 

(b) Yes. 
(c)–(d) Information sought regarding court outcomes is held by the Department of Justice. 
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(e) Local Government Area: 
Bridgetown–Greenbushes, Broome, Cranbrook, Gingin, Halls Creek, Karratha, Mandurah, Meekatharra, 
Murray, Port Hedland, West Arthur, Wyndham–East Kimberley. 
Postcodes: 
6208, 6210, 6255, 6315, 6321, 6503, 6642, 6714, 6722, 6725, 6740, 6770. 

PLANNING — SUBIACO EAST REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
2768. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the answer to my question on notice 2402 answered on 24 September 2019, with tabled paper 3107 
Subiaco East Precinct Liaison Committee minutes of meetings 1–8, and I ask will the Minister please table the 
minutes of any and all subsequent meetings of that committee? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
Refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2772. 

PLANNING — SUBIACO EAST REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
2771. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the approved $227 million for the Subiaco East redevelopment, and I ask: 
(a) could the Minister please itemise the items and amount for each item included in these funds; 
(b) which, if any, stages of the development of the Bob Hawke College have been included in this $227 million? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
(a) The $227 million for the Subiaco East redevelopment consists of: 

Subiaco Oval demolition – $34m 
Princess Margaret Hospital demolition – $56m 
Land development cost – $137m 

(b) Nil. 
PLANNING — SUBIACO EAST REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

2772. Hon Alison Xamon to the minister representing the Minister for Planning: 
I refer to the minutes of the Subi East Precinct Liaison Group and the Subiaco East Transport Group, and I ask: 
(a) will the Minister please table the minutes from all meetings of these groups; 
(b) if no to (a), why not? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
(a) Subi East Precinct Liaison Group: 

Meetings held between 10 April 2018 and 30 May 2019 – See tabled paper no. 3107 tabled on 
24 September 2019. 
Meetings held on 4 September 2019 and 18 December 2019 – [See tabled paper no 3696.] 
Subiaco East Transport Group: See tabled paper no. 3107 tabled on 24 September 2019. 
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — MAGENTA LINAS SOFTWARE PTY LTD 

2776. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Deputy Premier; Minister 
for Health; Mental Health: 

I refer to each of the departments, agencies and entities under the Minister’s control, and I ask in relation to 
contracts, services and commercial relationships with Magenta Linas: 
(a) for each of the following years what was the value and scope of any agreements entered into in: 

(i) 2015–16; 
(ii) 2016–17; 
(iii) 2017–18; and 
(iv) 2018–19; 
(v) 2019–20; and 

(b) please detail any occasion Magenta Linas contacted the Minister, a member of the Minister’s staff or any 
of the Minister’s departments, agencies or entities under the Minister’s control with an unsolicited offer 
for delivery of products and services; 

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/publications/tabledpapers.nsf/displaypaper/4013696cbd304403450828084825853000028552/$file/tp-3696.pdf
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(c) has the Minister had any interaction with any representative of Magenta Linas, and if so, what was the 
date and nature of the interaction? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
Department of Health and health service providers, Mental Health Commission, Health and Disability Services 
Complaints Office, Healthway and Animal Resources Authority advise: 
(a) (i)–(v) Nil. 
(b)–(c) Not applicable. 
Minister’s office advises: 
(a)–(b) Not applicable. 
(c) No. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — MAGENTA LINAS SOFTWARE PTY LTD 

2783. Hon Martin Aldridge to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
I refer to each of the departments, agencies and entities under your control, and I ask in relation to contracts, 
services and commercial relationships with Magenta Linas: 
(a) for each of the following years what was the value and scope of any agreements entered into in: 

(i) 2015–16; 
(ii) 2016–17; 
(iii) 2017–18; and 
(iv) 2018–19; 
(v) 2019–20; and 

(b) please detail any occasion Magenta Linas contacted the Minister, a member of the Minister’s staff or any 
of the Minister’s departments, agencies or entities under the Minister’s control with an unsolicited offer 
for delivery of products and services; 

(c) has the Minister had any interaction with any representative of Magenta Linas, and if so, what was the 
date and nature of the interaction? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
Corruption and Crime Commission 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Department of Justice 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Equal Opportunity Commission 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Legal Practice Board 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
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Legal Aid WA 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecution 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
Office of the Information Commissioner / Freedom of Information 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 
State Solicitors Office 
(a) No purchase or agreement entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 

MINISTER FOR COMMERCE — PORTFOLIOS — MAGENTA LINAS SOFTWARE PTY LTD 
2784. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to each of the departments, agencies and entities under your control, and I ask in relation to contracts, 
services and commercial relationships with Magenta Linas: 
(a) for each of the following years what was the value and scope of any agreements entered into in: 

(i) 2015–16; 
(ii) 2016–17; 
(iii) 2017–18; and 
(iv) 2018–19; 
(v) 2019–20; and 

(b) please detail any occasion Magenta Linas contacted the Minister, a member of the Minister’s staff or any 
of the Minister’s departments, agencies or entities under the Minister’s control with an unsolicited offer 
for delivery of products and services; 

(c) has the Minister had any interaction with any representative of Magenta Linas, and if so, what was the 
date and nature of the interaction? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety 
(a) No agreements entered into with Magenta Linas between 2015 to 2020. 
(b) Not applicable. 
(c) Not applicable. 
(d) Not applicable. 



1560 [COUNCIL — Wednesday, 18 March 2020] 

 

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT — PORTFOLIOS — MAGENTA LINAS SOFTWARE PTY LTD 

2790. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Transport; Planning: 
I refer to each of the departments, agencies and entities under your control, and I ask in relation to contracts, 
services and commercial relationships with Magenta Linas: 

(a) for each of the following years what was the value and scope of any agreements entered into in: 

(i) 2015–16; 

(ii) 2016–17; 

(iii) 2017–18; and 

(iv) 2018–19; 

(v) 2019–20; and 

(b) please detail any occasion Magenta Linas contacted the Minister, a member of the Minister’s staff or any 
of the Minister’s departments, agencies or entities under the Minister’s control with an unsolicited offer 
for delivery of products and services; 

(c) has the Minister had any interaction with any representative of Magenta Linas, and if so, what was the 
date and nature of the interaction? 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
Former Department of Planning 

(a) Nil. 

(b) There is no departmental record of contact made by Magenta Linas with an unsolicited offer for delivery 
of products and services. 

Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage 

(a) Nil. 

(b) To the best of the Department’s knowledge, no contact has been made by Magenta Linas with an unsolicited 
offer for delivery of products and services. 

Department of Transport 

(a)–(b) Nil. 

Main Roads Western Australia 

(a)–(b) Nil. 

Public Transport Authority 

(a)–(b) Nil. 

Minister for Transport; Planning 

(a)–(b) Not applicable. 

(c) No. 

__________ 
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