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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Kate Doust) took the chair at 10.00 am, read prayers and acknowledged country. 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 

Inquiry into the Criminal Procedure Amendment (Trial by Judge Alone) Bill 2017 — 
Substitution of Member — Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Kate Doust) [10.02 am]: Members, I have two letters to share with you. The first one 
is from the Standing Committee on Legislation, which states — 

Dear Madam President 

Substitution of Committee Member 

I am writing to you in relation to the Committee’s inquiry into the Criminal Procedure Amendment 
(Trial by Judge Alone) Bill 2017, referred to the Committee on 26 September 2019. 

The Committee met on 21 October 2019 and, pursuant to Standing Order 163, resolved to order the 
substitution, with immediate effect, of Hon Aaron Stonehouse MLC in place of Hon Simon O’Brien MLC 
as a Member of the Committee for the duration of this inquiry. 

Yours sincerely 

Hon Dr Sally Talbot MLC 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Inquiry into the Western Australian Corruption and Crime Commission’s Oversight 
of Police Misconduct Investigations — Terms of Reference — Statement by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Kate Doust) [10.03 am]: The second letter is from the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, which states — 

Dear Madam President 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission Terms of Reference 

The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has resolved to conduct an inquiry 
with the following terms of reference: 

An inquiry into the Western Australian Corruption and Crime Commission’s oversight of police misconduct 
investigations, particularly allegations of excessive use of force, with an examination of: 

1. The nature and prevalence of allegations of excessive use of force by WA police officers. 

2. Circumstances in which allegations of excessive use of force are investigated internally 
by WA Police. 

3. Circumstances in which allegations of excessive use of force are investigated and/or 
oversighted by the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

4. The Corruption and Crime Commission’s ‘active oversight’ policy and its adequacy in 
dealing with allegations of excessive use of force. 

5. The nature of sanctions for excessive use of force allegations which are substantiated. 

The Committee will report by 25 June 2019. 

The letter was signed by Margaret Quirk, MLA, Chair. 

Hon Alison Xamon: The reporting date should be 2020. 

The PRESIDENT: Thank you for that. I am sure we will adjust it, but the letter does says 2019. We will note that 
that will be corrected. I am sure that Hansard will note that. The committee will report by 25 June 2020. 

Hon Alison Xamon: Thank you, Madam President. 

The PRESIDENT: You are always very helpful, Hon Alison Xamon. 

PAPERS TABLED 

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 
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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twelfth Report — “An Unreasonable Suspicion — Parliamentary Inspector’s Report” — Tabling 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural) [10.05 am]: I am directed to present the twelfth report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission titled “An Unreasonable Suspicion — Parliamentary Inspector’s 
Report”. 

[See paper 3317.] 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
tables a report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. The report is titled  
“An Unreasonable Suspicion — Parliamentary Inspector’s Report”. The parliamentary inspector’s report details 
what was, in his opinion, the wrongful arrest of Mr Denys Martin on 30 August 2017. The parliamentary inspector 
reports that Mr Martin was wrongfully arrested by police officers, deprived of his liberty for a considerable period 
and wrongfully and forcibly fingerprinted. He then stated that Mr Martin was wrongfully prosecuted for refusing 
to provide his personal details to the police and was convicted, fined and ordered to pay costs. 

Initially Mr Martin complained to the WA Police Force about his treatment. Upon learning that the police found 
his allegations to be largely unsubstantiated, Mr Martin took his grievance to the CCC. The CCC found no grounds 
for an opinion of misconduct. Mr Martin then complained to the parliamentary inspector. The parliamentary inspector 
recommended to the CCC that it conduct its own investigation and assessment of the matter. The CCC then came 
to the conclusion that Mr Martin’s arrest and subsequent detention was unlawful. The CCC referred the matter 
back to the WA police for action. By this time, the WA police had already undertaken a re-investigation, and the 
senior police solicitor had arrived at the opinion that Mr Martin’s arrest was unlawful. After further review, it was 
recommended that Mr Martin be advised of this conclusion and that he be given a formal apology. It was also 
recommended that he be provided with assistance to appeal against his conviction. 

The matter would have ended here except that the WA police decided to obtain independent legal advice from the 
State Solicitor’s Office. A lawyer from the SSO came to a different conclusion about the reasonableness of the 
arresting officer’s actions. The WA police took this advice on board and concluded that the arrest was lawful and 
that no remedial action was required. The CCC does not take a position on whether it agrees with the legal advice 
sought by the WA police. However, it determined that the WA police dealt with the allegations made by Mr Martin 
in an adequate manner. The parliamentary inspector finds the CCC’s response to the complaint insufficient and 
ineffective. In his report, he makes some recommendations for redress of the injustice that he sees having been 
done to Mr Martin. 

The committee has not conducted its own independent inquiry into the matter, so it does not take a particular 
view on whether these recommendations should be enacted. The committee asks that the responsible minister 
give consideration to the matters raised in the report, and as such we seek a ministerial response within the usual 
time frame.  

McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Michael Mischin gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That this house expresses its concern about the government’s legislative and other priorities, given the 
time available to the fortieth Parliament. 

McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — POLICIES 
Motion 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.10 am] — without notice: 
I move — 

That this house acknowledges that many Western Australians are worse off since the election of the 
McGowan government as a direct result of its policies. 

At the end of my first term in this place, we faced an election, obviously, not even three and a half years after 
the previous one. I find it is almost groundhog day at the moment, because at three-quarter time we are coming 
up to another election and the issues that we faced at that 2008 election are, fundamentally, exactly the same as 
those we are facing now. Are people better off now in Western Australia as a result of the Labor government? 
In 2008, people emphatically answered no, quite legitimately. A new government was formed, so we had a bonus 
extra eight months. The Labor Party consistently pointed to what it had done, saying, “Look, we have this great 
surplus, this wonderful surplus—isn’t it wonderful, we have a great set of books”, but the service industries of 
Western Australia had suffered dismally. I remind members of a couple of those issues. People assume that with 
a socialist government, they will get those basic services that people need to rely upon, but they did not get 
them. They did not get electricity. We ran out of electricity. They did not get gas. We ran out of gas. There were 
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264 classrooms throughout Western Australia without a teacher because our teachers were the lowest paid in the 
nation. There was a great escape at the Supreme Court, so the government could not be relied upon for the basic 
premise of law and order. Fundamentally, the public of Western Australia voted with their feet; that is, they abandoned 
the Labor Party, and the Liberal and National Parties were elected to office. As I said, the Labor government had 
this great set of books. It could have quite easily paid teachers more and given them what they richly deserved, 
and it would have overcome a lot of that suffering that it endured, particularly over the last 18 months of its 
administration, in terms of the dissent that was shown by the teaching profession. 

We fast-forward. In March 2017, members opposite had an emphatic win against our mob. We took that on the 
chin. The people of Western Australia had voted accordingly. But at the end of our term, we had never run out of 
gas, we had never run out of electricity and our teachers were the highest paid in the nation. We put a teacher in front 
of every classroom in every year that we were in office, we transformed the metropolitan and regional landscape 
of the state, and Western Australians were definitely better off. Without a shadow of a doubt—I will come back 
to this later—in response we will hear stuff about the debt level and members opposite will say that it is our legacy. 
I would love members opposite to ask those literally tens of thousands of people who are enjoying the stadium, 
Elizabeth Quay, Perth City Link, the Scarborough foreshore and the enormous attributes that were provided 
through the royalties for regions program whether they feel that they did quite well out of our administration. I am 
sure that they will say yes. We are at three-quarter time; believe it or not, three years have almost gone. Within 
18 months, when the public of Western Australia go to the ballot box on the second Saturday in March 2021, they 
will be asked to yet again consider that very profound and legitimate question: “Am I better off now than I was in 
March 2017?” I will now go through a few areas and ascertain whether they will be able to say yes. 

Let us look at a few things. Debt is expected to reach around $40 billion by the next election. That is 20 per cent 
higher than when the McGowan government was elected in 2017, despite it saying that it would pay down debt 
just like paying off a mortgage. It has rivers of money. Yes, we cut back on spending. In particular, we froze members’ 
wages and judges’ wages and there were a few cosmetic things. The government cut back on spending, but at the 
same time there is no way that the government would now be sitting on a surplus if it were not for the wonderful 
agreement done by the Liberal–National federal government with the GST and the change in the price of iron ore. 
Having said all that, let us look at a few pragmatic things that really interest and concern members of the public. 
Household charges have increased by $850 a year in a little over two years, with a further $460 a year budgeted 
before the next election. There has been an increase of $169 to the fixed-charge component of electricity bills, or 
10.9 per cent for the representative household. We have had a six per cent increase in water, sewerage and drainage 
charges. There have been changes in public transport fares, including a 1.8 per cent increase in public transport 
standard fares, student fares increasing to 70¢ and a five per cent reduction in the discount on SmartRider fares. 
Vehicle licence charges will increase by 5.5 per cent. There has been a 2.8 per cent increase in motor industry 
insurance and a 1.7 per cent increase for drivers’ licences. There was a 3.3 per cent increase in the emergency services 
levy. The government has increased the cost of water for customers using 500 kilolitres a year by 40 per cent, 
hitting struggling suburbs such as Baldivis and Ellenbrook. That is not the rich western suburbs constituents, whom 
the government likes to think — 

Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, it is not. Ask the people of Baldivis; I can assure the member that it is not. The 
effect, of course, is that people are really struggling. Let us look at the impact of those household charges. According 
to the Economic Regulation Authority, the rate of residential electricity disconnections has more than doubled 
over the last two years, reaching a six-year high. It has doubled since these guys have had the treasury bench. In 
2016–17, the government’s first year, 19 743 electricity customers were disconnected for not paying a bill, which 
was up from 15 935 disconnections. It has gone up by 2 000. In 2018–19, 21 705 residential electricity customers 
were disconnected for not paying their bills. That is a 37 per cent increase since 2016–17 and a 15 per cent increase 
on last year. It is now harder for customers to access the hardship utility grant scheme, which forces people in 
hardship to wait 180 days before they can receive hardship assistance. There are 31 552 residential electricity 
customers and 5 232 gas customers on a hardship program. This is up by 43.8 per cent for electricity customers. 

The number of building approvals is a really good barometer of the economy and shows whether people have the 
capacity to purchase a property. Building approvals for new houses averaged 1 272 a month under the last year of 
the Liberal–National government—that is, March 2016 to February 2017. This fell eight per cent to an average 
of 1 179 approvals a month in the McGowan government’s first year in government. Approvals fell a further 
10.5 per cent to an average of 1 055 a month during its second year in government. The average number of 
approvals each month for the first six months of the year was 946. This is lower than the first six months of data 
collected by the Australian Bureau of Statistics in 1983. That is the impact that these guys are having. In absolute 
terms, building approvals for homes had fallen 29 per cent, from 1 219 in March 2017 to 854 in March 2019. 

Over 144 811 households in WA are under mortgage stress, which equates to 18 per cent of mortgages or almost 
one in five houses. Mortgage stress is not concentrated only in the main urban areas; it continues to expand into 
regional areas. In WA, Brand has 39 713 households in stress; Tangney, 36 948; Stirling, 32 027; Curtin, 19 476; 
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and Kalgoorlie, 16 627. WA has 12 of the top suburbs for mortgage defaults. Topping the list is Meadow Springs, 
Success, Tapping and Armadale. These are all people who will be passing judgement on these guys in 18 months. 
When they tick a box for Liberal, Labor, One Nation, Liberal Democrat, Greens or whoever it might be, they will 
ask, “Am I better off now than I was four years ago?” Evidently, they are not. 

The regional sponsored migration scheme has been a roaring success! What a great success that has been! One of 
the first moves that the Premier made when he took office in 2017 was to write to the Prime Minister and have 
WA removed from the regional sponsored migration scheme. It slashed the number of jobs on the skills list from 
178 to 18. Not one of the remaining 18 jobs relates to hospitality. One of the key areas of concern for the labour 
shortage is the hospitality area. I know that the government changed issues when it panicked a bit about training, so 
it has made some concessions on hospitality training, but that is because it messed up with the regional sponsored 
migration scheme. 

The number of international students in Western Australia has dropped from 7.5 per cent of the market share in 2016 
to 5.5 per cent this year. The loss of market share has stripped $750 million per annum out of the WA economy, 
not to mention the associated housing market losses. 

Page 77 of Tourism WA’s annual report states that the tourism spend is $400 million below the government’s key 
performance indicators and well below the spend inherited from the previous government. One of the great success 
stories in tourism is the increasing number of interstate tourists coming to Western Australia. Where are most of 
them going and why are they coming over here? They are going to the footy at Optus Stadium. Who built the 
stadium? The previous government built the stadium. Do not take my word for it. This article in The West Australian 
of 3 October 2018 states — 

Football—and Perth’s Optus Stadium—has been credited with one of the biggest jumps in interstate visitors 
to WA in recent years. 

… 

Tourism Council chief executive Evan Hall said the jump could be attributed to events at Optus Stadium, 
especially AFL matches. 

Until the end of June, there were 14 AFL matches involving West Coast and Fremantle at the stadium. 

In an opinion piece in today’s The West Australian, Mr Hall said these matches probably secured about 
20,000 additional visitors to WA. Over a full season, this was expected to grow to more than 35,000 visitors. 

… 

“The stadium is a genuine example of what can be achieved when government and industry work together 
on a well-developed strategy to drive tourism to WA,” he said. 

“The then-State government made the right decisions to invest in the stadium and ensure it was designed 
to achieve clear objectives. 

He would not want to stand for preselection for the Labor Party after commending the previous government! The 
current government can take absolutely no credit for the stadium. It fought it tooth and nail. It wanted to put it at 
Subiaco, where it would have been seriously constrained. It could not put it there because that is where it is now 
putting the high school. That was a thought bubble. It was going to put the high school in a skyscraper in Northbridge. 
That was the second option. That was a second thought, because it did not consult. It put everyone from Perth Modern 
School and the western suburbs offside because it was an ill-thought-out, ill-conceived policy framework. It cannot 
take credit for the stadium, I can assure members. 

The impact has been profound in a number of areas, not the least of which is retail. Let us have a look at expenditure 
in retail. Expenditure across numerous areas remains at almost record levels since the election of the McGowan 
Labor government. That is a direct result of the fact that people do not have the cash flow, liquid assets or spare 
money to use for purchases. Expenditure on furniture, floor coverings, housewares and textile goods retailing is 
14 per cent below the March 2017 levels. Expenditure on electrical and electronic goods retailing is eight per cent 
below the March 2017 levels. Expenditure on hardware, building and garden supplies retailing is nine per cent below 
the March 2017 levels. Expenditure on household goods retailing is 10 per cent below the March 2017 levels. 
Expenditure on clothing retailing is three per cent below the March 2017 levels. Expenditure on department store 
retailing is two per cent below the March 2017 levels. Expenditure on newspaper and book retailing is 25 per cent 
below the March 2017 levels. We do not even need those figures. All anyone needs to do is look at the number of 
shops in their local area that are vacant. They should look at the For Lease signs in the retail shops along Hay Street 
near where I live in Subiaco, or in Mt Lawley, Northbridge or Cannington. They are absolutely everywhere because 
of the crippling impact of this government’s policies. That impact is going to have a profound effect on a number 
of people. 

Without a shadow of a doubt, the government’s response will be: “It’s all because we’ve had to pay down debt.” 
When the government first came to office—I have been through this on numerous occasions—members were told 
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what to say when they faced the media. They got speaking notes week in and week out. Every single time, they 
were told what to say. I have the government’s speaking notes from November 2017 and they have not changed. 
Members are still doing it; they are still living in the past. They are still absolutely infatuated with the previous 
government. As a former teacher and tennis coach and as a member of Parliament, I always work on the ethos that 
if I work on the process, the outcome will take care of itself. I do not focus on my opponent; I focus on being the 
best I can be every day. These guys have their heads in the sand about being the best they can be every day. All 
they are concerned about is smashing the previous government. Let us have a look at these ridiculous juvenile 
speaking notes from 11 September 2017. They state — 

• We have no option but to fix the mess left behind by the Liberal National Government. 

• Everyone will share the burden to help pay for the Liberals and Nationals out of control spending. 

• Fixing the mess we have inherited will take time, but we will do everything possible to minimise the 
impact on struggling families and small businesses. 

That went well — 

• There is no quick fix to budget repair, but overtime we will bring the State’s finances back under 
control and we will do it by not selling Western Power. 

Even after six months, I could almost accept that and say, “Fair enough; give the previous guys a bit of a bash around 
the head.” But we are now talking about three-quarter time and these guys are still doing it. I looked at the opinion 
piece about the prison system by Hon Fran Logan in The West Australian of 2 October 2019 and three-quarters of 
it refers to the previous government. It is almost like these guys won the grand final by 15 goals and they said to 
the umpires three years later, “Let’s go back and play it again; we want to have another go.” That is what these 
guys are doing; they are absolutely obsessed with us. Surely the Minister for Corrective Services should be talking 
about the good things that he is doing after three years. The public has only so much patience with how many times 
this government can blame the previous guys. What about the training announcement by the Minister for Education 
and Training about a month ago? The government spent the next 48 hours entirely focused on Liza Harvey. It did 
up a graphic and a video. If I were training minister, I would be out there saying how wonderful we are, not worrying 
about the previous government. It is absolutely obsessed. Ministers cannot stand up and answer a question 
without talking about the previous government. They cannot put out a media release without talking about the 
previous government. 

Members over here have an award called the “BTL” award—the blame the Libs award! The Leader of the House 
is right in front to win the BTL award. She will get a nice little award. Hon Alannah MacTiernan is rapidly catching 
up, but without a shadow of a doubt, after today, Hon Sue Ellery will be right in the lead. We are going to keep 
a record and I can guarantee that 90 per cent of her response will be her smashing the previous government, not 
carrying on about how wonderful the government is, its great attributes and what it has achieved, because she cannot. 
This is what the members of the public of Western Australia are going to judge the government on. They are not 
going to judge us on our performance in 2017; they are going to judge this government on its performance and 
whether it has improved their quality of life. What has the government done for the public of Western Australia? 
Members opposite cannot live in the past. Members of the public have had enough. Just look at what happened in 
May this year; 165 000 Western Australians who voted for Labor in March 2017 voted for the Liberals in May 2019. 
These guys have a problem. Twenty-nine per cent of Western Australians voted for Labor in May this year, down 
from the heady days of March 2017 when 42 per cent did so. As I said before, that is going to translate to the state 
level. These guys should not think for one second that a significant proportion of those people are not going to 
vote for the Liberals; they are soft Liberal and soft Labor people who voted for Labor last time and they have come 
home. They have looked at the two parties and have realised that they do not like what they see. All they hear from 
these guys is how bad the previous Liberal government was. All they see is opinion pieces and major announcements 
that show that the government is absolutely infatuated with the previous government. If we ask the residents of 
Moora whether they are better off, yes, they are. That is because of the federal Liberal government. It is not because 
of a Labor government—they saw what the Labor Party was going to do. If we ask people in the crayfishing 
industry whether they are better off, they will say no, because the government tried to nationalise their industry. If 
we ask the people at Landsdale Farm School whether they are better off, they will say no. If we ask the hundreds 
of thousands of Western Australians who are paying more for their utilities whether they are better off, they will 
say no. The emphatic message for you guys is that Western Australians are worse off as a result of this government. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [10.29 am]: I thank Hon Peter Collier for the opportunity to address 
a couple of key policy issues that the government has struggled with over the last two years, and particularly the 
impact of those policies on the government’s budget management, which has been left wanting. 

Hon Peter Collier mentioned a large number of issues, but I want to home in on some specific issues. I begin with 
the regional migration status of Perth. On Premier Mark McGowan’s first day in office, he wrote to the federal 
government seeking to have it change the status of Perth from a regional centre to a capital city. At the time, 
Mr McGowan was very proud of that fact. He did so, I guess, in a fairly populist manner. However, I am concerned 
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about the government’s capacity to manage the economics of the state, and its own budget and fiscal problems. The 
Premier has a very poor understanding of economics and the outcomes of the policies that he promotes. Mr McGowan 
was very proud of it at the time, and, on 17 October 2017, he said in the other place — 

We changed the skilled migration list. We deleted from the list all those … occupations in which a large 
number of Western Australians are out of work. 

He did not give the numbers, but he reduced the number of categories that could be put on the skilled migration 
list from 178 to 18. What has been the impact in Western Australia, and how has the government responded to 
that? One of the most obvious impacts was on foreign students. I have a few numbers about the trend in the number 
of foreign students. I will use only the numbers for the first six months of each financial year, because that will 
show members the trend. In 2014, the number of first semester foreign student enrolments in Western Australia 
was about 13 900. The equivalent in the next year, 2015, was 15 071. In 2016, it was 16 945. I note that in the 
second semester of 2016, foreign student enrolments peaked at 18 779. In the first half of 2017, perhaps on the 
back of the announcement of the Labor Party’s policy on this issue, foreign student enrolments dropped to 15 828. 
Enrolments have currently dropped to the level they were back in 2014, at about 14 500. As has already been 
mentioned, Western Australia has lost a two per cent market share of foreign students. I would like to ask the 
government, “How is that policy working for you?” I do not think that policy is doing particularly well. In fact, it 
is doing so badly that the Premier had to make some comments in last Saturday’s The Weekend West, in the article 
headlined, “Premier’s foreigner backflip”. I forget what number backflip we are up to with this government, but 
we are certainly giving Nadia Comaneci a fair run for her money! The article states — 

The McGowan Government is pleading with Federal Immigration Minister David Coleman to make it 
easier for international students and foreign workers to migrate to WA in an apparent backflip on one of 
its key election commitments. 
On his first day in power, Mr McGowan wrote to then prime minister Malcolm Turnbull requesting WA 
be removed from the Regional Sponsored Migration Scheme … 
But two years of plunging foreign student numbers and lacklustre population growth have forced a reversal … 
… 
Mr McGowan said a regional classification would improve the State’s capacity to attract international 
students … 

He woke up! It took two years, but he woke up. Somebody on the front bench must have nudged him with their 
elbow and said that maybe the government should do something about this. That policy is working particularly 
well—it is right up there with the Premier’s understanding of a number of other economic policies! 
The Premier’s other great election commitment was the foreign buyers stamp duty surcharge. Somebody needs to 
explain to the Premier exactly what that is. On 16 May this year, the Premier said in the other place — 

We took it to the state election because we wanted to ensure that foreign property purchasers actually 
contributed something towards all the infrastructure and every other beneficial support provided. 

For some reason, the Premier seemed to think that foreign buyers were not paying any stamp duty on their purchases. 
Somebody should have read to him the actual agenda. It is a foreign buyers surcharge, which means they are 
paying a bit more. It is an additional charge. It is on top of what they are already paying. I do not think the Premier 
is particularly good at adding up. The Premier has a problem with his economic policy, because he did not understand 
that foreign purchasers were already making a contribution. The Premier finally had to wake up. I notice that this 
week, the government came out with an announcement. Guess what it has done? It has reduced stamp duty rates 
on the purchase of residential developments. That includes foreign purchasers; they will also gain this benefit. The 
government has finally realised that foreign purchasers play a role in the property market in Western Australia. 
The government has announced a reduction of up to $50 000, or 75 per cent, of transfer duty for the pre-purchase 
of apartments in multistorey, multi-tiered developments. The Premier has finally woken up. It only took two years. 
He is doing very well. The government needs to pick up the amount of coffee that is provided in the members’ 
bar, I think. 
It was interesting to see the government’s absolute enthusiasm for the foreign buyers surcharge. When it was 
introduced, the foreign buyers surcharge was expected to generate $120 million over four years, or $30 million a year. 
In this year’s budget, that expectation has been dropped to $20 million a year. However, some numbers have come 
out in the meantime. In the eight months to August this year, the foreign buyers surcharge raised $8.3 million. The 
government’s expectation that this would be a cash cow did not work. That is because it has had an impact. The 
government has finally woken up to that impact and decided to allow foreign purchasers to access its brand-new 
policy on stamp duty relief. That is not a bad thing. 
I hope the Premier will continue to wake up and look at his economic policies. It would be nice to get an honest 
response from the government about how it is able to afford a range of its policies, including its policy to increase 
expenditure on maintenance programs. I am sick and tired of listening to the government and the Labor Party tell 
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us about their good financial management. As I have discussed in my attempts to introduce the Legislative Council 
to what I call my plan for economic literacy, economic literacy does not exist for this government. Good economic 
management is not accidental. This government has a budget surplus not because it has developed good economic 
management, not because it has made savings and not because it has altered any particular structure. The only 
structural reform I can find is the machinery-of-government reforms. I have not seen any savings to date from 
that reform. I would be very interested to know how well the government is doing in making savings through 
the machinery-of-government changes. It has not made significant savings through that reform. It is not great 
budget management. 

The reason the government has a budget surplus is that it is using the rewards of the GST reform. That was initially 
provided by then Treasurer Scott Morrison, and the money was handed over by now Prime Minister Scott Morrison. 
That is the only bit of this government’s expenditure that is being put towards debt relief. The debt reduction fund 
outside of that is an accounting joke. The GST payments are making that happen. How will the government be 
able to afford to correct its disastrous financial mismanagement in its first two years in government, as the Premier 
finally wakes up? Hopefully, the Treasurer has been nudging the Premier and giving him a push. Hopefully, the 
Treasurer has been telling the Premier that a couple of billion dollars is available from the 2019 mini-boom in iron 
ore prices, and the government might be able to use that to correct some of its disastrous financial initiatives. That 
is not a bad thing. I would like the Treasurer to say so or the Premier to acknowledge it. That is exactly what is 
happening. Where is the money coming from for this stamp duty relief? It is coming from the mini iron ore boom. 
Where is the money coming from for the Minister for Education and Training’s construction program? It is coming 
from the additional money from the mini iron ore boom. This government should be incredibly thankful for that. 
I asked at the beginning of this year: how likely is the price of iron ore to stay at $US90 a tonne? Guess what? 
What date is it—22 or 23 October? It is still there today. 

Hon Sue Ellery: It is 24 October. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is still there today. This government has been lucky. It has not been a careful 
financial manager and it is about time it stopped being lucky and got on with the job of having a real financial plan 
to take forward the state of Western Australia. 

HON ROBIN SCOTT (Mining and Pastoral) [10.40 am]: I would like to support the Leader of the Opposition’s 
non-government business motion. My personal friends and my constituents are all wondering what the next 
left-wing decision will be from this Labor government. Most people I have spoken to are affected one way or 
another by the selfish decisions being made regarding regional Western Australia. The most obvious selfish act is 
ministers answering questions without notice. All my questions without notice go out to many of my constituents, 
and many shake their heads at the answers. Along with the questions, we should offer multiple choice answers so 
that the minister concerned need only tick a box. That might give us a better response. 

The proposed increase to the gold tax was the first attack on my electorate, shattering the hopes of many people of 
Kalgoorlie who are still smarting from that decision to seek a cash grab. I have spoken to many people who would 
gladly move to Kalgoorlie; however, the service industries, the hotels, the restaurants, the transport industries and 
the drilling companies all depend on the survival of the gold industry. With the threat of a possible increase in the 
gold tax, why would anyone give up their secure job and their home and move to Kalgoorlie or to anywhere in the 
regions? The Schools of the Air program was another failed attempt to scrounge a few dollars from education in the 
regions and cripple the youth and the future of pastoral WA. I know many pastoralist families, and if the government 
thought they were dealing with hicks or hillbillies, they certainly would have got a rude awakening. Another cost 
saving at the expense of regional Western Australia and cause of stress is the withdrawal of government services 
in my electorate. The Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety offices have been closed, and professional 
medical staff have left town and not been replaced. The latest is the multi-purpose taxi services debacle. We had 
five MP taxis in Kalgoorlie and now we have only three. The last three are about to pull the pin because the Minister 
for Transport is not attending to the concerns of the drivers, who are being threatened by huge fines and possible 
criminal charges under recent laws brought in by the government. I believe the transport minister has no understanding 
of the importance of this service to Kalgoorlie and to members of the public who require wheelchair-access taxis. 
I suggest that the transport minister take a large gulp of water, leave the comfort of her goldfish bowl and look 
into this matter urgently. 

Metropolitan Perth is being hammered by rising utility costs, yet all the disconnections of people’s power and gas 
seem to go unnoticed by the government. Iron ore prices remain high and the government stands to net billions of 
dollars over the next two years at least. The extra $1.3 billion windfall from royalties and GST could be used to 
ease the rise in utility costs and even bring forward public works programs and create more jobs. My concern is that 
the extra money will go on more Local Projects, Local Jobs programs in Labor strongholds. I say to the government: 
the bulk of your money comes from the regions, and if you ignore the regions, it will be at your peril. Thank you. 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.44 am]: I think 
there is some merit in Hon Robin Scott’s idea about tick-the-box multiple-choice answers, although even if there 
were yes/no choices, the Attorney General would still find a way to weasel his way out of a straight response. 
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It is good to see that the Leader of the House is here. Normally, she is carried away with urgent parliamentary 
business and not able to respond on behalf of the government but it is good to see that she can deal with this issue. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I will not take any interjections, thank you. The Leader of the House can distort my 
comments in due course. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Member, if you are not going to take them, perhaps you will direct your comments to 
me and not be distracted by noises bubbling away around the room. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Thank you very much, Madam President. 
I enthusiastically support the motion presented by Hon Peter Collier. I will take a slightly different tack because 
I think it is a very fair motion. He is asking the house to acknowledge that “many” Western Australians are worse 
off since the election of the McGowan government and as a direct result of its policies. I will temper that by 
acknowledging that some people are better off since the election of the McGowan government. I suppose the obvious 
one is those on the other side of this chamber. There were years of criticism and attempts by the then opposition 
to frustrate any economic rationalisation by the then Barnett government. Things like rationalising feed-in tariffs, 
economies in the public service by getting rid of public servants who were deadwood and not able to do any 
function usefully and relatively modest increases in electricity prices to get them to a point at which services could 
be sustained rather than subsidised by taxpayers, were criticised roundly as a great imposition on the ordinary man 
and woman in the street. Now, of course, the cynicism and hypocrisy has come through because we have seen vast 
increases in utility costs under this government, all in the interest of budget repair. 
The others to benefit have been ministers because apart from the power and influence they can wield and the ability 
to draw on a greater salary, some benefit in other ways. There was a nice little $15 000 windfall for certain 
ministers who took advantage of a loophole in the Salary and Allowance Tribunal’s determinations. That was not 
a bit of belt-tightening, at the expense of Western Australian taxpayers, that seemed to be necessary to address. 
Still, it was not an unalloyed victory because some people on the back bench of the Labor Party are finding that 
their scope to achieve anything for electorates is very limited as a backbencher for that party. Quite apart from 
there being some talent on the back bench that will never advance unless they are a minister’s pet or the Premier’s 
favoured, and can toe the party line, the non-government business, which would normally take place after this 
session, would be an example of how they are limited in being able to represent their communities. All the motions 
we have seen to date have been about patting the government on the back rather than raising any issue that supports 
their particular electorates. Some others have received some benefit. Unions, for example, have not been unalloyed 
as well. Some unions have managed to get the benefits of supporting the Labor government at the last election. 
Some, of course, have been dudded. They, quite rightly, expected they would be rewarded, but they have not been 
rewarded, so I suppose they are worse off since the last election. They usually expect their reward from a Labor 
government, but there are winners and losers. 
There are those who have been appointed to sinecures. Ex-Labor politicians and those who have favoured the 
government over time and supported the Labor Party have been appointed to boards. A notable example, is union 
members who did the right thing by the Labor Party while in opposition and are being rewarded while it is in 
government by being appointed to tribunals. That has been at the expense of public servants who are apolitical and 
trying to do their jobs by restructuring the public service, which is Labor talk for getting rid of anyone who is not 
“with us” when they are in government, replacing them with people who will “do our bidding” rather than being 
professional public servants. 
The Liberal–National government received a lot of criticism when it tried to introduce the rationalisation of the 
public service. A bill before this house that, fortunately, has stalled seeks to disadvantage those who have given 
loyal service. A raft of redundancies are now being balanced out by new recruits. So much for those economies. 
Certain niche and fringe groups have benefited from the $39 million “Money for Votes” or Local Projects, Local 
Jobs. How is the chihuahua grooming van going, by the way? That was a great investment! I do not begrudge the 
little groups getting some benefit, a handout, from the government, but it has been at the expense of people who 
are doing it tough and having to pay for the belt-tightening that the government insists has to be borne equally by all 
for the purposes of budget repair, unless, of course, someone happens to be running a pop-up coffee van somewhere 
in the southern suburbs in a seat that Labor was keen to win. I think Hon Darren West mentioned a sum of money 
handed out to a small group so that it could publish a newsletter at someone’s expense—well, it is at the taxpayers’ 
expense—well done! Everyone had to tighten their belts, except, of course, the niche groups whose votes were 
being purchased. I look forward to seeing how some of those vastly important projects to small groups around the 
electorate—not supported by any business case, not going beyond a particular small number of people whose favour 
the Labor Party was trying to curry to win an election—are faring now at the taxpayers’ expense and whether those 
groups will be looking for recurrent expenditure in due course. There is a vast need for grooming vans for small dogs! 
I hope it can extend its operations to Geraldton or to the northern suburbs at the very least. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Spoken by a cat man! 
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: If it were a cat grooming van, I might have had to temper my views, but at the 
moment I am dealing with what we have got! 
At any rate, those on Struggle Street must find it comforting to know that in the interests of budget repair, they are 
funding Labor Party vote-purchasing exercises. There are others. I do not, for example, begrudge Collie being 
supported and provided with services, but it must be of great comfort to know that in addition to the $60 million 
industry attraction and development fund to create jobs and secure Collie’s future—secure the future of Mick Murray 
or his successor, I would have thought—there was the announcement on 21 May 2019 of a $12.2 million commitment 
from the McGowan government towards redeveloping Collie Hospital. That may be necessary, if there is a business 
case for it, but that is on top of the $7.8 million refurbishment that was completed in 2017, which was an initiative 
of our government. What is the government’s rationale? Its announcement states — 

The State Government funding confirmation comes as Federal Labor’s election commitment to fund the 
redevelopment will no longer proceed, given the result on Saturday (May 18). 

That is a great comfort to those on Struggle Street! We are paying for a failed Labor government and a Prime 
Minister-to-be who was emphatically rejected by the country. The McGowan government is taking money out of 
the pockets of Western Australians to satisfy the policies of a government that was never elected. How wonderful! 
Who else has benefited? I am sure that a number of business interests at the big end of town have benefited. I will 
tell members who has not. Hon Peter Collier made mention of mortgage stress and the like. I recall that on 
20 August 2009, Hon Dr Sally Talbot introduced the Property Law (Mortgagee’s Power of Sale) Amendment 
Bill 2009. The practicality of that was rejected by this house after due debate, but what she observed is interesting. 
The second reading speech states — 

… civilian property possession applications for the 12 months to June 2008 were submitted for 696 properties, 
compared with 453 properties for the previous year … 

Let us look at what we have at the moment. That was meant to be a sign of mortgage stress. The latest figures from the 
WA Supreme Court show that lenders made 1 304 applications for civilian property repossessions in the last financial 
year—just over three a day. Now there is a vast improvement! I suggest that members read Hon Dr Sally Talbot’s 
speech and compare it with the results of this Labor government over the last couple of years. Perhaps she will 
reintroduce her bill and it will be passed by this government. 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [10.54 am]: Part of the equation is missing 
from the motion before us today because there are always issues for governments to solve, review and address—
always. The real test, though, is not that those issues exist but how we respond to those issues. 
Hon Michael Mischin: Yes, hard decisions. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Did Hon Michael Mischin take interjections? I think not. 
Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the House has the call. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: The real test is how governments respond to those issues. There is no question that some 
Western Australians are doing it tough and, as a government, we should be constantly striving to ensure that we 
do better to assist those Western Australians. I will make a couple of points before I get into how we are responding. 
We are living in extraordinary times. There are global impacts on our economy that are beyond the control of this 
or any state government. There is a trade war between one of our oldest allies and one of our biggest trade partners; 
indeed, 25 per cent of the Western Australian economy is reliant on trade with China. A trade war between those 
two nations is cause for uncertainty across the world and here in Western Australia. Nationally, banks have changed 
their lending practices as a result of some of the appalling findings of the Royal Commission into Misconduct in 
the Banking, Superannuation and Financial Services Industry and so household finances have tightened. There is 
no question about that. At the federal level, we cannot get the federal government to improve and fast-track its 
approval processes to spend money on infrastructure projects. We cannot get the federal government’s assistance 
to fast-track its part in the approval process, and we cannot convince it that there is more to providing stimulus to 
the economy than implementing personal income tax measures. Those are things we cannot control. However, there 
are elements that the state government can control, levers that it can pull to address economic circumstances and 
measures it can put in place to assist those who need assistance when times are tough. I will talk about some of those. 
Most recently, the state government announced a range of measures to stimulate the Western Australian economy, 
including $364 million worth of projects announced in the last couple of weeks. Those projects include $81.5 million 
for upgrades to health facilities across Western Australia; $200 million for a significant school maintenance blitz, 
which is on top of the hundreds of millions of dollars that government spends every year on school maintenance; 
$53.5 million to make TAFE easier to access in key priority identified training areas and address the serious decline 
in the number of TAFE enrolments that occurred as a result of fee increases that happened under the previous 
government; and $29 million to support residential development, with a very significant stamp duty rebate announced 
yesterday. I will talk a little more about those in detail. 
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With respect to the TAFE announcement, $53.5 million has been committed to make training more affordable for 
thousands of students to give Western Australians the skills to take on jobs; the course fee per hour for 34 target 
priority qualifications has been reduced by 50 per cent and the maximum annual fees that students will pay have 
been capped at $400 for young people and students on concession and $1 200 for non-concessional students, taking 
course fees to be similar to or even below the 2013 course fee charges; and halving and capping course fees for 
selected high-priority qualifications from 1 January next year. That is how we are responding. 

In the school maintenance blitz, every public school will receive a share of $35 million to address outstanding 
maintenance items. The remaining $165 million will be allocated to schools across the projects that have already 
been identified by the building condition assessment. I refer to upgrades, refreshments and rebuilds of classrooms, 
shade structures, playing surfaces, pathways, car parks and toilets. It will also include electrical upgrades, roof 
replacements, traffic management and solar panel installation. We will use local contractors as much as we can to 
give effect to that. That is how we are responding. 

The government has announced a priority hospital maintenance blitz and over the next three years will spend 
$81.5 million on infrastructure for health facilities across Western Australia. This will include high-priority maintenance 
works, which will improve conditions for patients and staff and create more local employment opportunities. I will 
not have time to list all the regional health facilities, but $8.6 million of that money will be spent in the wheatbelt, 
$8.3 million in the midwest, $7.3 million in the south west, $6.8 million on Kimberley health services, $4.5 million 
in the great southern and $1.5 million in the Pilbara and the goldfields. That is how we are responding. 

In the stimulus package announced yesterday, stamp duty rebates were introduced to support residential developments. 
These rebates apply to preconstruction contracts for homes in multi-tiered developments. As of yesterday, buyers 
who sign pre-construction contracts to purchase new residential units or apartments in a multi-tiered development 
will be eligible for a 75 per cent transfer duty rebate of up to $50 000. That is how we are responding. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjection. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Honourable members, I have limited time so forgive me if I do not take any interjections. 

During the debate, honourable members raised questions about household fees and charges. There is no question 
that that issue is causing financial difficulty for some Western Australians. There is no question about that. Of course, 
I need to make the point that across the life of the previous government, fees and charges in that area increased by 
25 per cent. 

Hon Colin Tincknell: That is nearly three years ago. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Indeed, member. The real question, if I make that point, is: how are we responding to it? 
I will get to that, because it is important that we deal with both sides of the equation. 

We needed to get the finances under control and we have done that. The member might ask, for example: in the 
previous government’s budget, what was the projected figure for electricity prices for this financial year? The 
previous government projected an increase of seven per cent. This government has not done that because we 
recognise that it is hurting Western Australians. We have not only kept the increases to fees and charges at their 
lowest level in 13 years, but also put in place additional measures to assist those Western Australians who are 
struggling. It is not just about identifying the problem, but also how we respond to it. We are responding to the 
issues, Madam President. We had the lowest increase in fees and charges—the lowest increase in electricity prices 
since 2008, the lowest increase in water rates since 2005–06 and the lowest increase in charges for the 
representative household since 2006 as well. Whereas the previous government took away many of the protection 
and assistance measures from those who were struggling, this government increased the energy assistance payment 
by 28 per cent in the 2017–18 budget for anyone with a commonwealth concession card. New programs have been 
launched by our government to assist people with financial difficulties to pay their water bills, including the 
Medical Assist, Start Over and Time Assist programs. Funding for other concessions continues to increase, such 
as for the seniors’ cost-of-living rebate, the hardship utility grant scheme, service charge rebates and driver’s licence 
fee concessions. This is about not just identifying the problem, but also what we are doing to fix it. We have used 
sound financial management, recognised by the rating agencies that measure these things, to put in place some of 
those protections for people. The lowest increase in fees this year comes at a cost of $300 million to the budget, 
but that is an appropriate spend and we are able to do that because we have fixed the finances. 

I am a believer in Neville Wran’s statement that one has to keep repeating themselves until they think they are 
going to vomit before people get the message. I heard an extraordinary thing in this place yesterday. In another 
debate, Hon Aaron Stonehouse said that he had never heard this government talk about the need to be prudent 
about how taxpayers’ money is spent. I thought to myself: “Oh my God! Neville Wran was absolutely right. We 
have to keep repeating it.” My good friend Hon Aaron Stonehouse had obviously not heard that message. 

I want to touch on some other things that have been raised in the debate so far. For example, Hon Dr Steve Thomas 
just raised the issue of regional migration. When we came to office in 2017, we sought to exclude Perth from being 
defined as “regional” due to concerns related to the use of 457 visas. My other good friend Hon Charles Smith 
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has asked a range of questions about the visa settings. The federal government’s 457 visa was too broad and the 
parameters were too relaxed, meaning that Western Australian workers were missing out on jobs even in our 
capital. On 18 April 2017, the federal government acted on our concerns about 457 visas and abolished that visa 
type, which tightened the criteria and allowed foreign workers to apply for a visa only in areas in which there was 
a genuine skills shortage. Over the last six months, the federal government has made a number of changes to visa 
and migration settings, including the announcement of new visa and scholarship incentives to attract international 
students to study and work in regional areas of Western Australia and a proposal to streamline the definition of 
“regional Australia” for the purposes of new skilled and international graduate visas. That is a particular problem 
for Western Australian universities. Although they have satellite campuses, they do not, like the eastern states, 
have regionally based universities. We do not have a University of New England or a University of Wollongong. 
That has created a serious issue for Western Australian universities and they have been lobbying the federal 
government very hard — 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: And the state government. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I will get to the state government. I am telling members that they have been lobbying the 
federal government very hard about the terrible impact that that is having on Western Australian universities. Our 
universities have identified to both levels of government the disadvantage that that has created. The state 
government has responded, because this is about not just identifying an issue, but also how we respond to it. We 
have listened to what stakeholders like StudyPerth and others have said about how to act in the best interests of 
Western Australia. Accordingly, we have written to the federal government requesting that Perth be considered as 
a regional area to improve our capacity to attract international students. We have been working very cooperatively 
with Hon Peter Collier’s bestie Senator Mathias Cormann, and we hope that we can resolve that issue soon. 

I have only one minute and 50 seconds to go. I want to touch briefly on what we are doing to assist the housing 
industry as well, because this is about not just identifying the problem, but also what we are doing to respond. 
Increasing the Keystart income limits has been an important measure. We have increased existing income limits 
by $15 000 for singles and couples and by $20 000 for families for the six months from July this year, giving 
more people access to loans and providing an important boost to the housing construction industry. Yesterday’s 
announcement was greeted really well by so many key stakeholders in the housing sector. We are really pleased 
about that. 

I do not resile from saying that we inherited the worst set of books. We have had to take hard financial decisions 
to correct those problems and then provide the kind of programs that we have been talking about today. Unlike the 
previous government, which could only spend and rack up debt, we can do more than one thing at a time. We can 
diversify the economy, we can help those people who need assistance and we can create more jobs, and we are. 
I encourage those opposite to stop talking down WA and to start supporting the measures we are taking to clean 
up the mess that they created. 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [11.08 am]: I rise to speak on this motion, because it is really 
important and beholden on this chamber to recognise that many Western Australians are doing it extremely tough. 
We do them an enormous disservice if we do not acknowledge that. One of the key findings in the Western Australian 
Council of Social Service’s report “Cost of Living 2018” was that for WACOSS-model households and those on 
fixed incomes, the increase in utilities and transport expenses has effectively wiped out any gains made by the 
softening of the rental market. For unemployed singles, it means that they have sunk further below the poverty 
line. I am talking about Western Australians who cannot meet a basic standard of living, let alone plan for the 
future. If they have any unexpected expenses, like whitegoods or ambulance fees—something that I have spoken 
about in this chamber previously—or even if they have other essential expenses such as training costs to better 
their employment chances, even if that training is half-price, it is simply not possible. That is the reality for people 
living in this state. The modelling assumes that people are able to find appropriate housing, but we also know that 
the lack of availability in regional areas means that that is not always the case. We also know that although the 
cost of housing in the Kimberley, in particular, has reduced, it is still far greater than it is in Perth. 

One key issue in the Western Australian Council of Social Service statistics is the rise in the cost of utilities. I am 
talking about an 11 per cent increase in 2017–18, a seven per cent increase in 2018–19, and now, a 1.75 per cent 
increase for 2019–20. That has resulted in an unbelievable increase in the number of disconnections due to unpaid 
bills. This is happening when people already cannot meet a basic standard of living. Their day-to-day needs for 
shelter and food simply must come first, which means that, unbelievably in this day and age, electricity is not seen 
as an essential service. Thousands of people are being disconnected and the uptake of hardship programs is 
increasing. Over half of customers who enter the hardship program for electricity in WA have a debt of less than 
$500, and over 80 per cent of people who enter the hardship program for gas have a debt of less than $500. I read 
this as people who are running so close to the bone in WA that even a much smaller bill these days is proving 
impossible to pay without seriously impacting their day-to-day survival. 

I note that the qualification rules for the hardship utility grant scheme has been identified as one of the reasons for 
the increase in instalment plans and enrolment in hardship programs. I also note that our rate of disconnection of 
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residential electricity customers between 2016 to 2018 was higher than it was in New South Wales, South Australia 
and Victoria, and that 2017–18 was the fifth year in a row in which we had a higher proportion of disconnections 
of residential gas customers than there were in New South Wales, South Australia and Victoria—grim news 
indeed, members. 

I have been contacted on multiple occasions by people shocked to discover that they have been disconnected 
because their electricity retailer did not confirm contact with them prior to cutting off their power. I have also 
received letters in response to my inquiries on constituents’ behalf that effectively state that an email was sent and 
a voicemail was left, and then people’s supply was simply cut off. It is clear that electricity suppliers do not feel an 
overwhelming obligation to make genuine contact with people prior to cutting them off from this essential service. 
The nature of the cut-off means that even if people pay immediately, they will have to wait 48 hours before their 
electricity is reconnected. If someone happens to be unfortunate enough to have their electricity supply disconnected 
on a Friday, their electricity sometimes, unfortunately, will not be reconnected until about the next Tuesday. If 
people in the situations that I outlined earlier lose a freezer of food, the financial impost can be absolutely devastating. 

What we do know is that there has been genuine wage stagnation and that growth in real wages across Australia 
has slowed to almost zero since mid-2013. That is despite substantial jumps in pay rates in Victoria. WA’s annual 
wage growth is the weakest in Australia. Although the Reserve Bank has now recommended a 3.5 per cent 
minimum wage rise each year to enable households to service their long-term debts and to participate fully in the 
economy, we have seen in the meantime enterprise bargaining agreement pay rise rates slip significantly. I have 
to point out that the government’s current wages policy is 100 per cent part of the problem. 

I am aware that the government has pinned its hopes on resolving some of these cost-of-living and wage growth 
issues by creating more jobs. I am happy, obviously, to advocate for more jobs, with the understanding that without 
a commitment from industry and government, that will not necessarily lead to the pay rises that are so clearly 
needed, and that it also will not address the needs of our most vulnerable members within the community, including 
those on fixed incomes. That is why the Greens continue to advocate, along with the community sector, for 
a significant increase in Newstart. That is absolutely essential and would seem to be an obvious easy win if we 
want to look at growth within the economy. 

One of the things the government keeps committing to is the expansion of the LNG industry. I think there has been 
a very generous reading of the number of jobs that are created in the oil and gas industry. I note that The Australia 
Institute estimates a significantly lower number of potential jobs than the figures the government keeps putting 
forward—that is before we even start to talk about the healthcare and other social costs associated with the climate 
harm of those projects. I am eternally disappointed with the lack of opportunities the government undertakes to 
expand alternative industries. 

I want to say very briefly, because I know others want to speak, that people are doing it really tough, and the most 
vulnerable people within our community, particularly those on low, fixed incomes are doing it the toughest. A lot 
of them are simply finding it next to impossible to meet even the most basic standard of living. That is unacceptable 
in a country as wealthy as Australia. I think the focus on balancing the budget, as it has been applied, has impacted 
on services and supports for the very people who need them most—that is, the people on fixed and low incomes 
who are suffering the most. We need more jobs, but that will not help people on disability or age pensions or who 
are unemployed. I think there is a lack of focus on how to actually assist them. We have to recognise that there are 
people within the Western Australian community who are absolutely struggling. 

HON COLIN de GRUSSA (Agricultural) [11.17 am]: I will make a brief contribution because I know others 
want to speak on the motion. I want to quickly reflect on some comments I made during my contribution to the 
consideration of the estimates of revenue and expenditure, in which I pointed out — 

… that this government was elected on a lie. It was elected on promises of creating jobs. 

In fact, the unemployment data shows that unemployment has been trending up over the time that this mob has 
been in government and was trending down sharply before. Where are these new jobs? According to figures the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics released earlier this year, nearly 100 000 people are in the unemployment queue—
a record for this state. This government is good at records, it seems. In fact, I came across a website yesterday and 
it seems that the only new jobs that are being created are those in Labor campaign HQ. I found a nice advertisement 
that states — 

Do you want to work with Premier Mark McGowan and (WA Branch)? 

It is looking for campaigners. I wonder how many unemployed people, those most vulnerable in our community, 
would get a look in the door for a job out of that little foray. 

I also want to talk briefly about energy disconnections. We have now reached a record number of disconnections 
in Western Australia, with 22 000 people disconnected from electricity. Earlier this week, I asked a question 
about the south west interconnected system, and we were told that on the SWIS there were 8 000 disconnections 
in 2015–16 and 7 800 in 2017–18. That is a huge increase in disconnections. One of the most concerning things that 
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has happened in the energy space since this government came to power is that it has put up fixed costs for connection 
to electricity. Those most vulnerable in our community—perhaps pensioners or others—sitting around the house 
turning all the lights off, putting a rug over their legs while they sit in front of their little bar heater, will not save 
them any money because those fixed costs will not go down by turning off the lights. That is a staggering thing to 
do to those most vulnerable in our community. It is staggering that this number of people have disconnected from the 
grid. I am still waiting for the regional figures. Even with the Horizon Power grid, we heard that 3 193 households 
were disconnected in 2017. That is another huge number of people being disconnected in regional Western Australia. 
The effect of what this government has done to the cost of utilities is profound and it hurts those most vulnerable 
in our community. It is not acceptable to say that the test is how we respond to issues. How have we responded in 
this case? What have we done to help Synergy’s bottom line? This policy did not help Synergy’s bottom line and 
it certainly does not help the vulnerable people in our community who are now suffering further without power 
and with the additional utility costs that they did not face before. 

Briefly, I turn to another issue that my colleagues and I in the National Party have been pursuing—that is, this 
government’s response to community safety out there in regional areas, in particular the rise of activism and rural 
crime. We hear repeated promises that the Attorney General is going to introduce legislation that will help those 
people out there to be safe. 

Hon Martin Aldridge: They are hollow promises. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: That is right; they are hollow promises. Nothing has happened. Nothing is being done 
for the safety of those people in those communities. Nothing is being done to stem this rise in activism, despite the 
promises, and that is probably because the Attorney General, as others have identified, is too busy wasting taxpayer 
dollars pursuing legal action against us for no good reason. 

Again, Western Australians are worse off under this government. I commend the Leader of the Opposition for 
bringing this motion before us today and for allowing us to have a discussion around this excellent issue that he 
has raised. 

HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [11.22 am]: I agree with everything that the honourable member said. 
There is not too much time left, and I know that other people would like to speak. I would like to talk about the 
top 10 things that the government could do. This motion states that Western Australians are worse off because of 
the direct results of the policies of this government. First, reduce payroll tax or raise the threshold. Second, reduce 
payroll tax or raise the threshold. Third, reduce payroll tax or raise the threshold. Fourth, do something about stamp 
duty concessions or reduce stamp duty. Fifth, streamline environmental approvals. Sixth, cut taxes. Seventh, 
reduce red tape costs. Eighth, reduce household costs. Ninth, reduce energy prices. Tenth, stop blaming others. 

We keep hearing that people are worse off because of the trade war or the federal government or the last government. 
That is the excuse we get all the time. The Labor Party has been in government for two and a half years or more 
and we are still hearing these excuses. The facts are that the government is now getting a greater share of GST and 
the price of iron ore is fantastic, which has been the case for a long time. The government has the money. The 
problem that we face in Western Australia is that members of the public do not have any money. They do not have 
jobs. They are getting hit with higher charges. They cannot go and spend money in small businesses because they 
have none; the government has got it all. The government is using that money to pork-barrel for the next election. 

We have to look at the major reasons that people are struggling. Unemployment, as the previous speaker mentioned, 
is really high. Employment is at a standstill. In a state such as WA, that should not be happening. The environmental 
approval process in the mining and oil and gas industries is very slow and costly. No wonder companies cannot get 
started and no wonder they cannot employ hardworking Australians to do these jobs. We heard Hon Robin Scott talk 
about some of the issues that people in the regional areas face. This is a city-centric government. It has 14 members 
from regional areas in both the upper house and the lower house and they do not represent the people in those 
areas. There is a good chance that the government will lose most of those seats at the next election. 

We have an issue because the government is not listening to the ideas that are put to it by members of this house 
and other people. It is just in the business of blaming the trade war, the federal government or the last government. 

HON TJORN SIBMA (North Metropolitan) [11.25 am]: I would like to speak to this excellent motion and give 
it my full support because I think it is the key issue facing Western Australia now, and, indeed, has been the key 
issue facing Western Australia for the past few years. The government has repeatedly attempted to make a virtue 
of so-called budget repair. There is some justification for that; indeed, there is always a reason for all governments 
to be scrupulous and disciplined in the way that they manage state finances. I think the overwhelming focus of this 
government has been to express the rhetoric around budget repair, and it has done so at the expense of outcomes 
at that level, and it also has come at the expense of the broader macro economy in Western Australia. 

The announcement yesterday about stamp duty was interesting for two reasons. First, this government has reacted, 
recognising that perhaps it is not as popular as it thought it was and that things are not going as well as it would 
like them to be. It is reacting very defensively against a new parliamentary leader in Liza Harvey, and she has them 
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on the run, dropping these little stimulus measures. I think it is very telling. Second, I think the election campaign 
for 2021 started yesterday as far as the government is concerned. It was a perfect media opportunity, and I think 
the announcement has a significant degree of merit. The fact that the government used the word “stimulus”, when 
it is not throwing money in—it is just not taking money—is quite telling about its fears for the economy and also 
its sense that perhaps it has taken its eye off the ball. That is important. Governments need to balance their priorities 
and to run a good set of books. They also need to understand that what is driving this state is not a neat set of books 
but the health and vibrancy of the Western Australian economy. The Western Australian economy has not gone 
anywhere quickly over the past two and a half years, and it is to the enduring shame of this government that that 
opportunity has been lost. It is felt across the board in small business and it is felt most keenly at the level of 
households. This government has punished households. It has made them wear the pain for its budget repair 
rhetoric. People will take years to recover from the $800 to $850 a year increases in fees and charges in the first 
two budgets. People are going backwards. They have lost equity in their houses. A significant number of them are 
under mortgage stress. Governments can do very little to remediate those particular issues, but what they can and 
should do is look seriously at the economic drivers in this state. 

This government has completely missed the opportunity to grow the small business sector. It must look very 
strongly, very keenly and very precisely at remediating payroll tax thresholds in this state. The previous Liberal 
government had a proud track record in reducing that burden on government. If anything, the need is more keen 
now. Significant action is needed in that space, otherwise the Western Australian economy and the households 
that constitute it will do nothing more than tread water under this government for the next two years, and that is 
completely unacceptable. I commend this motion to the house.  

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [11.30 am] — in reply: I thank 
all those who contributed to the debate on the motion. I stand by the motion. An enormous number of 
Western Australians are suffering. Ask the homeless, ask small business, ask those who are suffering as a result 
of utility price increases, ask those in Moora, ask those in the regions and ask those across the length and breadth 
of Western Australia whether they are better off now than they were pre the election in March 2017. I can say 
quite categorically and confidently that most of them will say no. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 

CITY OF BUNBURY — FEES NOTICE 2019 — DISALLOWANCE 

Discharge of Order 

Hon Robin Chapple reported that the concerns of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation had 
been satisfied, and on his motion without notice it was resolved — 

That order of the day 2, City of Bunbury — Fees Notice 2019 — Disallowance, be discharged from the 
notice paper. 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS 

Extension of Reporting Time — Motion 

Resumed from 22 October on the following motion moved by Hon Tjorn Sibma — 

That the reporting date for the committee inquiry into the government’s Local Projects, Local Jobs 
program be extended from 19 November 2019 to 21 May 2020. 

HON TJORN SIBMA (North Metropolitan) [11.31 am]: I will take this opportunity to continue remarks that 
I made on Tuesday. This concerns the humble request, on behalf of the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations and the special inquiry into the Local Projects, Local Jobs program and the establishment of 
a parliamentary budget office, to seek an extension of time for the final report. 

As I outlined to the house on Tuesday, effectively, the committee has been charged by the house to run  
two reasonably substantial inquiries, which are definitely related in the sense of transparency and accountability, 
but are two deep dives into two pretty detailed issues. To discharge those responsibilities appropriately, frankly, 
the committee needs more time to finish its work. As to the actual date, I draw members’ attention to the fact that 
we will not sit in April next year. We come back for four weeks in February and March and then we are off for 
five weeks at the end of March and April, which, as a new member, I found quite odd, but there being an election 
in the year following, perhaps there is some other business to attend to. We took a prudent step as a committee to 
establish a date that we would not require a further extension beyond; I know that has the tendency to wear out 
one’s welcome in the house, a fair degree of committee work is underway already and other committees have 
sought extensions for their responsibilities as well. To some degree, we are shamefacedly having to join that 
group, but, hopefully, will not have to extend it much before that. We humbly seek the house’s concurrence with 
that request. 

Question put and passed. 
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VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2019 
Committee 

Resumed from 23 October. The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Dr Steve Thomas) in the chair; Hon Stephen Dawson 
(Minister for Environment) in charge of the bill. 
Clause 1: Short title — 
Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I want to follow up on the issue raised by Hon Jim Chown last night about the number 
of doctors employed by the St John of God group. I am advised that according to the St John of God Health Care 
annual report 2017–18, there are 2 839 accredited doctors attributed to Western Australian St John of God Health 
Care hospital sites. The report does not identify whether this figure is a headcount or the number of full-time 
equivalent positions; nor does it identify whether it includes double-counting doctors who work across multiple sites. 
Registrant data from the Medical Board of Australia reports that there are 11 829 registered medical practitioners 
in Western Australia, of which 1 571 hold specialist registration and a further 4 914 hold both general and 
specialist registration, which totals 6 485 doctors of this type. If the St John of God Health Care medical workforce 
figures are taken at face value, this would represent a maximum of 44 per cent, so 2 839 out of 6 485, but that may 
be less if the headcount is less than 2 839. That is the information on that. 
Last night when we were talking about faith-based hospitals, I made the point that clause 113 protects doctors 
from being found of having breached principles of conduct applicable to the person’s employment. I want to state, 
though, the government would be deeply disappointed if health organisations discriminated against employees 
or contractors for undertaking what will be a lawful end-of-life treatment. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Last night when we were considering clause 1, we had the revelation that the government has 
draft amendments in its possession prepared by Parliamentary Counsel. The minister indicated that he would not be 
willing to table them. In the absence of any information that he has provided so far today, I take it that the position 
remains that the government will not be tabling those amendments that it has had drafted. Can the minister indicate 
to the house how many of those amendments are new clauses and how many are amendments to clauses in the bill? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The member is correct: it is not my intention today to table anything about possible 
amendments. I was further advised overnight that conversations have taken place over the past few weeks with 
members in this place and indeed with outside organisations about some issues that they have raised. I understand 
that the Australian Medical Association, for example, has prepared a document on amendments, and, of course, 
amendments were moved formally and informally in the other place. I understand that the Minister for Health is 
considering those issues and has sought advice from Parliamentary Counsel on some of them. No policy decision 
has been made by government on any of those amendments, so I am not at liberty to disclose what those issues are 
or how many there are, other than to say that conversations are taking place. We will deal with each clause and 
each amendment as they appear in the bill. If the amendments are to clauses 2 or 4, for example, they will be dealt 
with at that time. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: How many draft amendments are in the government’s possession? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: As I have said, I am not at liberty to disclose any amendments. I say again that I do 
not have any amendments, but any amendments that are brought forward will be brought forward in my name. 
However, I am not saying what draft amendments are around because they are draft amendments and no policy 
decision has been made by government on any possible amendments; therefore, I will leave that point there. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The government has had conversations with Parliamentary Counsel. Which clauses were 
those conversations about? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am not disclosing, and the member would not expect disclosure of, conversations 
between Parliamentary Counsel — 
Hon Nick Goiran: I would expect disclosure—gold-standard transparency. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The transparency issue in this place relates to the supplementary notice paper. When 
the government has made decisions on possible amendments, they will appear on the supplementary notice paper. 
That is as transparent as this Parliament requires. That is normal practice. If perchance the government decides to 
move forward with any amendment, it will appear on the supplementary notice paper at that time, and every 
member of this place can get a copy of that, as indeed can outside organisations. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The problem I have with the minister’s response is twofold. Firstly, I am trying to get 
amendments drafted by Parliamentary Counsel at the moment and I have not had all my amendments drafted. It is no 
wonder that I cannot get all my work done if the government is hogging the time of Parliamentary Counsel; and even 
though it has done that, it will not let us know which clauses it has a problem with. This is supposed to be a respectful 
debate. It needs to be an honest debate. It should be a transparent debate. If the government has decided to hog the 
time of Parliamentary Counsel and invest the time of those legal practitioners in drafting amendments for government, 
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that is fine—it is quite at liberty to do that; that is quite normal. The minister is quite right; that is normal practice. 
But as there is a conscience vote on this bill, and members are expected to cast their vote in accordance with their 
conscience, with no party position, I do not think it is appropriate for some members to have an advantage over others. 
I will quote from yesterday’s uncorrected proof. My question was: will the minister table those draft amendments? 
The minister can tell me whether this is wrong, but according to the uncorrected proof, he said — 

No. I do not have the draft amendments, but, no, I will not table them. I have been told that they are being 
discussed with interested members. 

I am an interested member. I want to know what these amendments are. I suspect that more members in this place 
are interested members. There certainly has been no discussion with me. The minister says that that is being 
transparent. I give him a score of zero out of 10 on transparency on this issue. 
I have a range of other questions, obviously, as the minister can imagine, but I am asking him to take this issue on 
board. Now is not the time to discuss it, because he will not be able to get instructions from the Minister for Health, 
but I ask him to have a conversation with the health minister certainly during the next adjournment and see whether 
he is willing to release these draft amendments. If he is not willing to table them, that is fine. I am asking for an 
indication of which clauses the government is sufficiently concerned about that it has invested the time of 
Parliamentary Counsel. If there are some new clauses, we need to know about them now. If the amendments are 
to particular clauses, we need to know now before we can proceed properly. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I say again for the record that when a policy decision is made on amendments to this 
bill, those amendments will appear on the supplementary notice paper. Generally, at that stage, members in this house 
will be advised of them. There is no intention to make any amendments, draft or otherwise, available to anybody 
other than through that process. The member can keep asking all he wants, but that is the decision; that is the policy. 
Hon Donna Faragher: Who are the members? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: People in the other place have raised ideas about amendments. It is inappropriate. 
Hon Donna Faragher: It is appropriate. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is not appropriate. How long has the member been in this place? It has never been 
done before and it will not be done today. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): The question is that clause 1 stand as printed. Before I give the 
call to Hon Nick Goiran, I make the comment that if it becomes too dramatic in the chamber, I will ask members 
and ministers to address all their comments through the Chair. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I just want to follow up on some matters that were discussed yesterday evening and, in 
particular, the minister’s response to Hon Jim Chown in which he indicated that the government anticipates that 
0.4 per cent of deaths will take place as a result of the scheme and that that information has been based on the 
Oregon scheme. The minister will recall that in our examination of that matter yesterday, and because of his response 
to Hon Jim Chown, I was trying to ascertain the raw number of deaths that can be anticipated in Western Australia 
as a result of this. The minister indicated to the chamber that there are some differences between the Oregon scheme 
and the scheme under the bill before us. He indicated that one of those differences is with practitioner administration. 
In other words, in Oregon, practitioner administration is not permitted—that is, when the doctor executes the act 
rather than the patient. That is not permitted in Oregon, but it will be permitted here. In answer to a question I asked 
about that, the minister indicated that the government does not know how many deaths are anticipated as a result 
of that. Obviously, there will be a quantum of deaths as a result of practitioner administration. 
In addition, the minister indicated that there is a difference between the schemes, because the Oregon scheme allows 
for an extended period of time—that is, an anticipation or prognosis of 12 months to death—for certain conditions 
and again he indicated that he did not know what the quantum of those deaths was anticipated to be. If the rate is 
0.4 per cent in Oregon without the extended prognosis period and without practitioner administration, is it reasonable 
for us to infer at this point that the number of deaths will be higher in Western Australia than it is in Oregon? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will say this again and I did say it last night: it would be inaccurate at this stage to 
say that WA could arrive at an evidence-based estimation of deaths attributable to voluntary assisted dying in this 
state. We simply do not know. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: If the minister simply does not know, why did he say to Hon Jim Chown last night that it 
was 0.4 per cent? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Last night I gave a number of qualifications in relation to that figure. We used 
international jurisdictions as a comparative basis, but, quite simply, we cannot give an accurate estimation and 
I will not give an estimation. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister says that he has used international jurisdictions as a comparator. I recall that 
last night he referred to the rate of four per cent in the Netherlands. Why has the government ruled out four per cent 
as a rate and is more comfortable referring to the 0.4 per cent rate in Oregon? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I did in fact suggest last night that the rate could well be between 0.4 per cent and 
four per cent, but it would be likely to be closer to that 0.4 per cent rate based on the similarities between the schemes.  

Hon NICK GOIRAN: What are the differences between the Western Australian scheme and the Netherlands 
scheme that suggest that it will not be more like the four per cent but will be more like the 0.4 per cent? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Obviously, I will not go through every element of the Netherlands scheme, because 
that is not the bill that is before this chamber for consideration. Certainly the system in the Netherlands is different 
from the one proposed for Western Australia. That is because access to voluntary assisted dying in that country 
has never been limited to people at the end of their lives. A person only needs to be suffering. The Netherlands is 
an example of a jurisdiction with far broader eligibility criteria. Thus it is incorrect to describe the availability of 
euthanasia in the Netherlands for mentally unwell persons—again, this is the slippery slope issue—as eventuating 
as an expansion of a type of slippery slope. The Netherlands scheme is very different, because it has never been 
limited to people at the end of their lives. A person only needs to be suffering. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: That is a good explanation of the difference between the Netherlands scheme and the 
WA scheme with regard to the eligibility criteria. When the minister explained the difference between Oregon and 
Western Australia, he said originally that Oregon allows for practitioner administration. He then corrected the 
record and confirmed that that was not correct; it is only self-administration. What is the situation in the Netherlands? 
Does it allow for both self-administration and practitioner administration, or only one type? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In the Netherlands, a physician may administer or assist in self-administration. Again, 
I draw this information to the attention of the honourable member, who for some reason seemed to not like the report 
of the Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying. As I mentioned last night, page 137 of that report 
helpfully lists medical administration and suggests that a physician may administer or assist in self-administration. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The only reason I was unimpressed last night was that my question at the time was around 
the difference between the Oregon and the Western Australian schemes. As I pointed out last night, it was pointless 
the minister referring me to the report of the ministerial expert panel when the panel had not even had access to 
the WA scheme at the time, because it had not been drafted. That raises an interesting question: when was this bill 
drafted by government? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that cabinet approval to draft the bill was given at the end of 
November 2018. Drafting instructions gave consideration to the framework set out by the joint select committee 
and the Victorian bill, noting that changes would be made following consultation by the Department of Health, 
and through consultation led by the ministerial expert panel. Subsequent drafting instructions were given throughout 
the consultation process, consistent with the proper drafting processes. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister has just revealed to the chamber that instructions to commence drafting 
this bill were given in November 2018. When was the ministerial expert panel formed and when was its final 
report released? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Development of the bill occurred through three consultative means: the 
recommendations made by the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices in its report “My Life, My Choice” 
of August 2018; the Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying in its final report of June 2019; and the 
Department of Health, based on comprehensive consideration of key matters outside the scope of the panel, and 
in consultation with key agency stakeholders. While the panel was conducting the public consultation on issues 
within its scope of appointment, namely matters contained within parts 1 to 3 of the bill, and concepts underpinning 
part 4, the Department of Health was concurrently consulting with key stakeholders and instructing on a number 
of matters outside the panel’s scope; that is, the remainder of the bill. Consultation led by Health commenced 
in January 2019, with agency stakeholders given the opportunity to consider a number of key policy positions 
throughout the process. The panel’s public consultation commenced on 19 March 2019 and ran for two months. 
Drafting instructions on matters reflecting the panel’s public consultation were given after the panel chair presented 
the panel’s final report to the Minister for Health, and following consideration by government. At this stage, six drafts 
of the bill setting out the other matters had already been developed. I want to note that although the panel’s 
recommendations informed some policy positions for the bill, the panel was not involved in providing drafting 
instructions for the bill. The intricacies of providing drafting instructions, and drafting, were a matter for the 
Department of Health’s instructing officer and the parliamentary drafter.   

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Did the minister indicate when the ministerial expert panel was formed? The minister may 
have done, because he provided quite a lot of information just then. The minister indicated that the report was 
released in June 2019. When was the expert panel formed? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It was around 12 November 2018. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister said at one point in his response that six drafts had been prepared by that 
stage. I understood that to mean that by the time the ministerial expert panel released its report in June 2019, 
six drafts of the bill had already been prepared. Can the minister clarify whether that is the case? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I understand there were six drafts of elements of the bill. I will provide some further 
information. Consultation draft 10 of the bill was circulated to agency stakeholders for consideration and comment. 
The bill was tabled in the other place on 7 August 2019, and that was draft 14. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: As I understand it, there were 14 drafts of the bill. Six drafts of parts of the bill had 
already been done prior to the ministerial expert panel releasing its report in June 2019. I find that very curious. 
Nevertheless, the minister indicated that draft 10 was a consultation draft that was circulated to people. Who are 
the Western Australians who were in the luxurious position of seeing a consultation draft, and when did they 
receive that? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that they are the WA Police Force; Justice, including the State Solicitor’s 
Office and the Attorney General; the Director of Public Prosecutions; the State Administrative Tribunal; Health and 
Disability Services Complaints Office and the Office of the State Coroner. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I would like to ask the minister about some comments made in response to my 
question yesterday about institutional objection. In his second reading reply, according to the uncorrected proof, 
he said — 

Faith-based hospitals and hospices are able to object to participating in the voluntary assisted dying 
process for any reason, including, but not limited to, conscientious objection. 

When I asked the minister questions in the Committee of the Whole, he confirmed that nothing in the bill provided 
for such an objection to be made. With that in mind, why was it necessary to include an objection provision for 
a health practitioner but not for an institution? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: We included the option of conscientious objection for individuals in here because 
we wanted to enshrine the ability of practitioners to conscientiously object. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: Members, there is some really audible conversation, and I know people are having trouble 
hearing the minister, so can we keep conversation down to a minimum. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is the practitioner who chooses to participate or not participate in this process; it 
is not the organisation they work for that chooses. It is the individual who must decide whether to participate. The 
hospital does not play a role in that sense. Also, it is consistent with international jurisdictions. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: The minister mentioned that it is consistent with international jurisdictions. Is it 
consistent with the Victorian legislation? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Have any organisations or institutions in Western Australia expressed any concern 
to the government about the provisions in the bill and their right to object not being explicit within the bill? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised no, not to our knowledge. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: In the minister’s second reading reply yesterday, he talked about the delivery of 
packages. I think it was in response to overcoming telehealth or using a carriage service issue. Can he explain to 
me what he meant by the “delivery of packages”? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This issue will be dealt with during the implementation phase but, essentially, it 
will likely be financial assistance for an individual to travel to a medical practitioner or it could be the opposite: 
financial assistance for a medical practitioner to travel to an individual. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: The minister will be aware that on four occasions thus far I have sought from the 
Minister for Health during question time, via the parliamentary secretary in this place, correspondence between 
the commonwealth and the state about concerns relating to the application of the federal Criminal Code Act to the 
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2019. Is the minister in a position now to table that correspondence? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am not in a position to table any correspondence in relation to that issue. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Why is the minister not in a position to table the correspondence? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I understand that it was confidential communication between the commonwealth 
and the state and public interest immunity is attached to it. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I am not sure that public immunity would prevent Parliament requesting or 
receiving information that it seeks. However, I will be interested in his arguing that point with the Auditor General 
when he ultimately complies with the Financial Management Act. 
Can the minister tell me on what date the commonwealth first initiated—if, indeed, it did initiate it—the date on 
which it first expressed its concern or raised the issue with the state? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that the WA Attorney General wrote to the commonwealth Attorney 
on 28 August 2019 in response to an email that was received by the WA health department. 
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Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: That correspondence is known to me because I think it was tabled in the other place. 
It was in response to a communication from the commonwealth. What was the date of that communication; was 
it 21 August 2019? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will have to check the date of the communication. I do not have it with me. I will 
provide an answer later today. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I thank the minister for that commitment. I understand that the state has sought legal 
advice from the State Solicitor’s Office about using a carriage service and how that related to the Voluntary Assisted 
Dying Bill. Can the minister confirm whether the government has received that advice and whether it is prepared 
to table that advice? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes, honourable member, advice was sought. I am not in a position to table the 
advice because I am advised that it is subject to legal professional privilege. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I am certain that it is subject to legal professional privilege, minister, but is the 
government prepared to waive legal professional privilege to facilitate the chamber’s understanding of the 
application of the federal Criminal Code Act to this bill? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am not in a position to waive that. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Can the minister provide advice to the chamber, based on the advice he has received, 
about the way in which the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2019 will be limited by the application of the federal 
Criminal Code Act? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Should telehealth not be able to be used as a method of communicating with people 
for the purposes of access to voluntary assisted dying in Western Australia, the WA Department of Health would 
need to adopt alternative implementation strategies. In my second reading reply, I mentioned other jurisdictions, 
such as Victoria, that have similar restrictions. I also made the point about Canada having geographic challenges 
similar to those in Western Australia. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: As I understand it, the Victorians have basically said that it all needs to be done 
face to face. Is there a nuance to that? For instance, if one of the two practitioners referred a patient to another 
physician to assist with the assessment of capacity, diagnosis or prognosis, would that necessarily be considered 
as being for the purposes of accessing the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill and therefore would the prohibition that 
applies to a carriage service also apply to that referral? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am told that the commonwealth legislation prohibits a person from using a carriage 
service for suicide-related materials, including material capable of constituting a communication that directly or 
indirectly counsels or incites someone to commit or attempt to commit suicide, and prohibits a person from 
possessing, controlling, producing, supplying or obtaining suicide-related material for use on a carriage service. 
I am told that it will not affect the circumstance to which Hon Martin Aldridge referred. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Following up on Hon Martin Aldridge’s line of questioning, I heard the minister say in 
response to Hon Martin Aldridge, “Should telehealth not be able to be used”. My ears pricked up when I heard him 
say that, because the language he used is very similar to what was used by the health minister in the other place 
two days ago. On Tuesday, 22 October, the Minister for Health made a statement in the other place. Incidentally, 
for reasons unknown to me, no statement was made by the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for 
Health in this place. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: By way of interjection, I suspect we have the same advisers, honourable member. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Yes. On 22 October, the Minister for Health said — 

If telehealth cannot be used as a method of communicating with people for the purposes of access to 
voluntary assisted dying in Western Australia, the WA Department of Health will adopt alternative 
implementation strategies. 

The question that needs to be answered by the government is: will telehealth be able to be used? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that that matter is yet to be determined or concluded, with ongoing 
conversations taking place with the commonwealth about this issue. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I welcome hearing that referrals to specialist services will not be captured, in the state’s 
view, by the limitations of the federal Criminal Code Act, because that would certainly be a further limitation on 
regional and remote access. If Harry in Halls Creek is dying of cancer and rocks up at Halls Creek health campus 
and makes a request, would the hospital be able to use a carriage service—for example, a telephone—to call 
a navigator to seek assistance in navigating this process or would that be a breach of the federal Criminal Code Act? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that the patient can call the navigator themselves, but from that point 
on, conversations have to take place in person. 
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Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Is the minister saying that the initial contact with a navigator would not necessarily 
be captured by the federal Criminal Code Act but further communication thereafter has the potential to be captured? 
Is that what I heard the minister say? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is exactly what I am saying. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: A later clause deals with audiovisual communication, but this goes beyond audiovisual 
communication so I cannot defer specifically to a later clause. There is really that one phone call and after that it 
has to be face to face. That is a significant limitation on the state’s ability to implement an appropriate regime in 
Western Australia. I know that matter will be thrashed out during the implementation phase, which is why 
understanding the government’s advice on this matter would be very helpful. I do not understand why the minister is 
not prepared to waive legal professional privilege on this issue. If he did, it would really help facilitate the progress 
of this debate. Certainly, having read the letter from the Attorney General of this state to the Attorney-General of 
the commonwealth, the primary defence of the state being that this bill would not be captured by the commonwealth 
Criminal Code Act because the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill states that it is not suicide; this is ill-informed and 
will give nobody confidence that practitioners nor patients will not find themselves falling foul of the criminal code. 
I would really like the minister to consider seeking some advice from the Minister for Health and the Attorney General 
about the extent to which he can waive privilege and table that legal advice to give us and the rest of the community 
some confidence on this matter. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This is an issue under consideration and is being consulted on with the commonwealth 
at the moment. I make the point that the state will not rely on a provision in the bill that suggests that because the 
legislation does not mention suicide that it will not be captured by the commonwealth act. 

Hon Martin Aldridge: Maybe the minister should mention that to the Attorney General. 

Hon AARON STONEHOUSE: Thank you, minister, for clarifying that for us. I was very confused up until this 
point because not only has it been the view of the Attorney General that specifying that voluntary assisted dying 
is not suicide will provide some protection to practitioners, as the member mentioned just a moment ago through 
interjection, but also it was communicated to me during one of the briefings that I received that that is the case. It 
was very confusing right up until this point when the minister clarified that that is not the basis upon which we are 
reliant for indemnity for medical practitioners in Western Australia. I am glad to hear that it is an issue that we 
continue to look into. I met with representatives from the Australian Medical Association just this morning who 
are very concerned that practitioners who are looking to be involved in the voluntary assisted dying regime are 
concerned about falling foul of criminal law. I pity the poor doctor who is the first one to test this case in a federal 
court if the commonwealth takes a hard line on its interpretation of the Criminal Code Act and how it relates to 
the communication of suicide through a carrier service. Thank you for looking into that, minister. I hope that some 
legal advice can be revealed to us soon on how that might be addressed and dealt with. 

The CHAIR: Hon Aaron Stonehouse, when you jump to your feet, I would like you to wait until I give you the call. 

Hon Aaron Stonehouse: Sorry, Chair—my apologies. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister has indicated in response to my question of whether telehealth will be able 
to be used that it is not yet determined. How is that possible? The Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices 
held a 12-month inquiry into this matter and I draw to the attention of the minister term of reference 2(c) that was 
given to the committee by this chamber and the other place. It states — 

consider what type of legislative change may be required, including an examination of any federal laws 
that may impact such legislation; … 

What guidance did the government take from the report of the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices, 
“My Life, My Choice”, on this issue? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that we did not take advice from the report because it is not contained 
in the report. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I thank the minister for his honesty and confirmation that the Joint Select Committee of End 
of Life Choices did not fulfil its role. The house asked it to examine any federal laws that may impact such legislation. 
But everyone was in such a hurry to sign off on this piece of work—“Forget about term of reference 2(c). It is only 
the houses of Parliament that have asked the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices, those eight members 
and the staff who were paid by the taxpayers to be on the committee, to examine any federal laws that may impact 
such legislation.” We have now been told by the minister who has carriage of this bill that this report is worthless 
on this point. People talked to me yesterday on another matter with regard to the waste of taxpayers’ money. That 
report was tabled in August 2018. In November 2018, the minister told us that cabinet gave instructions to draft 
the bill, notwithstanding the fact that the joint select committee had not done its job. But that is okay, minister, 
because, of course, the backstop was the Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying. What advice did 
the ministerial expert panel give the minister on this point? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Firstly, I want to make the point that I was certainly not suggesting that the joint 
select committee did not undertake its role; I place that on the record. Secondly, in relation to the member’s specific 
question, the ministerial expert panel was not asked to provide advice on this issue. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: That is peculiar. It is supposed to be an expert panel. Why would the government not ask 
it about this issue, knowing full well, as the minister has already acknowledged, that the joint select committee did 
not cover it. The government could not take any advice from that committee report because there was nothing in it; 
that is what the minister indicated earlier in his answer. Knowing that, and once it was decided to get the ministerial 
expert panel involved—a panel of experts—why was it not asked about it? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Quite simply, it was not in the panel’s terms of reference. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: What was the job of the ministerial expert panel? If that panel of experts was not asked to 
look into the intersection with federal law and to address the types of problems and concerns that Hon Martin Aldridge 
has been prosecuting for an extensive period over many weeks and months, what was the ministerial expert panel 
asked to do? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I draw to the honourable member’s attention appendix 2 of the final report of the 
Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying. Page 113 of that document lists the panel’s terms of 
reference. It states — 

1. Purpose 
The Voluntary Assisted Dying Ministerial Expert Panel … will provide advice to the WA Government 
to assist in the development, consultation and implementation of new legislation for Voluntary Assisted 
Dying in Western Australia. 
2. Background 
As a result of the inquiry into the need for laws in Western Australia to allow citizens to make informed 
decisions regarding their own end of life choices, the report of the Parliamentary Joint Select Committee 
… on End of Life Choices ‘My Life, My Choice’ was released in August 2018. 
The Committee made 24 recommendations. 12 of the recommendations relate to the provision of palliative 
care; 6 relate to advance care planning and the need for statutory recognition of Advance Health Directives; 
and 6 relate to voluntary assisted dying. 
Recommendations 19–24 relate to the introduction, by Government, of a legal framework for voluntary 
assisted dying in Western Australia. Recommendation 21 specifically recommends the establishment of 
a Ministerial Expert Panel … to undertake consultation and develop legislation for voluntary assisted 
dying in Western Australia. 
Importantly, the development and introduction of the voluntary assisted dying legislation is being progressed 
in parallel to the End-of-Life Care program which is designed to improve access to end-of-life and 
palliative care services, as well as improved policy and practice, governance, and education for health 
professionals and the wider community on advance care planning and Advance Health Directives. 
3. Role 
The MEP will provide advice to government to assist in the development, consultation and implementation 
of new legislation for voluntary assisted dying. 
The MEP will take the findings and recommendations of the JSC report ‘My Life, My Choice’ including 
consideration of the recommended voluntary assisted dying framework, and consider the detail of how 
voluntary assisted dying legislation could be implemented safely and compassionately in Western Australia. 
As such, the MEP’s remit is to consider the ‘how’ of voluntary assisted dying, using the context of the 
Victorian Legislation as a starting point and proposing amendments that reflect the Joint Select 
Committee’s findings and recommendations and to meet the needs of the Western Australian community. 

It goes on, honourable member, but the terms of reference are there and available. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I understand the minister indicated earlier that the ministerial expert panel was in existence 
from 12 November 2018, and released its report in June 2019. I assume it ceased to exist after its final report. 
During that period, was this issue, this problem with the intersection with federal law, ever raised with the 
ministerial expert panel? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised no. In relation to the member’s comment that he presumes that the 
expert panel finished at that time, he is correct. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I want it to be clear: nobody, during the entire life of the ministerial expert panel, ever 
raised this issue about the intersection with federal law. It was never raised at a community forum, verbally by any 
person, with the ministerial expert panel, and it was never raised in writing in any submission—under no 
circumstances was it ever raised with the expert panel. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised no, honourable member. I am also told that the commonwealth laws 
were enacted in relation to cyberbullying. A highly technical legal provision would require a subject matter expert 
to draw the relevant conclusions. The provision was not highlighted during the Victorian parliamentary inquiry or 
during the drafting of the Victorian bill or, indeed, in its passage through Parliament. It is fortunate that we have 
had the benefit of drafting the bill in the full knowledge of that highly technical commonwealth provision, though. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: We have identified that the government knew nothing about this after the “My Life, My 
Choice” report, and that the government, according to the minister, knew nothing about this after the ministerial 
expert panel report. At what point in time did the government become aware that this was a problem? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The issue was first brought to our attention on 26 June 2019. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Who brought that to the government’s attention? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I cannot tell the member who brought it to our attention, but it was certainly brought 
to our attention following the publication of that information in a newspaper article. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: To be clear — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: I suspect it was a person reading the paper and they saw it in the paper. I’m not being tricky. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Because the minister does not know. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: I cannot tell the member whether it was Joe Bloggs, for example. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: On 26 June 2019, someone has alerted the government to this problem and then action has 
been taken. It is a real shame that that Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices did not do its job properly. 
It had 12 months, and the chamber asked it to look into the intersection with federal law. Would it not be interesting 
to see the minutes of that particular committee inquiry. Nevertheless, we are not able to do that. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: By way of interjection — 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I do not want an interjection; I want to ask my question. I would like to make progress. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: Members, can we keep the noise down a little bit. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chairman. Through you, my question to the minister is: we know 
that we cannot see the secret minutes of the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices and we know that we 
cannot see the secret draft amendments that the government has, which were prepared by parliamentary counsel, 
but will the government release the minutes of the ministerial expert panel? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that there were no formal minutes of the ministerial expert panel and, 
therefore, there is nothing to table. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Let us be clear about this, minister. The government assembled a group of—I am going to 
say it—so-called experts. I received an email recently that was seeking to correct me on my use this week of the 
term “so-called expert panel”. I want to clarify that. It is an expert panel as described by the government. That does 
not necessarily mean that it is a panel of experts. I concede that there are some experts on the panel, but to describe 
everybody on that panel as an expert is something that I will not do. That is the context of my earlier remarks. I know 
that, potentially, some people have taken offence to that and no offence was intended. I respect every individual 
in Western Australia, most particularly those people who provide service to the state, including the people on the 
Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying. But my question in respect of this issue is that apparently 
there are no formal minutes. I find that very peculiar because the government has entrusted the ministerial expert 
panel with a job. It asked it to do things in accordance with the terms of reference. It is highly irregular that no minutes 
were taken. Did the government provide some kind of secretarial assistance or was there a secretariat? I note that 
the minister said there were no formal minutes; does that mean there were some informal minutes? Surely some 
documentation must have been put together as part of the ministerial expert panel process. For example, I imagine 
that the ministerial expert panel would have wanted to have had a quorum from time to time. We certainly would 
not have wanted it to have just one person meeting alone and making all the decisions on behalf of the panel. There 
must have been some general rules of engagement; something to structure the process. If the documents are not called 
“minutes” and they are described in some other fashion, and that is the difference between formal and informal 
minutes, I am not going to sweat the small stuff but I would like some clarification on what documentation was 
put together to record the processes of the ministerial expert panel. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised there was a secretariat. The panel operated under its terms of reference. 
There was a meeting schedule. An attendance register was kept and there was an action register. The panel ran 
consultations and then the outcomes were developed based on the consideration of all submissions that were 
received. Of course, the submissions are published on the Department of Health website. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I make the observation that that is a rather remarkable process for a very, very important 
panel that has been put together by government to formulate for the first time in Western Australian history ready 



8284 [COUNCIL — Thursday, 24 October 2019] 

 

access to lethal injection. This is no small matter and, quite understandably, a ministerial expert panel has been 
put together, not the least of which is because the “My Life, My Choice” report recommended that that happen. 
But I find it quite remarkable that that process did not even involve the formal structure of minute taking. What 
was the cost to the taxpayer of the ministerial expert panel? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will have to take that question on notice. I will provide it at a later stage. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I return to the minister’s responses to Hon Martin Aldridge. He asked whether the minister 
would be willing to table the correspondence, and the minister indicated that he would not, explaining that it was 
confidential. Later, in some exchange, it became apparent from something that Hon Martin Aldridge said that 
some correspondence had been tabled in the other place. Why does the government take the attitude that it is okay 
to table some correspondence in the other place and not in this place? Can this chamber not be treated in the same 
fashion as the other place? Can the minister indicate to the house what correspondence has been tabled in the other 
place? Can he also undertake to table that here? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think the honourable member is getting two things mixed up there. I am not in 
a position to table what Hon Martin Aldridge asked me to table. He referred to a letter from the Attorney General 
to the commonwealth that was tabled in the other place, and no-one has asked me to table that in this place. If the 
member is asking me whether that letter could be tabled here, I am sure it could be. In fact, I can go further. I have 
that letter here, and I am very happy to table it in the interests of helping the debate. I will ask that if the attendant 
takes this letter from me, it comes back to me before it is given to anybody else who may want to ask a question 
on it. 
[See paper 3318.] 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I thank the minister for that. That is one piece of correspondence. Obviously, we will get 
a copy of that in a moment. Can the minister indicate to the house on how many occasions the government has 
corresponded with the commonwealth on this issue and on how many occasions the commonwealth has corresponded 
back to the government? I know that we are about to see one document. I am interested to know how many other 
documents exist. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am aware of only one letter between the Attorney General and the commonwealth. 
I will have to seek further advice from the Attorney General, so I cannot give that to the member now. I am happy 
to do that later in the day. There would certainly have been conversations between the state and the commonwealth 
but I am aware of only one physical letter. I will certainly take that question away and provide an answer later. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Just to clarify something, what is the document that the minister is not willing to provide 
to Hon Martin Aldridge? I know that the minister has indicated that he is not prepared to table legal advice, and 
he explained why. I also have a view about that, which is probably similar to Hon Martin Aldridge’s view, but that 
is not what I am asking. He was asking for some correspondence to be tabled. It is obviously not the document 
that has just been tabled. What is the document that he is not willing to table? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think the honourable member was asking about any correspondence from the 
commonwealth and the state, and I am not in a position to table any correspondence from the commonwealth to 
the state. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister is getting himself into difficult territory here. Let me explain. Hon Martin Aldridge 
asked the minister to table correspondence. The minister said no and he gave an explanation why, not because no 
document exists but because it is confidential. That indicates that a document exists and the minister cannot table 
it; he needs to keep it in his pocket because it is confidential. He is entitled to hold that view and we are entitled 
to hold a different view, but it indicates that a document exists. When I asked him how many documents exist, 
because I know there is at least one, he said that there are no more that he is aware of. He must be aware of at least 
one other because there is at least this confidential document that he is not willing to table. In my mind, there has 
to be at least two documents. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: It is one and the same. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I will ask the minister to clarify that in a minute because it is quite confusing at the moment. 
There is the document that the minister just tabled. Clearly, that is not the confidential one that he was not willing 
to table earlier. There must be a second document in existence, which is the confidential one. I am simply asking 
for the minister to confirm what that document is, notwithstanding the fact that he is not willing to table it. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The document that I understand Hon Martin Aldridge has asked to be tabled in this 
place is a letter from the commonwealth to the state in response to the letter I have just tabled. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: If I can assist, the response to the letter that the minister just tabled is already 
a tabled paper in this place. It is tabled paper 3272. I draw the attention of members to the second paragraph of 
this letter, which states — 

The Western Australian Department of Health has recently received a communication from the 
Attorney-General’s Department asking whether … 
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I have been seeking the communications between the commonwealth Attorney-General’s Department and the state 
Department of Health. That is the communication that has been referred to today. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I thank the honourable member for clarifying that. I am still not in a position to table 
what he has asked for. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Now that we have clarity on what documents are being sought, can the minister confirm that 
there is at least one letter from the Attorney General of Western Australia to the commonwealth Attorney-General, 
which is dated 28 August this year? That was tabled by the minister today. There is also a letter in response from 
the commonwealth Attorney-General to the state Attorney General, and that was tabled on a previous occasion. It 
is the tabled paper that was identified by Hon Martin Aldridge. They are the two documents that the government 
is aware are in existence. The government is unaware of any other document in existence at this point. 

Clearly, when the minister was responding earlier about a confidential document that he was not willing to table, 
he was thinking it was the one that was tabled. I think that Hon Martin Aldridge is entitled to an explanation of 
why the government will not now table communication between the Western Australian Department of Health and 
the Attorney-General’s Department. It cannot be because this letter is confidential because he was not talking 
about that at that time. He was talking about the document that he now has in front of him. Why will the government 
not release this information to Hon Martin Aldridge when plainly it has been happy to release information between 
the respective Attorneys General? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This question relates to matters within the Attorney General’s portfolio, so I will 
have to seek further advice and provide an answer later today. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I take the minister to the document that he tabled today, dated 28 August 2019. As 
Hon Martin Aldridge has just identified, it states — 

The Western Australian Department of Health has recently received a communication from the 
Attorney-General’s Department … 

That has nothing to do with the state Attorney General’s department. It has to do with the Department of Health. 
At the moment, the minister is representing the health minister. It is not satisfactory to then palm this off and 
handball it to Hon John Quigley, who has nothing to do with this situation. Hon Martin Aldridge is asking about the 
Western Australian Department of Health and its interactions with the Attorney-General’s Department, and asking 
for that information to be provided. It seems to me very appropriate of the honourable member and it seems 
incumbent upon the government to provide a response.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: My answer remains the same: I have given an undertaking to seek further advice 
that I am not in a position to give now. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Earlier the minister indicated that the first time the government was made aware of this 
problem with the intersection of commonwealth laws was on 26 June 2019. What steps were taken by government 
after 26 June 2019 to have this matter determined? I acknowledge that earlier the minister indicated that the matter 
has not yet been determined, a situation that I find totally unacceptable. I do not blame him for that; that is the 
situation that we find ourselves in. It is clear from the government that this matter has not yet been determined, 
but clearly steps have been taken between 26 June 2019 and today, 24 October 2019. What steps were taken by the 
government to determine the matter? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that upon finding out this information, general counsel at the Department 
of Health liaised with the State Solicitor’s Office and the Solicitor-General on the issues. That is the action that 
took place once the issue was brought to our attention. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: There has been some interaction with the Solicitor-General and the State Solicitor’s Office. 
Is that why in the fourth paragraph of the letter from the state Attorney General dated 28 August 2019, which the 
minister tabled earlier, the Attorney General says, “I have taken advice at the highest level”? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The answer to that is yes. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: According to the letter, that advice indicates a view that communications about voluntary 
assisted dying via a carriage service do not contravene the commonwealth Criminal Code Act. Is that still the view 
of the government or is that yet to be determined? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This remains the state’s view, but we are not going to rely on that. Certainly, my 
advisers tell me that this remains the state’s view. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: But earlier the minister said to Hon Martin Aldridge that the state is not going to rely on 
clause 11 of the bill, which makes it clear that voluntary assisted dying — 

Hon Stephen Dawson: And that’s what I have said again. Although it remains the state’s view, we are not going 
to rely on that. That is because of a perception of a risk and we are not going to rely on that; hence, we had that 
discussion with Hon Martin Aldridge about other options. 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: Perhaps this will be clearer to other members than it is to me. The position that has just 
been expressed by the minister is that the view of the state of Western Australia, certainly under the stewardship 
of the current state Attorney General, is that clause 11 of the bill makes it clear that voluntary assisted dying is not 
suicide and that communications about voluntary assisted dying via a carriage service do not contravene the 
commonwealth Criminal Code Act, but the government is not going to rely on that. What is it going to rely on? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is the view of the government, but we are engaging with the commonwealth to 
put the issue beyond doubt. I am advised that the issue will be settled as part of the implementation, and health 
practitioners will be given clear guidelines. The view is that voluntary assisted dying is not suicide. This does not 
mean that others will have that view. I make the point again that, as we know, commonwealth legislation always 
trumps state legislation, so the conversations continue with the commonwealth to put the issue beyond doubt. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: I am trying to navigate my way through this. The patient can arrange through their 
administering practitioner or through a contact person for the lethal substance to be provided to them. If the patient 
has decision-making capacity, they can make the decision to either have the lethal substance administered by the 
administering practitioner or self-administer it. If they make the decision to end their life, is that not suicide? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: We do not believe it is suicide. The member has a view on suicide and he obviously 
has a view about this bill. We certainly believe that a person taking actions that are allowed for under this bill 
equals voluntary assisted dying. We do not believe that it equals suicide. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: I find that a little perplexing, because my understanding has always been that if someone 
ends their own life, regardless of how that may occur, that is suicide. The mere fact that clause 11 says that 
voluntary assisted dying is not suicide is an interpretation within the bill, but it does not take away from the fact 
that, quite clearly, if someone ends their own life, it is suicide. That is why I find the correspondence between the 
Attorney General and Hon Christian Porter, MP, to be somewhat perplexing. I can understand why the state sees 
some risk around this and therefore is not recommending it. Would it not be better if the bill reflected what is going 
on; that is, if someone ends their own life, it is in fact suicide? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Certainly, it is our view that suicide is completely separate to and distinct from 
voluntary assisted dying. Suicide generally connotes loss of life of a person who is typically not dying, in 
circumstances that are often tragic and when the person feels socially or emotionally isolated. Voluntary assisted 
dying involves a person’s choice about their mode of death when they are already dying. It is a process that is 
requested and led entirely by the person and they are given the support and care they require at the end-of-life 
stage. Concern was raised in the minority report that there is an artificial distinction between assisted dying and 
suicide generally. Whether one construes such a distinction as artificial is a matter that depends solely on a person’s 
opinion; that is, it is based on personal views, including political and religious beliefs, about the ethics, morality 
and psychology behind the choice to take one’s life. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: There seem to be a number of views about what suicide may or ought to mean, but 
what is the dictionary definition of “suicide”? Never mind what the government would like us to believe or how it is 
redefining the term for the purposes of Western Australian law, what is the common or garden meaning of “suicide”? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Of course, the honourable member would very well know that there are multiple 
dictionaries in operation. Although one dictionary might say something, it may not be the commonly held or 
understood view of suicide by the general community. 
I want to go back to a previous point. Despite the state having the view that VAD is not suicide, it will not put 
practitioners at risk, so we will not authorise the use of telecommunications until the question is resolved. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I would like to pursue this line. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Martin Aldridge): Members, we are dealing with the Voluntary Assisted Dying 
Bill 2019 in Committee of the Whole. I draw members’ attention to supplementary notice paper 139, issue 3, dated 
Thursday, 24 October 2019. We are dealing with clause 1 and the question is that clause 1 stand as printed. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Before the luncheon adjournment, I was going to ask a few questions about the 
concept of suicide. I entirely accept that there is a clause in the bill that will redefine or at least limit the commonly 
understood meaning of the word “suicide” for the purposes of the law of the state. That is proposed section 11 of 
the bill, which states — 

For the purposes of the law of the State, a person who dies as the result of the administration of 
a prescribed substance in accordance with this Act does not commit suicide. 

That is rather different from the concept of suicide that has been mentioned by the minister. I did say that it is 
a commonly understood word or phrase. Essentially, it is taking one’s own life voluntarily and intentionally—
a deliberate act resulting in the voluntary death of the person who does it. Whether it is defined in a particular fashion 
in this bill for the purposes of the law of the state, and notwithstanding the comments about what might generally 
constitute a suicide, those are very different concepts from the meaning of the word. Surely, part of the problem 
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that we are exploring—the potential interaction with commonwealth law—is what is commonly understood by the 
term “suicide”. That is what needs to be addressed. If the minister has something to suggest that the commonwealth 
would be looking at it in a totally different way from the commonly understood meaning of the word or the dictionary 
definition of it, then I would appreciate knowing about it. But from where has the government drawn the 
understanding of “suicide” that it is promoting? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The bill reflects the views of a significant proportion of Western Australians and 
addresses a genuine choice for someone nearing the end of their life. It draws a meaningful distinction between 
the public understanding of suicide and the type of death that is permitted under this bill. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The minister is telling us that the word “suicide” does not mean taking one’s own 
life intentionally as a result of a deliberate act, that it means something else, and the public understands the concept 
differently. What evidence does the minister have of that? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: During the public consultations of the Western Australian Ministerial Expert Panel on 
Voluntary Assisted Dying, it was raised a number of times that, generally, people in the community see a distinction 
between voluntary assisted dying and suicide. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: As part of that consultation, did the coroner provide any feedback or commentary on how 
he or she viewed voluntary assisted dying and whether it was suicide? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The answer is no, the coroner did not raise an issue about the use of that word. I have 
had further advice. The term “voluntary assisted dying” is not new. It has been used in Victoria, New South Wales 
and Tasmania in the introduction of similar bills, albeit the bills did not pass in some of those jurisdictions. 
Certainly, the term “voluntary assisted dying” has been used previously in Victoria. The Tasmanian bill was 
introduced in 2013 and the New South Wales bill in 2017. The Victorian bill was passed in 2017. The terminology 
has been around for a little while and has been used elsewhere. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I appreciate that, and I understand that we can use various terms to describe what is 
proposed by this bill and by government policy. Just getting back for a moment to the public consultation, I make 
one point: it was made quite clear that, during the public consultation that took place with the expert panel, the 
expert panel was not revisiting the arguments for or against what was then described as euthanasia. Apparently, 
euthanasia has nothing to do with this bill, according to the second reading speech. Therefore, as a rule, the people 
going along to these consultations were interested in how the scheme was to operate rather than whether there 
would be one at all. We are looking at a fairly narrower demographic than the majority of the Western Australian 
population. Is the minister saying that the people there saw a distinction, or that they wanted to draw a distinction 
between suicide and what they were hoping to achieve by this legislation? It seems to me that, so far as the law of 
Western Australia is concerned, my asking someone to end my life earlier than its natural progression, whether 
that natural progression would be in a minute or in a year, is my ending my life, voluntarily and by a deliberate act, 
whether by my agency or someone else’s, and that is suicide. That, presumably, is what the commonwealth is looking 
at. It is not what might generally be thought to be a suicide, involving tragedy and the rest of the experiences and 
the circumstances associated with it. It is a simple fact. The government may be redefining that for the purposes 
of this legislation and the purposes of the law of Western Australia, but that does not change the concept, nor does 
it change the meaning of the word. Indeed, the way in which the legislation is framed reinforces that general meaning. 
It is stating that if it is done in these prescribed circumstances, a person does not commit suicide. It is interesting 
that “commit” is used in that context. I thought that the idea of suicide being an offence had been removed from 
the WA Criminal Code. The reason we tend to associate suicide with “committing” suicide is the longstanding view 
that it is an offence. It is no longer an offence, so it is interesting that we are still using that terminology in proposed 
section 11 of the bill. I would have thought that if the government really wants to be politically correct, it would 
remove “commit” and have it read “does not suicide”, but I am not going to argue about that. Surely, to try to reframe 
it because that is what the government wants people to distinguish is a very different thing from the meaning of 
the word. Is it not that problem that the commonwealth is presenting the state government? Although we might 
redefine it for our purposes, as far as the commonwealth is concerned, it still means what everyone understands it 
to mean—not what the state government wants it to mean or be limited to. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think that in quite a lot of that, the member was making a point rather than asking 
me a question. I want to make mention that the purpose of the ministerial expert panel was to consider a number 
of specific issues related to voluntary assisted dying and to assist in the development of robust policy and 
legislation in Western Australia. It was not the purpose of the panel to review or debate the arguments for or against 
voluntary assisted dying. That was the subject of the inquiry and recommendations of the Joint Select Committee 
on End of Life Choices. I want to place that on the record. I am further advised that attendees at the consultations 
did not conflate the terms “suicide” and “voluntary assisted dying”. They saw the difference in those concepts. It 
was not only people who were pro–voluntary assisted dying who were involved in those consultations. People 
with a range of views attended those meetings. I also make the point that if a person in hospital now refuses their 
medication and dies as a result, would we suggest that that is suicide? No, we would not. 
Hon Nick Goiran: It’s hardly the same. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: We would not suggest that it is suicide. Coming back to the earlier point, the term 
“voluntary assisted dying” is not new. It has been used before and that is the terminology used in this bill. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: All right. I do not think there is much purpose in pursuing this much further. I point 
out that section 288 of the WA Criminal Code makes it an offence for any person who procures another to kill 
himself, counsels another to kill himself and thereby induces him to do so, or aids another in killing themselves is 
guilty of a crime and liable to imprisonment for life. That, surely, is one of the reasons why this bill states that it 
is not suicide and the person is not killing himself in the common meaning of the term if they follow precisely the 
procedures available under the bill. The government reminds me of Humpty Dumpty in Through the Looking 
Glass, who said, “When I use a word, it means exactly what I choose it to mean—neither more nor less.” If the 
government wants to change the terminology for common parlance, it will, but it does not avoid the fact that the 
bill recognises that ordinarily this may mean suicide. Otherwise, there is no point to clause 11, is there? 

Getting onto other terminology, the government keeps talking about “voluntary assisted dying”. Why is this not 
“euthanasia”? What is the difference? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The bill makes clear that the prerequisite for the decision to be voluntary is absolutely 
essential. That is why we use the term “voluntary assisted dying” and not “euthanasia” or “suicide”. Euthanasia 
refers to a situation in which death is induced to relieve suffering. However, this term has significant and mixed 
connotations. Historically, it has reflected abuse in involuntary euthanasia, which raises the prospect of medical 
practitioners or society killing people whose lives are thought to have little value. More recently, people are 
familiar with the idea of euthanasia from the practice of relieving the suffering of family pets. When applied to 
humans, euthanasia is often similarly understood to be a procedure that is provided to a passive patient. Even when 
the term “voluntary euthanasia” is used, it does not entirely capture the intent that a person is being assisted in taking 
their final steps with the choice ultimately residing with the patient. Furthermore, the term “voluntary euthanasia” 
still evokes a sense of patient passivity in the process. By contrast, the term “voluntary assisted dying” reflects that 
the death is the result of a process that has been requested and led entirely by the patient. The term “voluntary assisted 
dying” is used because it best reflects the intent of this legislation and the principles behind accessing the process 
set out under the legislation. Modern acts tend not to rely on the term “euthanasia” because it has a range of meanings 
in a range of different jurisdictions. To summarise, only two jurisdictions refer to euthanasia—Belgium and 
Luxembourg. I have given the example previously of Victoria. The Victorian Voluntary Assisted Dying Act 2017 
uses the term “voluntary assisted dying”, as did the bill that failed to pass the Tasmanian Parliament in 2013 or 2014 
and the New South Wales bill. 

Hon MARTIN PRITCHARD: I did not want to break in on the line of questioning there, but I have a quick 
question that I want to put on the record. If it is passed, the bill will allow for people to access voluntary assisted 
dying in a period shorter than nine days in certain circumstances, and my question is about what may lead to that. 
It is slightly outside the realm of the bill, but I wonder whether I can put a question to the minister to be answered 
later on. My question is about the schedule 8 prescribing code. This provides that medical practitioners can apply 
to the CEO for authorisation to increase dosages of things such as opioids above the allowable levels within the 
code. I am happy for the minister to get back to me on this, but I just want to ask: how long would it take to get an 
authorisation from the CEO, given that often people are in pain while waiting for that authorisation, and will that 
be looked at in the future? It is not a question for the minister to answer now, but maybe to take on notice and come 
back to me at some point. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am very happy to take that question on notice and I will most likely provide an answer 
at that clause, but certainly later. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I can understand why the government wants to call this voluntary assisted dying, 
but from what the minister has described about euthanasia, it sounds like euthanasia to me. It also sounds like 
the government wants to have its cake and eat it. The second reading speech refers to many years of people 
advocating for what is proposed under this bill, but they have been doing so under the title of “euthanasia”. Indeed, 
Hon Robin Chapple’s bill back in 2010 was the Voluntary Euthanasia Bill 2010. I would have thought that the 
“voluntary” element of it would serve the same purpose as “voluntary” does in the Voluntary Assisted Dying 
Bill 2019. There is voluntary euthanasia—that is, the voluntary easing of death—and voluntary assisted dying, the 
voluntary assistance to death. What are the negative connotations that the expert panel said would make it unpalatable 
to use a commonly understood term for this legislation? Why do we have to resort to euphemisms and the reframing 
of language if this is meant to be a robust, honest debate about matters of life and death? Why do we have to 
engage in sugar-coated language to deal with this issue and make it more palatable? Is it more saleable that way, 
to avoid people having to consider the consequences of what this involves? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is not about it being more palatable, honourable member; we believe it is more 
precise. Certainly, the terms have evolved over time. Euthanasia can be involuntary, which is why we do not use 
that term, but in relation to — 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry, I am answering — 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Martin Aldridge): Order! 

Hon Michael Mischin interjected. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Order, member. The minister has the call. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The honourable member asked me some questions, and I was trying to provide an 
answer to them. 

Language is an important issue and Western Australians obviously had many important conversations about 
voluntary assisted dying during the deliberations of the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices and the 
Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying’s consultation period, and those conversations will be ongoing. 
It is critical that these conversations continue to take place respectfully and with clarity about what is being said. 
Having a common, easy-to-understand approach to the meanings of key words and phrases can help ensure clarity 
and avoid the misunderstandings that can sometimes derail helpful discussion. The term “voluntary assisted dying” 
is used by the joint select committee and the panel. It emphasises the voluntary nature of the choice of the person 
to make this decision. Throughout the process of voluntary assisted dying, the person must have the capacity to 
make a voluntary choice. To be eligible, the person must already be suffering and dying as a result of an illness, 
disease or medical condition. It reflects a person-centred approach, focused on those who are eligible to access 
assisted dying. Voluntary assisted dying involves a process to access medication and to enable a person to legally 
have choice about the matter and timing of their death. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I think the minister said that only two jurisdictions use the term “voluntary euthanasia”. 
How many jurisdictions have what the minister would describe as a voluntary assisted dying scheme? By definition, 
I mean those jurisdictions that have either a voluntary euthanasia scheme, an assisted suicide scheme, or one of 
the types of schemes that we are referring to here. How many of those jurisdictions exist? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I do not have a number in front of me at the moment, but my advisers might very well 
provide one to me. Similar schemes operate—I use the word “similar” lightly, because, obviously, they are very 
different—in Belgium, Luxembourg and Quebec. In the United States, California has an end-of-life option act, as 
do Colorado, the District of Columbia, Hawaii and Maine. In Montana there is no act; it is done on the basis of 
common law. New Jersey has an act, as do Oregon, Vermont and Washington. I am of the understanding that there 
about 19 jurisdictions; however, not all jurisdictions have legislation. In some places, the ability to access such 
a scheme comes under common law. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I turn to page 17 of the “My Life, My Choice” report of the Joint Select Committee on End 
of Life Choices, and one of the definitions in the “Glossary of terms” table. The definition of “Assisted suicide” 
states, in part — 

This term is used in some jurisdictions to describe interventions which assist individuals to end their lives. 
It places emphasis on the person’s active decision-making and involvement … 

Is that not what this bill is doing? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That may be the case, but this government has chosen to use the words “voluntary assisted 
dying”. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I accept that; that is the choice of the government. I just want to make sure that we are 
all on the same page. Notwithstanding the government’s choice of language, this bill allows for assisted suicide as 
defined at page 17 of the “My Life, My Choice” report. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The term “voluntary assisted dying” encapsulates the range of methodologies that 
are able to be used, so it is broader than the term “assisted suicide”. Certainly, in the jurisdictions that I read out 
earlier, different terminologies are used in different places. “Voluntary assisted dying” is used in the Victorian act, 
as I have previously mentioned. The other jurisdictions use a range of different terminologies. In this case, in 
Western Australia, the government has decided to use the term “voluntary assisted dying”.  

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I agree with the minister that assisted suicide is part of a voluntary assisted dying scheme 
here in Western Australia. Obviously, that means that there are other parts. Would it be correct to say that a voluntary 
assisted dying scheme in Western Australia would consist of two parts: one would be assisted suicide, as we have 
just discussed, and the other part would be voluntary euthanasia? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No. It includes self-administration and practitioner administration. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: A moment ago, the minister said that it included assisted suicide, so it does not just include 
those two things — 

Hon Stephen Dawson: I did not say that. 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: We will check Hansard and come back on that. The minister says it involves self-administration 
and practitioner administration. To what extent is the definition of assisted suicide at page 17 self-administration 
or practitioner administration? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am told that what is on page 17 is a glossary of terms; they are not definitions as such.  
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The words on page 17 read — 

This term is used in some jurisdictions to describe interventions which assist individuals to end their lives. 
It places emphasis on the person’s active decision-making and involvement. 

Is that self-administration or is that practitioner administration under the proposed WA scheme? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Both of the methods proposed in the Western Australian bill are assisted. Even with 
self-administration, assistance is given by a practitioner or by others as part of a process. Sorry, let me say that 
again. In terms of self-administration, assistance is still given by somebody as part of a process—on the journey 
to receive approval. With practitioner-assisted suicide, obviously assistance is given there too. Both are assisted—
one by the practitioner through a process, and one by self through a process. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: So both self-administration and practitioner administration are assisted suicide? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No, I do not agree. It is voluntary assisted dying. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: If a person in Western Australia under this scheme were to elect self-administration, would 
that be an intervention to assist an individual to end their life, with emphasis on the person’s active decision-making 
and involvement? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that this issue of an administration decision is dealt with in clause 55. 
Clause 55 provides that the patient, in consultation with the coordinating practitioner, may make a decision that the 
administration of the voluntary assisted dying substance is to occur either via self-administration or by practitioner 
administration. The clause makes it clear that the administration decision must be made in consultation with, and 
on the advice of, the patient’s coordinating practitioner, obviously, and the patient must provide consent to the 
method of administration being advised by the coordinating practitioner before the VAD process can progress. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I was not asking about that clause in the bill. The minister has indicated that this scheme 
will consist of two parts: self-administration and practitioner administration. I am parking practitioner administration 
for the moment and I am just asking the minister about self-administration. If a Western Australian resident were 
to die under this scheme as a result of self-administration, would that be an intervention that has assisted the 
individual to end their life, with emphasis on the person’s active decision-making? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If the person has participated in the voluntary assisted dying process, they have been 
assisted to end their life. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Again, I take the minister to the words on page 17 of the “My Life, My Choice” report, the 
glossary of terms and the term “assisted suicide”, which says that it is an intervention that assists individuals to end 
their lives. I hear from the minister, in the answer he is giving, that self-administration under the Western Australian 
scheme is an intervention that assists an individual to end their life. I hear that from the minister; he will clarify 
whether that is wrong. If it is not an intervention that assists an individual to end their life, perhaps the minister could 
explain how it is not an intervention that assists an individual to end their life. Clearly, it is an intervention; clearly, 
it assists an individual; and clearly, the outcome is the end of a life. In addition, the glossary entry for that term refers 
to “emphasis on the person’s active decision-making and involvement”, and the minister has indicated to me that 
self-administration would involve the person and it would involve the person’s active decision-making, so it seems to 
have all the elements set out at page 17. If I am wrong about that, can the minister indicate which elements are missing? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The terminology used on page 17 in the glossary of terms makes the point, “This term 
is used in some jurisdictions.” In fact, I think it is used in two jurisdictions. This is the committee’s glossary. The 
end-of-life choices report informed the WA bill via the framework, but it is not the sole consideration for the bill. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I understand that. I am not asking the minister whether he agrees it is assisted suicide or 
not; I am simply asking him whether self-administration is an intervention that assists an individual to end their 
life and places emphasis on the person’s active decision-making and involvement. It is either that or it is not that. 
I might, and the committee might, describe that as assisted suicide, and the minister might describe it as something 
entirely different. That is fine. I am simply making sure that we are talking about the same thing here. Are we both 
talking about an intervention that assists an individual to end their life and places emphasis on the person’s active 
decision-making and involvement? They are the elements that I am seeking confirmation of. If those elements are 
present in self-administration, I am asking for the minister’s confirmation of that. If there are other elements, the 
minister should let us know what they are. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I again make the point that we have chosen to use the words and terminology 
“voluntary assisted dying” in Western Australia. If a person has participated in the voluntary assisted dying 
process, they have been assisted to end their life. 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: Self-administration and practitioner administration are the two forms that have been 
indicated. Are both of those things interventions? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: We are of the view that they are an assistance. They are the words that we are using. 
I do not know what the member is trying to get me to say. 
Hon Nick Goiran: I am just asking whether it is an intervention or not. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The advisers are telling me that it is not. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Why is it not an intervention? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is a question of definition, because “intervention” means coming between someone. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Tempting as it is to ask the minister which dictionary definition he has just decided to use 
for “intervention”, can I ask him about voluntary euthanasia, and draw to his attention page 20 of the same report 
that we have been referring to, where it states — 

Euthanasia means the intentional termination of the life of a person, by another person … 
Euthanasia can be voluntary, non-voluntary or involuntary. Voluntary euthanasia means euthanasia 
performed in accordance with the wishes of a competent individual … 

Under this scheme in Western Australia, would the wishes of a competent individual for the intentional termination 
of their life take place? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I have made this point earlier on, but it is important that I do so again. Even when 
the term “voluntary euthanasia” is used, it does not entirely capture the intent that a person is being assisted in 
taking their final steps, with the choice ultimately residing with the patient. Furthermore, the term “voluntary 
euthanasia” still evokes a sense of patient passivity in the process. There is an element of ambiguity, and we are 
trying to be precise in using the term “voluntary assisted dying”. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It seems to me that the government has rejected the committee’s glossary of terms, 
particularly around “assisted suicide” and “euthanasia”. What other elements of the “My Life, My Choice” report 
has the government rejected? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think it is fair to say that the first report, “My Life, My Choice”, of the Joint Select 
Committee on End of Life Choices has been considered by the government, and the outcome of that consideration 
is the bill before us today. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I do not know whether the minister heard my question, but my question was: what elements 
of the “My Life, My Choice” report has the government rejected? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The government has provided a response to the report, but the government has not 
provided a response to the minority report of that committee. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: For the third time, I will ask my question, and I ask the minister to listen to it carefully, 
because it is not all that complicated. What parts of the “My Life, My Choice” report have been rejected by 
the government? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is a very broad question, and I am not sure what the honourable member is getting 
at, because the “My Life, My Choice” report deals with issues that are broader than just voluntary assisted dying. 
I am not sure what the honourable member is getting at. He said he has asked this question three times, and he has 
asked me to listen. Believe me, I am listening and I am trying to provide an answer to the honourable member. 
I just do not know what he is getting at. Certainly, the report is not just about voluntary assisted dying. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not mean to be pedantic here, but just getting back to the title of the bill, who made 
the decision to call it the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The government—it is a government bill, so we did. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Did anyone recommend to the government that it be referred to as the Voluntary 
Assisted Dying Bill as opposed to the voluntary assisted euthanasia bill? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No advice was given to us by any external organisation about the title. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: The reason I bring this up—I want to just make this point, and I will ask a question in 
a moment—is, as I keep on saying, that we are making a seismic shift here in where we are going, so we have to 
make sure that we are doing it for the right reasons. The optics of voluntary assisted dying, in my opinion, are probably 
less confronting than voluntary assisted euthanasia. That is just a personal opinion; it is how I feel. If that was the 
motivation behind the terminology—that the optics are softer for the public than voluntary assisted euthanasia—
it is very similar to “dying with dignity”, which is a term that has been used constantly and consistently throughout 
this debate by the government, members and groups that are supportive of the bill. This bill is meant to assist people 
with a terminal illness to die with dignity. My only concern is that there is almost an implied assumption that a person 
cannot die with dignity if they do not access voluntary assisted dying. That may not be the case, but it is there.  
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I am not saying that it is in the bill; I am saying that “dying with dignity” is terminology that has been used. I have 
mentioned two people who were important to me in my life who died, and I recounted their stories. One died with 
a terminal illness that would have been captured by this legislation; the other death would not have, even though 
his illness ultimately took his life. But both of those individuals died with dignity because they had significant 
support mechanisms around them. I hope we are not getting to the point at which the optics of the promotion of 
this bill are such that they are creating a scenario in which the culture is that the best option to die with dignity is 
through voluntary assisted dying, as opposed to voluntary assisted euthanasia. I hope we are not going down that 
path. Let us be up-front about where we are going with this legislation. I know that I am being pilloried as a Philistine 
because I do not understand and I am not progressive like so many people. A lot of people are not like that, but some 
are like that. I know that most people in this chamber are not, but some are. I am sorry—you can shake your head, 
honourable member, but you want to see some of the emails that I have received, so do not shake your head at me. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Who are you talking about? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: To Hon Darren West. That is who I am talking to. 
Hon Darren West: Settle down. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: No, I will not settle down, thank you. This is a very sensitive issue, and for some reason 
for him to question what I have just said insults me. I have been pilloried throughout this community because I have 
the audacity to oppose this legislation, and I resent that. I really resent that. The point being, as I said, I am not doing 
it for some bland, bigoted reason; I am doing it because it is genuinely what I feel. 
With regard to voluntary assisted dying, no-one wants their loved ones or anyone to die in pain; I understand that. 
But a significant number of people in our community with a terminal illness do die with dignity. That is the point 
that I want to make and that is the point that I tried to make in my second reading contribution. All I am saying to 
members with regard to the actual — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: By way of interjection, that point is accepted. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you; I appreciate that. I am not casting aspersions on anyone in this chamber, 
but I would just like to think that alternate viewpoints are respected as much as we respect the viewpoints of those 
who voted for the legislation. I have to say that that respect has not been forthcoming from the chief member of 
Parliament in the other chamber. Having said that — 
Hon Donna Faragher: The Premier. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I am referring to the Premier. 
I just want to understand this. The minister went through this, but I am still not totally clear on the difference between 
voluntary assisted dying and voluntary assisted euthanasia. The minister identified a bit of differentiation, but, 
quite frankly, I am not convinced. This is not repetitive. I am not being repetitive here, minister. For my personal 
understanding, would the minister mind again going through the distinction between voluntary assisted dying and 
voluntary assisted euthanasia—for the same reasons that I said about “dying with dignity”, one can die with dignity 
without euthanasia. I would like to know why the title of the bill is what it is. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Honourable member, I respect your view as I respect the views of other members in 
this place. Certainly, this is an issue of great importance to the community and there are a great number of views 
on the issue. It is absolutely the right of each and every member in this place to have a view on this bill that is 
before us, so I just wanted to place that on the record. 
The member alluded to that we do not talk about dying with dignity in this bill. In fact, I think it may well have 
been the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices that chose not to use that terminology and, indeed, the 
Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying also chose not to use the terminology “dying with dignity”. 
The bill makes clear that the prerequisite for the decision to be voluntary is absolutely essential and this is why we 
use the term “voluntary assisted dying” and not “euthanasia” or “suicide”. Euthanasia refers to the situation in which 
death is induced to relieve suffering; however, this term has significant and mixed connotations. Historically, it has 
reflected abuse in “involuntary euthanasia”, which raises the prospect of the medical practitioners of a society killing 
people whose lives were thought to have little value; for example, the word “euthanasia” has been used in the context 
of the Holocaust. More recently, people are familiar with the idea of euthanasia from the practice of relieving the 
suffering of family pets. When applied to humans, euthanasia is often similarly understood to be a procedure that is 
provided to a passive patient. Even when the term “voluntary euthanasia” is used, it does not entirely capture the 
intent that a person is being assisted in taking their final steps, with the choice ultimately residing with the patient. 
Furthermore, the term “voluntary euthanasia” still evokes a sense of patient passivity in the process. By contrast, 
the term “voluntary assisted dying” reflects that the death is requested and the process is led entirely by the patient. 
Hon ROBIN SCOTT: Regarding the prescribed substance, I have all the information I need regarding the unused 
substance and any remaining substance and how it has to be disposed of by an authorised disposer. I would like to 
ask the minister: if someone wanted to access voluntary assisted dying and they chose the oral prescribed substance, 
is that a pill or a liquid? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The answer is it could be either, honourable member. It depends on the individual’s 
circumstances and the illness that they have. Some people may not be able to swallow, for example, so it could be 
either of those two things that the member raised. 
Hon ROBIN SCOTT: Assuming that the person decides that they would like to take the liquid form of the 
prescribed substance, who decides the quantity and how much has to be taken to effect the death of that person? 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Martin Aldridge): Member, I remind you that we are dealing with clause 1. I am not 
quite sure where you are going with this line of questioning, but some very specific clauses in the bill relate to prescribed 
substances. I will allow the minister to respond, but I just ask you to keep that in mind with your further questions. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I appreciate your guidance, Deputy Chair. 
The choice of legal medication for a patient will be a clinical decision; the patient will not decide. That decision 
will be made by the coordinating practitioner, and that will be from only an approved list of schedule 4 or 8 poisons. 
That is in clause 7, so the member may well have further questions at clause 7. 
It is a matter for the patient’s coordinating practitioner, a fully qualified medical practitioner with additional 
training on voluntary assisted dying, to determine what dosage and formulation they consider appropriate to make 
up the voluntary assisted dying substance. What is prescribed will depend on each patient and their condition, their 
weight and their capacity to consume the voluntary assisted dying substance. The coordinating practitioner must 
prescribe a sufficient amount that will cause death for that particular patient in their particular circumstances. This 
is important because some diseases or previous medications may restrict the absorption or counter the effectiveness 
of other medications. The coordinating practitioner is authorised to prescribe a voluntary assisted dying substance 
for the patient that is of a sufficient dose to cause death.  
Hon JIM CHOWN: My question is of a similar nature and is about the cocktail that is personalised for the patient, 
as the minister described. Who in this state has the sort of expertise to create either a tablet or a solution that would 
be effective on a case-by-case basis? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: There will not be a new substance created. What will be used — 
Hon Jim Chown: It’ll be a cocktail of various poisons. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It could be. Let me read this. As part of the implementation of the bill, it is intended 
that a clinical panel will be convened to determine the schedule 4 and schedule 8 medication protocols suitable for 
voluntary assisted dying in Western Australia. The clinical panel will also inform the operational requirements for 
supply, dispensing and ensuring safe management of these medications. It is expected that this clinical panel will 
include appropriate representation from pharmacy, medical and nursing experts from a Department of Health and 
clinical perspective. The clinical panel’s recommendations will inform the CEO’s approval under clause 7 of the bill. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: Hon Jim Chown, before I give you the call, I want to bring your attention to page 45 
of the bill where an entire division is for the prescribing, supplying and disposing of a voluntary assisted dying 
substance. I bring that to your attention because if you have specific questions around prescribed substances and 
their prescribing, that is a matter best left to division 4. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I will happily leave it until we get to that clause, Deputy Chair. 
I will go on a different tack, minister. As brought up by Hon Martin Aldridge earlier today in Committee of the 
Whole House, the government’s lack of response or inability to address the issue of using a carriage service under 
the commonwealth Criminal Code Act, section 11, is of great concern. It concerns me, as a member for regional 
Western Australia, on the grounds that at least 59 towns out there have a single doctor operating in the vicinity. 
A large proportion are overseas-trained doctors from different cultures and could possibly have a conscientious 
objection to being involved in VAD—and that is their right. If there is no ability to use a carriage service, this 
legislation, if it gets through this house, will discriminate against regional Western Australia. My question to the 
minister is: until this issue is resolved to the satisfaction of this chamber, how can the government pursue this 
legislation through this place when legislation that is carried and approved by Parliament is legislation for all 
Western Australians? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If the bill becomes law, there will be an implementation period of at least 18 months 
before the Voluntary Assisted Dying Act would become operational. This time will enable the health department 
to develop, in consultation with the commonwealth, appropriate administrative measures to ensure compliance with 
state and commonwealth laws. Assessments may need to be undertaken in person, with either the patient travelling 
to the practitioner or the practitioner travelling to the patient. If the bill passes and this is required, WA Health will 
provide packages to support access for regional patients when needed. The training for health professionals will 
reflect the outcome of the ongoing consultation between the state and commonwealth, so regardless of where the 
doctor has been trained, all doctors who participate will need to go through a training process, and that training 
process will be worked out over the next 18 months. It is certainly the government’s intention that if this bill 
passes, people across Western Australia will be able to access VAD. Those details will be worked out during that 
implementation phase. 
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Hon JIM CHOWN: I thank the minister for his response, but I find it unsatisfactory. I am very concerned that this 
groundbreaking legislation for Western Australians is now being pursued, or bullied, through this place without 
the government providing an appropriate answer to a question that has been raised by a number of regional members. 
I think it is inappropriate, quite frankly, that this sort of legislation is reliant on a government process some months 
after it has been approved by Parliament. The government has had more than adequate time to address this issue. 
How the commonwealth Criminal Code Act, section 11, affects carriage services in regional Western Australia is 
not a secret. I am not asking the minister a question; I am making a statement. We will see where we go in regard 
to this issue as we progress through the bill. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Although the honourable member finished by saying he was not asking a question, 
I appreciate that he gave his view on this bill. As Hon Kyle McGinn, I think it was, and Hon Robin Chapple mentioned 
in their contributions to the second reading debate, a number of issues and processes will be worked out after the 
passage of the bill, in that implementation phase, including ensuring access and information for Aboriginal people 
and people in remote Western Australia, but I appreciate member’s comments. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: On that point, the minister indicated that when telehealth cannot be used—I think it is 
pretty self-evident from the way clause 156 is written that the state government understands very clearly that there 
are issues with that—alternative implementing strategies would be used. I understand that the minister’s advice 
today is that that would be by way of hard copy information brochures and the like. My experience with those sorts 
of fact sheets or information brochures is they usually do not answer all my questions. If I am living in regional WA 
and I have questions that that fact sheet does not answer, how do I go about getting that information? 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: Order, members. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The patient will be able to phone a number on the bottom of that fact sheet to make 
an appointment to sit down with someone face to face to have their questions answered. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: That is fine. Will the person who will sit down face to face with the patient travel to where 
the patient lives to have that conversation, because, let us remember, the patient has a terminal illness and we 
should not be placing any additional burden on them to have to travel to Perth to have that face-to-face discussion? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Options currently being considered—I apologise that my back is turned to the member. 
Hon Adele Farina: I completely understand that you need to talk to the microphone; that is fine. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I feel very bad about that. So excuse, not my rudeness, but the situation I find myself in. 
Options currently being considered for WA include a central hub that would link with network spokes in regional 
and remote WA and transport assistance to support face-to-face interactions. The hub would be able to receive 
requests for information on access to voluntary assisted dying and facilitate the provision of information by either 
hard copy or in person. I previously said that assessments may need to be undertaken in person, with either the patient 
travelling to the practitioner or the practitioner travelling to the patient. If this bill does pass, as I said, WA Health 
will work to provide packages to support access for regional patients when needed, and of course the training for 
health professionals will reflect the passage of the bill—the bill that passes this place is what the training of the 
health professionals will be based on. 
I take the member’s point. I will certainly bring it to the Minister for Health’s attention that the member always 
has outstanding questions when she reads some fact sheets. Also, the Department of Health is considering the 
development of a care navigator model, with a focus on enabling access to voluntary assisted dying, including for 
people living in rural and remote areas. The primary role of care navigators will be to assist patients who need 
support in obtaining information about or access to voluntary assisted dying. For example, care navigators will 
help a person find a coordinating or consulting practitioner. Care navigators will work closely with patients, their 
carers, family and friends, medical practitioners and healthcare teams to tailor support that meets the specific needs 
of patients. These are key points throughout the voluntary assisted dying process. The care navigators may also 
assist health practitioners with accessing support services. It is likely that a model similar to that used in Victoria 
will be developed for use in Western Australia. 
Hon MARTIN PRITCHARD: I thank the minister for making some comments about the implementation process. 
I am very interested in the comments he just made. It reminds me of some contact I have had from a number of 
associations, probably the largest being the Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia, which was quite interested in 
that concept. Although many of its members are not ill enough at the present time to consider voluntary assisted 
dying or other things such as palliative care during the inevitable travel to their passing away, they certainly would 
want information about a range of services, including palliative care and maybe voluntary assisted dying, pain 
management and such. The minister has talked about navigators in cultural and regional contexts, but I would also 
urge him to consider reaching out to associations that could provide services, hopefully in a convenient way, to people 
on their books who will eventually pass away. That might mean that they are prepared as they move closer towards 
their demise. That was just a comment that I wanted to make. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I appreciate the comment. It is not the intention that a care navigator service will 
operate solely in rural and remote Western Australia; it would be across the state. I take on board the member’s 
suggestion. I will use as an example the statewide voluntary assisted dying care navigator service that was established 
in Victoria. The care navigators employed as part of that service act as a point of contact for members of the public, 
health practitioners and health services seeking information about, or assistance with, voluntary assisted dying. 
In the case of Victoria, I understand that care navigators are based at the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre while 
the statewide care navigator service is being established. There has been an overall government commitment to 
end-of-life choices, so it is certainly our intention to ensure that people around the state can access the information 
that they require. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: If a care navigator deals with someone who does not have English as their first language and 
perhaps does not speak any English at all, they will need to use an interpreter service. Normally, people phone through 
to access an interpreter service. How will that work, given the complications with the commonwealth legislation? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In terms of accessing the care navigator service, the bill provides for the use of 
interpreters when required. Furthermore, Western Australia adheres to the state government’s Western Australian 
language services policy 2014. An interpreter service can be provided for that care navigation service. Of course, 
it may not just be culturally and linguistically diverse communities that may need to access interpreter services. 
Obviously, there are Aboriginal people around the state who might have English as a third or fourth language, or 
indeed there may well be vision-impaired people who may need to access interpreter services too. It is intended 
that extensive and detailed work will be undertaken with Aboriginal communities and health services during the 
18-month implementation period, but also more broadly with CALD community services to make sure that we are 
addressing the issues that may be raised or faced by people from those communities. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: I think the minister missed my point. The problem is that if people will be using the 
telephone—a communication service—to have those discussions, we will run into the same problem as we will with 
telehealth, in that people will be discussing suicide options over a carriage service. The issue I am concerned about 
is how we will manage that when we need to access interpreters through a call process. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I thought that the member was still asking about the care navigator service. I answered 
the question in the context of that. More broadly, the member was talking about people from CALD communities 
more broadly accessing the bill, in relation to the commonwealth act. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: Sorry, minister; maybe I need to make myself clearer. The care navigators are not likely to 
speak every language under the sun. They may encounter a situation in which they have to give advice to a person 
and they cannot communicate. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: That service can be provided with the assistance of interpreters. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: Via telephone, or will the interpreter go to the regional area where the patient who is seeking 
the advice is living? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes, they can. The care navigator service will be able to access interpreters. The 
commonwealth provisions that were introduced to deal with the phenomenon of cybersuicide prohibit a person from 
using a carriage service for suicide-related material, including material capable of constituting a communication 
that directly or indirectly counsels or incites someone to commit or attempt to commit suicide. The care navigator 
service will not deal with those issues. They will give information, but when questions are broader or information 
is sought by people who want to access the service and that impinges on the commonwealth provisions, certainly 
the state will look at providing face-to-face access to interpreter services for those people. It is certainly something 
that is under active consideration by the state. It is the intention of the state to ensure that people who want to 
access voluntary assisted dying can access it. When appropriate, that may include using interpreter services over 
the phone to seek limited information. It could also include face-to-face interpreter services depending on the 
information that is sought.  
Hon ADELE FARINA: I am having difficulty with the statements that the minister is making. I thought the care 
navigators were there to assist a person to access voluntary assisted dying, in which case they would be providing 
the same sort of information that would be provided through telehealth; therefore, I think this will fall foul of the 
commonwealth law in exactly the same way. If the minister is saying that a person who can speak the patient’s 
language and has full knowledge of how to access voluntary assisted dying will be sent to the patient’s home and 
will provide that information to them, I accept that answer, but I am not clear that that is the answer the minister 
is providing. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am sorry, can I ask the honourable member to restate the last question? Sorry, we 
were still talking about the previous point. If the minister does not mind asking the question again, I will answer it. 
Hon ADELE FARINA: I do not agree with the minister’s assessment that this is somehow different from the 
telehealth situation. The whole point of the care navigator is to provide advice on how to access voluntary assisted 
dying; therefore, they will be providing information on the option of voluntary assisted dying similar to what 
a doctor would provide through the telehealth service. The minister said that someone who could speak the patient’s 
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language and is fully knowledgeable on how to access voluntary assisted dying will go out to wherever that patient 
lives and run through that explanation with them. If that is the minister’s answer, that would satisfy me. I just want 
clarification that that is the answer the minister is giving. Is that a service the state will provide? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The care navigators will provide that information face to face. If needed, a translator 
would be flown or transported with the care navigator or doctor, if required. Obviously, it is a hypothetical situation. 
We anticipate the numbers will be low; notwithstanding that, it is a very important issue to raise. Certainly, the 
advice from the advisers is that, if needed, a translator would be transported with the care navigator or doctor to 
enable that person from a culturally and linguistically diverse or Aboriginal community to understand what was 
going on. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The minister has put up two possible solutions to the issue of the commonwealth Criminal 
Code Act prohibitions on using a carriage service. One was a hub-and-spoke model. We have had some discussion 
on a care navigator model. I suggest the hub-and-spoke model be taken out of the equation. It was an abject failure 
for service delivery in regional Western Australia for a large entity with many employees such as Telstra. We are 
talking about an enormous area of land; as we all know, it is one-third of this nation’s land mass, which has hundreds 
and hundreds and hundreds—I have just tried to count them on my phone—of regional towns, some large and 
some small. The care navigator model is where the government has landed. I am not sure whether the government 
is making this up as it goes along. It seems to be fairly ephemeral in some of its statements on how a care navigator 
model will work. It concerns me greatly that at this stage of the bill, the government has not looked at this matter, 
which has been raised by a number of regional members, and does not have a definitive solution. As I said, at this 
stage, this bill discriminates against regional Western Australia. 

People will be trained in the care navigator model. What professional standards must they maintain? Will there be 
any professional standards in their training at all? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: On the contrary, the government has considered this issue. As I have said, we 
have been monitoring the care navigation service in Victoria and the likelihood is that we will have a similar care 
navigation service to the one in Victoria. I have also said that the detail will be worked out through the 
implementation phase. I say again: it is our intention to make this legislation work for Western Australians, rural 
and city or metropolitan. It is not a biased bill. I totally disagree with the member on that. 

With the training, what was the word the member used? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Professional standards. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The training and professional standards will all be worked out during the implementation 
phase. We will work with relevant stakeholders to develop the model and we will make sure that it works for 
Western Australia. Victoria has a care navigation model in place already. Although Victoria is nowhere near as big 
as Western Australia, it does have regional areas, and we will certainly learn from that and work with stakeholders 
to make sure that our model in Western Australia works. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Who would be the stakeholders in the training of the care navigator model, and what sort of 
people would the government be looking at to become part of that model for regional Western Australia? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am told the likelihood is that the care navigator role will be undertaken by nurses 
or social workers. The model would be designed with relevant bodies such as the Australian Nursing and 
Midwifery Federation, the Australian College of Nursing, the Royal Australian College of General Practitioners 
and the Royal Australasian College of Physicians. The Department of Health would also be involved in those 
conversations. We would talk to relevant professional bodies. It is also important to have consumer representation, 
so we would involve consumer groups to make sure that we have all bases covered. Professionals will certainly be 
there; not only medical professionals, but also professional bodies will be involved in this process. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Just briefly touching on the training, I picked up that a navigator care model is operating 
in Victoria and has a regional aspect to it. Does Victoria have a template of minimum standards of qualifications 
required to be a navigator? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will have to take that question on notice and provide the information at a later stage. 
A group that I forgot to include in the stakeholder design process was, of course, Aboriginal health workers and 
Aboriginal health organisations. They, too, would be consulted as part of the design of the care navigator system. 
I will have to see whether I can provide the detail the member has just asked about at a later stage. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: I appreciate that. I definitely understand that there are lots of multifaceted approaches to the 
care navigator model—different angles and different groups. The minister commented earlier that the care navigator 
could be a nurse or a social worker. Is the minister aware of any requirement to hold a medical qualification? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry, can the member ask that question again? 

Hon KYLE McGINN: If the care navigator is, for example, a social worker, not a nurse, would there be 
a requirement for that social worker to hold any medical qualifications? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No, they would have their own professional qualifications as a social worker. I am 
told that it is more likely that the position will be undertaken by nurses, but in some circumstances it could be 
a social worker. Certainly, they would already have qualifications to be a social worker. Regardless of who undertakes 
that role, under the legislation, they would be trained in voluntary assisted dying, to make sure that, regardless of 
their background, they would be able to operate under this model.  

Hon KYLE McGINN: Okay. I understand that. Previously, I asked questions about training. I understand there 
will be an extensive 18-month implementation process, which will involve all different groups, particularly in the 
Indigenous space for navigators. If we are required to upskill and train people, will there be the ability to ensure 
that we get skills locally rather than outsourcing the work to skilled workers in Perth? Where will the funding 
come from? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will give the member some information about training generally and then be more 
specific. The bill requires that the assessing medical practitioners, coordinating and consulting practitioners, and 
the administrating practitioners, medical or nurse practitioners, must have successfully completed the approved 
training for voluntary assisted dying before they can perform the functions required of them under the bill. The 
CEO will approve training for the roles of practitioners and their obligations under the bill. A clause in the bill 
relates to that. Other health practitioners also will be able to register interest in receiving training. Appropriate 
training packages will be created to support any role they may have under the bill or in supporting patients who 
are assessing VAD—for example, pharmacists, allied health professionals, interpreters, healthcare support workers 
and, indeed, navigators. The training package will be developed in consultation with the Department of Health, 
and key medical, nursing and allied health stakeholders and experts. That will include clinical, education and 
regulatory experts; palliative care and end-of-life stakeholders and experts; cultural stakeholders and advisers; and 
community representatives. 

Training will be informed by the mandatory training program in place in Victoria—noting, of course, that there 
will be very different and additional requirements that will be unique to Western Australia. The Royal Australian 
College of General Practitioners has given an undertaking to help in the development of the training program to 
ensure that it is both effective and meets the required standards. In its submission to the Joint Select Committee 
on End of Life Choices, the Western Australia branch of the Royal Australian and New Zealand College of 
Psychiatrists noted that psychiatrists are well placed to support upskilling colleagues in capacity assessment. 

I think the member also asked who will pay. The Department of Health will pay for the training.  

Hon KYLE McGINN: That is excellent. That makes a lot of sense for training on the voluntary assisted dying 
process. I suppose I am not articulating my question right. Once we have an understanding of the nurses, social 
workers and people with the appropriate skills to train in VAD in small regional towns and regional areas, if there 
is a shortage of people with those skills or those who can service the broader electorate, will there be the capability 
to train people in those skills so that they can provide those services? If there is a shortage of nurses and we are 
unable to provide navigators because of the shortage, will we provide extra training to fulfil frontline services prior 
to people receiving VAD training? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is a difficult question. In the early days of the model, this will be a fairly labour-intensive 
process—certainly for care navigators, who will likely have to traverse the length and breadth of the state. Over 
time, as the hub-and-spoke model evolves, we will be in a position to re-evaluate. When possible, if there is an 
opportunity to have people on the ground in communities, that can be looked at during the rollout. In the early 
days, the likelihood is that the care navigators will be centrally based, albeit from different backgrounds to make 
sure the cultural sensitivities of dealing with Aboriginal people are addressed. Over time, there may well be the 
opportunity to broaden that and make sure that care navigation services are spread throughout the community. 
Hopefully, I have answered it in that way. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Yes. I understand that there will be a process in the implementation stage to decide how 
broad it will be. The minister mentioned cultural appropriateness and the number of people who will be required 
to work with different groups. That is why I was trying to understand whether, if further training is required to fill 
that need, there will be the opportunity for that to happen rather than supplementing it from Perth. That answers 
my question. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister in the other place, Hon Roger Cook, the Minister for Health, on 22 October 2019 
stated — 

If telehealth cannot be used as a method of communicating with people for the purposes of access to 
voluntary assisted dying in Western Australia, the WA health department will adopt alternative 
implementation strategies. 

I understand from the answers that the minister gave to Hon Adele Farina earlier this afternoon that one of those 
alternative implementation strategies is the rollout of care navigators. Can the minister confirm that that is the case 
and what the other alternative implementation strategies are? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If the bill becomes law, as I have mentioned previously, there will be an implementation 
period of at least 18 months before the voluntary assisted dying legislation will become operational. That period will 
enable the Department of Health to develop, in consultation with the commonwealth, appropriate administrative 
measures to ensure compliance with state and commonwealth laws. Assessments may need to be undertaken in 
person with either patients travelling to practitioners or practitioners travelling to patients. If the bill passes, the 
Department of Health will provide packages to support access for regional patients when needed. Training for 
health professionals will reflect the outcome of the ongoing consultations between the state and commonwealth. 
I have mentioned this a couple of times, but the assessment process may need to be undertaken in person and 
patients may need to travel to health practitioners or practitioners may need to travel to patients. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: As I understand the minister’s answer, what Hon Roger Cook was referring to as other 
alternative implementation strategies consist of a care navigator model, getting the patient to travel to the practitioner 
and packages to support those two processes. Is the care navigator the first model and organising for the patient to 
travel to the doctor the second model? 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Or the practitioner travelling to the patient. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Or the practitioner travelling to the patient. Are those the three alternative implementation 
strategies that Hon Roger Cook, Minister for Health, referred to on 22 October? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I do not know what was in the minister’s mind, but they are certainly the 
three opportunities being considered by the Department of Health at this stage. As we progress, other models could 
come to hand. They will be considered at that time, but certainly they are the three models that are under 
consideration at this stage. I understand that we are considering all care models. I am told that we will look at the 
Canadian provinces to see how they do it. We will ascertain the particulars of those and see whether they translate 
to the Western Australian context. Certainly the three models that the member has raised are the three that are 
under consideration now and that we know could work in Western Australia, but others could arise between now 
and the implementation phase. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Let us take the first of those implementation strategies, which is the care navigator model. 
As I understand from answers to questions that the minister was asked by Hon Adele Farina earlier this afternoon, 
the intention of the government of this fortieth Parliament is to send out, if necessary, translators or interpreters to 
assist a care navigator who does not speak the same language as the patient. Can the minister confirm that there 
will be a dual cost—the cost of the care navigator going out to the patient and the cost of the translator or interpreter 
going out to the patient? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If the most appropriate provision of interpreter services is face to face, that will 
certainly be the case and will certainly be paid for. It is worth keeping in mind the anticipated low number of 
people who may participate in the scheme. I am not sure whether the member is going to ask what we think the 
cost associated with that will be. We cannot confirm the particulars of costing at this stage, but it is certainly our 
intention to provide interpreter services face to face for the limited number of people who need them. The details 
and the model for implementation are not in the bill, as the member would be aware. These will emerge as the 
consultation process occurs. I am further told that the Department of Health already has agreements or referral 
protocols with relevant organisations to ensure that accredited interpreters are readily available. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Just to go back to my original question, can the minister confirm that there will be a dual 
cost—the cost of sending out the care navigator and the cost of sending out a translator or interpreter to facilitate 
that process for the care navigator, keeping in mind that the context of these questions is the minister’s earlier 
advice to the house that the government is not currently sure whether it will be possible for telehealth to be used? 
We are working on the basis of a worst-case scenario—that telehealth cannot be used—and the minister is telling 
me that one of the packages being considered by the government is to send out care navigators and translators. 
I am just confirming whether there will be a dual cost in that instance. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In some cases, yes, there will be a dual cost. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Let us carry this case study forward. The patient is out in a regional or rural place in 
Western Australia. A care navigator has been sent out, along with the cost of a translator/interpreter. At that point, 
if the patient wants to continue to proceed with voluntary assisted dying, would the government then need to fund 
the cost of a coordinating practitioner to go out to the same patient? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: A coordinating practitioner could be available locally for the patient. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Can the minister explain to me why the government would waste taxpayers’ money on 
sending out a care navigator if there is a local coordinating practitioner? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: They are different functions, honourable member. A care navigator has a different 
function from a coordinating practitioner. In some circumstances, even if there were a local coordinating practitioner, 
there could be a requirement to provide the assistance of a care navigator earlier in the process. Perhaps the member 
can tell me exactly the point he is trying to get to so that I can answer him. 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: The point I am trying to get to is that so far in this case study, we need to send out a care 
navigator and a translator or interpreter. I was suggesting that the third person who would need to be sent out is 
the coordinating practitioner, but then the minister introduced the rather strange concept of a local coordinating 
practitioner being present. It might be that I misunderstand what the government intends care navigators to do. My 
understanding is that the job of a care navigator is to inform the patient about the voluntary assisted dying process 
and give that patient information. The only reason they would be needed is if the person does not have ready access 
to a local coordinating practitioner. If they had ready access to a local coordinating practitioner, there would be no 
need for the care navigator because that practitioner would give them the information, as specified under the bill. 
I just want to clarify exactly the circumstances in which the government would send out a care navigator when 
there is a local coordinating practitioner available. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The primary role of care navigators is to assist patients who need support in obtaining 
information about, or access to, voluntary assisted dying. If they know of someone locally who is happy to be 
a coordinating practitioner, the likelihood is that the person will not need to access a care navigator. If they know 
that there is someone locally, the care navigation service is not needed. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: On that basis, let us go back to the case study. A person in rural Western Australia does not 
have ready access to a practitioner under the VAD scheme, so they call out a care navigator. A care navigator is 
then funded by the government to go out to this person, along with a translator. After that process, the government 
would then presumably need to send out a coordinating practitioner to that same person; is that right? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If that is necessary, yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: After that process, assuming that the coordinating practitioner has approved the process 
and all the various eligibility criteria have been met, as set out in the legislation, would the government then need 
to fund a consulting practitioner?  
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Potentially, yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: When the government sends out the coordinating practitioner and then at a later stage 
the consulting practitioner, a care navigator in this case example requires the use of a translator. Let us assume 
for a moment that the coordinating practitioner and the consulting practitioner are also not adept in a variety of 
languages. Would the government also then send out a translator, whether it be the same person or another, to 
assist in the process? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: If required, yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: At the end of that process, as I understand the scheme before us, there is then a person called 
an administering practitioner or a term to that effect, I think, under the legislation. Would the government also 
then fund an administering practitioner to go out to that person to execute the act? As part of that process in this 
bill, the minister would be very well aware that before the final execution process takes place, there are provisions 
in the bill that say that the administering practitioner needs to be satisfied of certain things, including that the request 
is enduring. To make sure that that process is taking place safely and there has been no confusion whatsoever, 
would the government also send out a translator along with that administering practitioner? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Again, possibly, yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: In this case example, we have a care navigator and we have a translator; that is two people. 
On another occasion, we will have the coordinating practitioner and the translator, so there are four cost values 
associated so far. Then we are going to add the consulting practitioner and the translator, so we now have six people. 
Then we have got the administrator and the translator, so by my count that brings us to eight people. According to 
the government, there has been a very vigorous consultation process, including the work of the joint select committee 
and the ministerial expert panel. I think the minister indicated that there was consultation with a range of agencies, 
and the government has been busy monitoring what is happening in Victoria. The minister just introduced the fact 
that someone in government is checking out what is happening in Canadian provinces. Does the government have 
any information available about the anticipated cost of all of this travel? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Would the minister agree with me that the cost of sending one palliative care specialist out 
to that person with a translator would be less than the cost of this entire voluntary assisted dying process for that 
same patient? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I contended that it could be. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Can the minister explain to me why it definitely would not be? The only circumstance in 
which I think it might not be is if, unbeknownst to me, palliative care specialists were charging the government an 
exorbitant fee for their personal attendance in comparison with the fee that would be charged by the coordinating 
practitioner, the consulting practitioner and the administering practitioner. I am not aware of that, but perhaps the 
minister can just clarify what fees the government anticipates will be charged by coordinating practitioners, 
consulting practitioners and administering practitioners? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The reason I did not give the member a definitive answer is that we are talking about 
hypotheticals here. I cannot definitively say what the cost of something is, because, quite simply, I do not know 
what we are talking about. I do not know what costs more than the other. I would have to seek information about 
what the costs associated with participating in the scheme or what the costs of those specialists or the coordinating 
practitioner might be. They would certainly vary. They could depend on where it was in the state and a range of 
things, and I do not have costs like that in front of me now. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: All these people in this hypothetical case example are all going to the same location. 
Hon Robin Scott made some good points yesterday in his member’s statement. He is obviously far more 
knowledgeable about distances in regional and rural Western Australia, and the minister, as a member for Mining 
and Pastoral Region, will also have a better appreciation for those distances, than I. I do not really mind which 
location the minister, Hon Robin Scott or anyone else decides to choose for the purpose of this case example. My 
point is that they will all go to the same place, and for the lack of better choice of place—other members might 
have a better example—I will choose Kununurra. If taxpayers have to send to Kununurra from Perth a care navigator 
and a translator, a coordinating practitioner and a translator, a consulting practitioner and a translator, and an 
administering practitioner and a translator, is not the cost of sending eight people to Kununurra and back more 
expensive than sending a palliative care specialist, singular, and a translator, singular? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Costs really are a moot point when dealing with suffering. Cost is not the determination 
for denying end-of-life choices. As a result of lobbying or the hard work of the people in this chamber, we are 
already making record investment in palliative care, and those services will be spread around the state. The other 
option we have available to us is that we could bring the patient to a centre. I alluded to an option earlier of the 
medical professional going to the patient, and in another case we could bring the patient to the medical professional 
or to a central spot. A decision has not been made about that, and that would obviously be dealt with during the 
implementation phase. The cost is not the determination for denying or, indeed, allowing access to voluntary 
assisted dying. We want to retain a patient-centred focus in the development of the support model, and these issues 
will be looked at during the implementation phase. I hear what the honourable member is saying and asking, and 
I appreciate the point he is making. This debate is on voluntary assisted dying and not on palliative care, but noting 
that both can go hand in hand, and the intention as a result of the recent state budget and announcements is that 
palliative care services be more readily available across the state. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The reason I raise this case example is that the government, at clause 4(1)(d), has said — 

a person approaching the end of life should be provided with high quality care and treatment, including 
palliative care and treatment, to minimise the person’s suffering and maximise the person’s quality of life; 

I have not put that in there, although I agree with the principle. The government has done so, and I am trying to 
make sure that we do not have a situation in which we fly eight people out to Kununurra or some other place, and 
we are not going to be willing to send out two people. The minister will respond and say that it is all about the 
patient’s choice, but there is no choice for the patient if the government is not willing to send out the palliative 
care specialist and the translator, but it is prepared to send the other eight people. That is the point I am making 
here, and I want a confirmation from government that under no circumstances will that ever happen, and that this 
government, which is passionate about voluntary assisted dying, will ensure that before it sends out eight people, 
it will send out two people if that is the choice of the patient.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I have not said that the government would not send out palliative care services, and 
I have not said that the government would send out eight specialists over sending out two palliative care service 
providers. I make the point again that the government is providing a record amount of funding for palliative care 
services over the next four years. It is approximately $224 million, which is an additional $17 million on top of 
the $206 million of funding delivered in the 2019–20 state budget. Of the $206 million that was in the state budget, 
a total of $58.9 million will be provided to regional services. The government has announced $41 million towards 
palliative care in the 2019 budget, taking expenditure over the four years to 2023 to that record amount. This is 
part of the end-of-life choices and palliative care services package. As a result, more than 61 full-time equivalent 
staff will be employed over a phased approach across regional Western Australia. This will triple the staffing 
arrangements for palliative care support in regional Western Australia. This includes the establishment of new 
specialist district palliative care teams, comprising medical, nursing, allied health and Aboriginal health workers 
across the state. 

Recently, an additional $17.8 million was announced and of that, $6.3 million has been allocated to improving 
metropolitan and regional community-based services for care closer to home, and to better meet the demand. The 
intention is that this will fund community-based services to be delivered predominantly through non-government 
organisations across the state. Of this, $2 million will be dedicated to rural and regional Western Australia to fund 
care services for patients who have a potential risk of admission to hospital or residential aged care requiring 
domiciliary home care services. A commitment of $2.5 million has been made to enable the WA Country Health 
Service to enhance rural and regional palliative care services by improving governance, to refine models of 
palliative care and roll out the services, ensuring that they best support the needs of rural and regional patients. 
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The boost to governance means an additional 3.2 full-time equivalents will be employed to ensure high-quality 
palliative care in the regions that is patient centred and provided in the patient’s place of choice. 
The Department of Health has already undertaken significant work in progressing a 10-year end-of-life and palliative 
care strategy to provide strategic statewide policy direction for improving the lives of all Western Australians 
through quality end-of-life and palliative care. This is occurring alongside progression of the palliative care 
recommendations of the joint select committee and the sustainable health review. I am further advised that the 
Minister for Health hosted a palliative care summit in August this year to progress the work, at which 160 delegates, 
including health professionals, consumers and community stakeholders provided their perspectives about how to 
reform and improve the way palliative care is developed and delivered in WA. Significant investment is happening 
in palliative care. I think Hon Jacqui Boydell, in her contribution to the second reading debate, suggested that it 
should not be a case of either/or, and I think there is a commitment from all members in this place to ensure that 
palliative care services throughout the state are enhanced and broadened. 
The premise of this bill is about ensuring that we do what is best for the patient, so in relation to the hypotheticals 
that have been raised, when it is appropriate to have interpreters attend with health professionals to consult or talk 
to people about voluntary assisted dying, we believe that service should be provided. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is telling that it took the minister some four minutes to provide a response to something 
that was not my question. I do not need the minister to read to me pre-prepared notes about what the government 
is doing in palliative care. We have had the debate on palliative care. In fact, a motion was moved only yesterday 
by Hon Martin Aldridge dealing with a range of issues in health in Western Australia, including palliative care. 
We note that the government is doing things about palliative care, and I have previously congratulated the 
government for what it has been doing. I do not think it is doing enough, but that is not the debate we are having 
right now. I want an assurance from this government—at this point in time the minister is not willing to give it to 
us—that this government will not allow a situation in which it will allow the taxpayer to fund eight people to go 
to Kununurra to facilitate the voluntary assisted dying process, but it will not fund a palliative care specialist and 
an interpreter to go to that same place, if that is the choice of the patient. I am asking for that commitment from 
this government. The conscionable answer to that pretty simple question is, “Yes, absolutely”. The minister should 
be saying that, on behalf of the government, he gives a guarantee that we will do that. That is the conscionable 
answer, and that would be the end of this line of questioning, but instead the minister spends four minutes reading 
pre-prepared answers on an irrelevant part of this debate. 
I say this with the greatest of respect; I know that the minister is not the minister with responsibility for this 
portfolio. He is representing that minister here. In order for us to make progress, I ask the minister—inevitably, 
I think he will agree with me that we will not finish the passage of this bill today—during the very short recess in 
the next few days, to discuss this matter with the Minister for Health with a view to reporting back to the house 
next week about whether this government will commit to funding a palliative care specialist and an interpreter to 
go to regional Western Australia when a patient makes that request. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I provide the answers in this debate that I think are appropriate, and I am very happy 
with the answers I have provided thus far. I am not, however, in a position to give a guarantee on hypothetical cases, 
and I will not do so. I do not think it is fair for anybody to suggest that it is appropriate that I do that. In relation to 
the member’s request to bring an issue to the attention of the Minister for Health, the member knows that I have 
done this before and I will continue to do it, because I am very happy to bring these issues to the attention of the 
appropriate minister, and I am very happy to report on that in the future. However, I think it is unfair for the 
member to suggest that I should be able to give a guarantee to the house today based on a hypothetical. 
Hon Nick Goiran: I didn’t say today. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The member was pushing me to give a guarantee on a hypothetical case. I cannot, 
I will not, and I never will, but I am certainly happy to take on board the question that the member has asked and 
raise it with the minister. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Earlier in the debate on clause 1, the minister was responding to a request from 
Hon Kyle McGinn. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry, honourable member, there is a bit of noise behind me. Can you just say again 
what you just said? 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Adele Farina): I will just interrupt there. Members who are having private 
conversations that are too audible, could you please leave the chamber and have those outside the chamber? There 
are difficulties with hearing, and Hansard needs to be able to record what is being said. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Earlier in the debate on clause 1, the minister was responding to questions from 
Hon Kyle McGinn about Indigenous navigators. He made the good point that he would like to see more than just 
cultural competency courses being undertaken by these navigators, which the government has indicated will be 
done in a culturally appropriate way. In particular, I noted his desire for the minister to confirm that the intent is 
for the role of the Indigenous navigators to assist but not to coerce. I have to say that I am very concerned about 
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the creation of navigators. Navigators, to me, sound like expert steerers, and I have previously said in this debate 
that steering is the elephant in the room—people feeling pressured to make a decision. That is why we are all 
familiar with an amendment that was moved in the other place by the member for Armadale that seeks to prevent 
doctors from raising the issue with the patient. 
The minister has indicated to Hon Kyle McGinn that it is the intent of the Indigenous navigators to provide an assisting 
role, not a coercive role. How is that protected under the provisions of this bill? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Obviously, there are provisions in the bill that prevent coercion. Clause 99, 
“Inducing another person to request or access voluntary assisted dying”, lays that out. Clause 99(2)(b) states — 

Penalty for this subsection: imprisonment for 7 years. 
Summary conviction penalty for this subsection: imprisonment for 3 years and a fine of $36 000. 

The primary role of care navigators is to assist patients who need support in obtaining information about, or access 
to, voluntary assisted dying. For example, those care navigators can help a person to find a coordinating practitioner 
or a consulting practitioner. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Minister, these care navigators do not currently exist, as I understand it. The government will 
have to do some work to create these roles. How long does the government anticipate it will take to create these 
care navigator roles? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Honourable member, during the 18-month implementation phase, the government 
intends to extensively consult on these roles. The member was particularly asking about the Aboriginal roles, was 
he not? 
Hon Nick Goiran: Yes. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The intention is to have extensive and detailed consultation, and work with 
Aboriginal communities and health services. As Hon Kyle McGinn pointed out, we want to enable the development 
of appropriate models of cultural, spiritual and practical support for Aboriginal people, so we will build on the 
consultation work that was undertaken by the ministerial expert panel and we will work closely with a range of 
stakeholders, including the Aboriginal Health Council of Western Australia, other Aboriginal health services, 
WA Country Health Service, other health service providers and the WA Primary Health Alliance. 
The short answer—I apologise that I am not giving the honourable member too many short answers this 
afternoon!—is that that work will be done during that 18-month implementation phase. Whether it will take a week, 
two weeks or six months, I cannot tell the member. But upon passage of the bill, that work will be done during 
that implementation phase. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Is there any prospect, by the government, that the bill will come into operation prior to 
these Indigenous care navigators being in place? 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: May I draw the minister’s attention to the time. Does the minister think he can answer it 
very quickly? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No. I was going to suggest that I need further information. I want to be clear on 
a particular point. 
Committee interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 8313.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

WORKING WITH CHILDREN CHECKS — AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT 
1235. Hon PETER COLLIER to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the Western Australian Auditor General’s tenth report for 2019–20 entitled, “Working with Children 
Checks — Follow-up”. 
(1) Of the 53 people who were found to be unsuitable to work with children, what was the reason against 

each of those persons that made them unsuitable for such work? 
(2) Will the minister outline the nature of employment of each of those 53 persons; and, if not, why not? 
(3) Will the minister advise where each of those 53 persons were employed; and, if not, why not? 
Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) All 53 people met the threshold for a negative notice to be issued as per the Working with Children 

(Criminal Record Checking) Act 2004, as they posed an unacceptable risk to children. 
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(2) The nature of employment for the 53 people who were found unsuitable to work with children includes: 
a child care service; an educational institution for children; a coaching or private tuition service; an 
arrangement for the accommodation or care of children; a placement arrangement; a counselling or other 
support service; a religious organisation; a club, association or movement; a ward of a public or private 
hospital in which children are ordinarily patients; a babysitting or childminding service; an overnight 
camp; a transport service specifically for children; and a children’s entertainment or party service. 

(3) No, I will not advise where these individuals were employed as this may identify them, which risks a breach 
of the confidentiality provisions of the Working with Children (Criminal Record Checking) Act 2004. 

METRONET — NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENTS 

1236. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to question without notice 1191 asked on Tuesday 22 October 2019. 

(1) Does the Department of Transport or the Public Transport Authority have a pro forma template for 
a non-disclosure agreement? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the minister table a copy of the pro forma template; and, if not, why not? 

(3) If no to (1), will the minister table one example of a non-disclosure agreement; and, if not, why not? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. 

(1) The Public Transport Authority utilises a confidentiality agreement form, which has been in place since 
2014. The Department of Transport has a code of conduct document, which is the mechanism to 
communicate the confidentiality agreement. The code of conduct has been in effect since the establishment 
of the agency in July 2009. These documents apply to all employees of the PTA and DOT respectively. 

(2) I table the attached documents. 

[See paper 3319.] 

(3) Not applicable. 

CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION — TELECOMMUNICATIONS INTERCEPTION WARRANTS 

1237. Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 
(1) Is the Attorney General notified of telecommunications interception warrants obtained by the Corruption 

and Crime Commission? 

(2) Does that information include the person named in the warrant? 

(3) Has the Attorney General revealed, directly or indirectly, to the Premier or to any of his cabinet colleagues 
whether current or former members of this Parliament have been named in any such warrant obtained by 
the Corruption and Crime Commission? 

(4) If yes to (3), to whom has the Attorney General revealed that information and when and in what circumstances? 

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

(1)–(2) Yes, the chief officer of an eligible authority is required by section 6(1)(a) of the Telecommunications 
(Interception and Access) Western Australia Act 1996 to, amongst other things, provide the 
Attorney General with a copy of each warrant issued to the relevant authority as soon as practicable 
after the issue of the warrant. 

(3)–(4) The Attorney General is subject to confidentiality requirements, as set out in section 22(1) of the 
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Western Australia Act 1996, that prescribe when 
information obtained under the act can be disclosed. I can confirm that the Attorney General has 
complied with those obligations. 

HOVEA FALLS — PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 

1238. Hon DONNA FARAGHER to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to John Forrest National Park and the removal of a pedestrian bridge at Hovea Falls. 

(1) Can the minister advise whether the pedestrian bridge that has been removed will be replaced; and, if not, 
why not? 

(2) If yes, what is the time frame for its replacement? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1) Yes, the Hovea Falls pedestrian bridge will be replaced. 

(2) The bridge will be replaced in the second half of 2020. 

CHILDREN IN CARE — ADVOCATE 

1239. Hon NICK GOIRAN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the minister’s response to my question on notice 2480 regarding the more than threefold increase in the 
number of children self-referring to the Advocate for Children in Care, from 112 in 2017 to 372 in 2018, which 
the minister states is a result of the rollout of a computer-mediated self-interviewing program. 

(1) Is the minister referring to the Viewpoint program? 

(2) If no to (1), what program is the minister referring to? 

(3) On what date did the computer-mediated self-interviewing program first become operational? 

(4) Further to (3), on what date was the program linked to the client management database? 

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

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) The Viewpoint program was first introduced in 2012. 

(4) The Viewpoint program and client management databases were linked in October 2018. In 2017, the 
Department of Communities made Viewpoint participation a critical priority for all districts across the state. 

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

1240. Hon JACQUI BOYDELL to the minister representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the government’s announcement of a stamp duty rebate on the purchase of new-build apartments as 
a method of stimulating a stifled economy. 

(1) Has any modelling been done on the impact that this policy announcement will have in regional areas 
versus the metropolitan area; and, if not, why not? 

(2) Is the Treasurer able to provide us with any information on the percentage of foreign buyers versus 
residential buyers who have purchased new residential apartments over the years 2017–18, 2018–19 and 
2019 to date? 

(3) Does the government accept that raising the payroll tax exemption threshold would be a more effective 
method of stimulating the economy across the whole of Western Australia? 

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

(1) No. The policy applies statewide. 

(2) No. Available data on foreign buyer purchases does not identify the type of residential property. However, 
foreign buyers make up less than two per cent of the total housing market. 

(3) The government has acknowledged that payroll tax relief is desirable. 

VOLUNTEER RESOURCE CENTRES 

1241. Hon COLIN HOLT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Volunteering: 
I refer to volunteer resource centres. 

(1) Can the minister please list the locations and total number of all VRCs in Western Australia? 

(2) How much does each VRC receive in funding? 

(3) When do the current funding arrangements cease? 

(4) Is the government currently undertaking a review of the funding to VRCs or has a review been recently 
completed? 

(5) If a review has been completed, can the minister please table that review? 
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Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(2) The Department of Communities does not provide funding for all volunteer resources centres. Communities 
provides funding to services under its volunteering development services program. I have a list in tabular 
form and I seek leave to have it incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. 

The following material was incorporated — 

Organisation  Service name  Location  2019/20 Annual 
Funding ex GST 

Albany & Regional Volunteer Service 
Incorporated  

Albany and Regional Volunteer 
Services  

Albany $48,072.27 

Broome Community Information 
Resource Centre and Learning Exchange  

Broome Volunteer Resource Service  Broome $41,924.79 

Busselton Dunsborough Environment 
Centre Inc  

Busselton Dunsborough Volunteer 
Centre  

Busselton $55,761.83 

City of Armadale  Armadale Volunteer Services  Armadale $31,702.63  

City of Cockburn  Cockburn Volunteer Resource Centre  Cockburn $38,020.68  

City of Fremantle  Fremantle Volunteer Service  Fremantle $34,835.54  

City of Melville  Melville Volunteer Resource Centre  Melville $35,488.01  

City of Nedlands  Nedlands Volunteer Resource Centre  Nedlands $30,756.28  

City of Swan  Swan Volunteer Resource Centre  Midland $50,213.14  

Manjimup Community Resource Centre 
Inc  

Volunteer Opportunity Development 
Service  

Manjimup $48,072.74  

Nannup Community Resource Centre Inc  Nannup Volunteers  Nannup $48,072.27  

Peel Volunteer Resource Centre Inc  Peel Volunteer Resource Centre  Mandurah $56,833.56  

Shire of Esperance  Esperance Volunteer Resource Centre  Esperance $36,848.39  

The Roman Catholic Bishop of Geraldton 
Centacare Family Services  

Centacare Volunteer Service  Geraldton $58,003.32  

Volunteer South West Inc Volunteer South West Inc Bunbury $56,781.05 
 

(3) These volunteer resource centres are currently funded through the volunteering development services 
program to 31 December 2019. The minister has requested that all services be offered an 18-month 
extension to 30 June 2021, to ensure that adequate consultation is carried out by the department.  

(4) The Department of Communities’ internal review of the volunteering development services program was 
finalised in 2019. 

(5) I table the attached information, which is the report of the review, and seek leave to have it incorporated 
into Hansard. 

The PRESIDENT: The minister seeks leave to have the report incorporated into Hansard. Sorry, minister. Is that 
just a report that can be tabled; it does not need to be incorporated? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Yes. I might have said “incorporated” about the report as well, which does not need to be 
incorporated into Hansard. 
The PRESIDENT: The report is tabled. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Shall I name the document, Madam President? 
The PRESIDENT: Perhaps that will be easier. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: It is titled “Future approach for purchasing Volunteering Development Services: Policy and 
Service Design.” 
The PRESIDENT: So we do not need to have anything incorporated into Hansard? Good. 
[See paper 3320.] 

HOME INDEMNITY INSURANCE 
1242. Hon CHARLES SMITH to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to pages 135 and 136 of the Annual Report on State Finances September 2019. 
(1) What premiums have been received by the home indemnity insurance reinsurance account, and by whom? 
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(2) Why is the government reinsuring the risk of private sector insurers against the losses of private building 
groups that exceed $10 million? 

(3) What is the total risk liability the Western Australian taxpayer has taken on to bail out building groups 
from failure? 

Hon DARREN WEST replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. I provide the answer on behalf of the Minister for 
Regional Development. The following information has been provided by the Minister for Commerce. 

(1) An amount of $7.4 million was received by the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety 
as net premiums in 2018–19. The premiums were paid by builders obtaining insurance on behalf of 
their clients. 

(2) Since November 2013, the state government has been reinsuring for all potential losses incurred against 
home indemnity insurance policies. This became necessary to ensure continuity of the scheme, because 
private insurers ceased to underwrite HII at their own risk in all jurisdictions in Australia. 

(3) The state is liable for a maximum of $100 000 on each active building contract for a period of six years. 
The total risk liability is dependent on the number of active building contracts. Successive governments 
have taken the view that HII helps to protect consumers against potentially catastrophic financial losses in 
the event that their builders die, disappear or become insolvent. Furthermore, HII is central to maintaining 
consumer confidence in the home building market. 

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

1243. Hon COLIN TINCKNELL to the minister representing the Minister for Finance: 

I refer to the government’s announcement yesterday to offer a 75 per cent stamp duty rebate to those purchasing 
multi-tiered apartments and units off the plan. 

(1) Can the minister please inform me of the government’s definition of a “multi-tiered” development; and 
is this rebate limited to only those developments that fit this specific definition? 

(2) The ABC’s 7.30 on Monday night reported that 97 per cent of apartments in Sydney and Melbourne have 
at least one major defect, while some, like the Opal Tower and Mascot Towers, were so defective they were 
evacuated and are now virtually worthless and will cost the owners, not the developers, tens of millions 
of dollars to repair. 

(a) What is the government doing to make sure that people who purchase these new units and 
apartments have the appropriate safeguards in place to protect them and their major asset 
investment from this sort of thing happening in the long term? 

(b) What safeguards is the government putting in place to better protect smaller contractors who get 
screwed over by property developers? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided by 
the Minister for Finance. 

(1) The definition of a “multi-tiered” development is “A vertical development other than a single-tier strata scheme 
as defined by section 3(1) of the Strata Titles Act 1985”. The definition can be found under the “Terms used” 
link on the Department of Finance website at https://www.wa.gov.au/organisation/department-of-finance/the-
plan-duty-rebate. 

I saw this just before I came in. I am happy to provide a copy of this to the member next week if he cannot find it 
in the meantime. 

(2) (a)–(b) This part of the question should be referred to the Minister for Commerce. 

POLICE — BODY SCANNERS 

1244. Hon ALISON XAMON to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the use of body scanners to reduce the need for intrusive strip searches. 

(1) How many body scanners are currently used by the Western Australia Police Force? 

(2) Where are the scanners located? 

(3) Are all individuals detained at metropolitan police lock-ups subject to a body scan? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. This answer has been provided to me by the 
Minister for Police. The Western Australia Police Force advises the following. 
(1) The Western Australia Police Force uses one body scanner. 
(2) That scanner is located at Perth watch house, Perth Police Centre, 2 Fitzgerald Street, Northbridge. 
(3) No. 
(4) All detainees received at the Perth watch house are subject to a body scan unless there are operational 

reasons why they cannot be, such as detainee behaviour and the associated risks. A body search of 
a detainee may be required, deeming the body scan unnecessary, based upon charges presented, detainee 
antecedents or alerts regarding the detainee on the police database. 

BURRUP PENINSULA — ROCK ACIDITY 
1245. Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the document titled “Effects of moisture, micronutrient supplies and microbiological activity on the 
surface pH of rocks in the Burrup Peninsula”, authored by Ian D. MacLeod, and to the site’s most acidic rock, with 
a pH of 3.58, which was found in June 2003 in a gully a few hundred metres downwind from the gas production 
facility, and is known as the big goanna petroglyph. 
(1) Is the minister aware that the acidity of this site has changed remarkably to that of almost neutral—in the 

region of pH 7—in the last year when all the surrounding rocks still retained a reading of approximately 
pH 3.6? 

(2) If yes to (1), does the minister understand the reason for this dramatic change? 
(3) If no to (1), will the minister investigate why the pH has changed? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(3) It is not clear to the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation which site the honourable 

member is referring to in the question. If the honourable member provides further details, the department 
can give further consideration to the issue. 
The McGowan government has committed to a reliable scientific investigation on these matters and has 
released the Murujuga rock art strategy, which provides a monitoring, analysis and decision-making 
framework to protect Aboriginal rock art. The monitoring program will deliver a scientifically rigorous 
approach to monitoring and analysis. The procurement of the monitoring program is anticipated to conclude 
by the end of 2019. 

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 
1246. Hon SIMON O’BRIEN to the minister representing the Treasurer: 
I refer to the government’s policy of a substantial rebate or concession on stamp duty for off-the-plan apartment buyers. 
What is the government’s policy in relation to stamp duty for buyers of existing apartments, buyers of houses and 
seniors wishing to downsize their empty-nest home for another residence? Please note the purpose of this question 
is to discover the policy intentions of the current government, not the last government. 
The PRESIDENT: I am not sure how you respond to that last part, Minister for Environment. 
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 Treasurer. 
The government provides generous stamp duty assistance to first home buyers of new and existing homes, 
including apartments, valued up to $530 000. This is on top of the $10 000 grant for first home buyers of new homes. 
The stamp duty exemption and concession thresholds were cut by $70 000 under the previous Liberal–National 
government, pulling $222 million out of the hands of first home buyers. It also removed the first home owner grant 
for established homes. 
As announced yesterday, a stamp duty rebate of up to $50 000 is also available on purchases during the next 
two years of off-the-plan homes in a multi-tiered development. Seniors wishing to downsize will also benefit by 
being able to access this rebate. First home owners can also access the rebate above the first home buyer stamp 
duty exemption threshold. Purchasers of residential properties also benefit from a concessional transfer duty scale 
relative to the scale that applies to other properties. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: I was just enjoying the mirth from the back row. I give the call to Hon Ken Baston. 
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WATER — CARNARVON ARTESIAN BASIN 
1247. Hon KEN BASTON to the minister representing the Minister for Water: 
I refer to the answer to question without notice 1207 asked on 22 October 2019. 
(1) Is funding available to decommission or rehabilitate the remaining free-flowing bores identified in the 

Carnarvon Artesian Basin? 
(2) If yes to (1), how much funding is available? 
(3) If no to (1), why not? 
Hon DARREN WEST replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. On behalf of the Minister for Regional 
Development, I provide the answer. The following information has been provided by the Minister for Water. 
(1)–(3) The Carnarvon Artesian Basin rehabilitation program was a Gascoyne–Murchison initiative, established 

in 1998. The program was jointly funded 40 per cent each by the commonwealth and state governments, 
and 20 per cent by the pastoral community. I note that the honourable member was the chair of the 
Carnarvon Artesian Basin committee, which oversaw the work. The funding supported two phases of 
rehabilitation work and funds were expended on completion of the project in 2010. No further funding 
was organised by the former Liberal–National government to complete the work. 

POLICE — BODY-WORN CAMERAS 
1248. Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
I refer to the state government’s commitment to deploy body cameras to frontline police officers. 
(1) How many body cameras have been deployed to date? 
(2) How many body cameras will be deployed under the announced program? 
(3) What is the total cost of the announced program? 
(4) How is the deployment prioritised by the WA Police Force? 
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. The Western Australia Police Force advises as follows. 
(1) As at 16 October 2019, 1 145 body-worn cameras have been issued. 
(2) There will be 4 200 deployed. 
(3) The total cost is $17.8 million. 
(4) The BWC rollout was originally scheduled for completion by August 2021. This schedule has been revised 

to complete the rollout by November 2020. The police deployment of BWCs is based on equipping the 
largest number of frontline officers in the shortest time frame. 

ALINTA ENERGY — CHICHESTER SOLAR GAS HYBRID PROJECT 
1249. Hon ROBIN SCOTT to the minister representing the Minister for Energy: 
It has been reported that the federal government will provide a taxpayer-funded loan of $114.4 million to the 
Chichester solar gas hybrid project in the state’s north. 
(1) What has been the state government’s involvement in the approvals of this project? 
(2) Does the minister concede that solar power is only effective as long as the sun is out, and the weather is fine? 
(3) When a mine site typically operates 24 hours a day, does the minister concede that solar power alone 

cannot sustainably provide a mine site with the required power across any given day? 
(4) When a Canadian company has offered to supply such mine sites with nuclear power at no cost whatsoever 

to the taxpayer, does the minister agree that we should have discussions about nuclear power as an option 
for our state? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Energy. 
(1) Alinta Energy holds integrated regional licences for generation and transmission. Information on 

approvals specific to this project is not available at short notice. It should be noted that the state is the lender 
of record under a master facility agreement signed between the state government, the commonwealth 
government and the Northern Australia Infrastructure Facility. 
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(2)–(3) Large parts of Western Australia’s world-class resources provenances coincide with world-class solar 
resources. While solar obviously does not provide power 24 hours a day, solar is nonetheless of considerable 
value to energy users, including mine sites. Solar power, backed up or firmed, with battery storage and 
traditional generation such as gas or diesel, can reduce the total amount of fuel used at a site, reduce fuel 
and fuel transport costs, and reduce the project’s greenhouse gas emissions. There is a rapidly increasing 
number of projects, like the Chichester solar gas hybrid, that aim to combine gas or diesel generation 
technology with new renewable technologies, new storage technologies, and new control system technologies 
into energy supply systems optimised to meet their specific needs at the lowest cost. This innovation is 
essential to a highly competitive future for the state’s resources sector and should be given every support. 

(4) Mining companies are not asking the state for nuclear power. They know full well that the state’s 
outstanding renewable energy resources and the state’s stable, reliable, competitive gas supplies offer 
well-proven and lower cost energy solutions than hypothetical nuclear applications, without the risks. 

MIDLAND TRAIN STATION — GLYPHOSATE USE 
1250. Hon DIANE EVERS to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the spraying of glyphosate at the Midland train station around 11.30 am on Tuesday, 22 October 2019. 
(1) Who authorised the spraying, what was the purpose, and why was no other method used in a highly 

populated transit area? 
(2) Are all train platforms in Perth sprayed with glyphosate; and, if so, how often and at what times of the day? 
(3) What are the documented procedures for glyphosate use while people are waiting for or disembarking 

from trains, and how are they expected to avoid inhalation of or contact with airborne sprays? 
(4) Was there any pre-warning to train travellers to avoid the area; and, if so, how and when was it communicated? 
(5) Are people who arrive post-spraying informed that spray residue may still be present on the seating and 

other structures; and, if not, why not? 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Let us hear from the Minister for Environment first. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
Thank you, Madam President. I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) The Public Transport Authority engages fully qualified and accredited landscaping contractors, who at 

the time were using a glyphosate product for the purpose of treating and controlling weeds. Although 
the PTA is currently investigating and considering alternative methods and options for treating and 
controlling weeds, that ingredient is being used for that purpose. 

(2) Most train stations, including car parks and verges, have been treated for weed control methods that 
include this ingredient. Frequency of use has ranged from every three to six months, and occurs more 
frequently depending on seasonality and climate. 

(3) The contractor is obliged to adhere to the product material safety data sheets and follow the manufacturer’s 
guidelines for use. The spray is applied outside of peak hours and a spotter is present to ensure that members 
of the public do not enter the proximity. The spray is applied directly to the surface with a specialised 
nozzle for proper control to prevent overspray. 

(4) Signage is deployed at locations in which this ingredient is applied. In addition, a spotter is used to ensure 
that members of the public are informed and do not remain at close proximity. 

(5) This product is applied directly to weeds for effective weed control and is not sprayed on any other 
surfaces that the public may come into contact with. 

CLIMATE CHANGE POLICY — LNG INDUSTRY — EMISSIONS 
1251. Hon TIM CLIFFORD to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the issues paper titled “Climate Change in Western Australia”. 
(1) Does the minister concede that the paper focuses more on what the individual and the Western Australian 

community can do, rather than addressing the largest source of greenhouse gas emissions in WA—that is, 
the liquefied natural gas industry? 

(2) Is the issues paper the only community consultation that the state government will do for its climate 
change policy? 

(3) Will the fast-tracking of the North West Gas Development (Woodside) Agreement Amendment Bill 2019 
and the subsequent increase of LNG production negate the effectiveness of the government’s future 
climate policy to reduce emissions? 



8310 [COUNCIL — Thursday, 24 October 2019] 

 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

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

(1)–(2) The climate change issues paper notes the significant contribution that emission-intensive extractive 
industries make to Western Australia’s overall greenhouse gas emissions. It points to opportunities for 
reduction of emissions associated with liquefied natural gas production, including improved leak 
detection and remediation, changes to venting and flaring practices, and greater adoption of industrial-scale 
renewables. 

On 26 August 2019, the McGowan government released its greenhouse gas emissions policy for major 
projects. The policy commits the government to working with all sectors of the economy towards achieving 
net zero emissions by 2050 and sets out the broad approach that will be taken into consideration for new 
proposals and expansions with significant greenhouse gas emissions. The policy will support the preparation 
of greenhouse gas emissions plans that outline a contribution to the state’s net zero aspiration. The climate 
change issues paper is open for community and stakeholder comment until 29 November. The government 
will consider further consultation opportunities after this time and as appropriate. 

(3) The North West Gas Development (Woodside) Agreement Amendment Bill 2019 is not being fast-tracked. 
Every project proposing to use the facility, as well as the NWS plant, will be required to have its own 
environmental approvals in place prior to being able to access the facility, including consideration of 
emissions. 

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES ACT — REVIEW 

1252. Hon COLIN de GRUSSA to the minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services: 
I refer to question without notice 813, which I asked in this place on 13 August 2019. 

(1) Has the discussion paper referred to in part (1) of the response been discussed by cabinet? 

(2) Has the minister or his department conducted a review of related acts, including, but not limited to, the 
Bush Fires Act 1954; and, if so, will he please table the terms of reference for any such review and indicate 
when the review will be completed? 

(3) With reference to part (2) of the minster’s answer, will he please provide details of how the “new emergency 
services legislation will improve and modernise the relationship between all volunteer groups” and how 
and when further consultation will occur? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 

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

(1)–(3) The Department of Fire and Emergency Services has conducted a review of the emergency services acts. 
The emergency services acts are defined in section 3 of the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1998 to mean 
the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1998, the Bush Fires Act 1954 and the Fire Brigades Act 1942. The 
review has met the requirements of the Department of Treasury’s regulatory impact assessment guidelines. 
The regulatory gatekeeping unit issued a compliance assessment notice on 3 May 2015. 

Cabinet has approved the consolidation of the three emergency services acts into a single piece of legislation 
to modernise the relationship between all volunteer groups and better reflect how our emergency services 
operate in the twenty-first century. The next step is for the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office to draft an 
exposure draft bill. Once completed, the exposure draft bill will be released for a comprehensive public 
comment period. 

SOUTH WEST SALEYARD — PREFERRED RESPONDENT 

1253. Hon JIM CHOWN to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 

The proposed south west saleyard project is due to be completed by 2022 when the existing Boyanup saleyard is 
slated to close. 

(1) Has the minister reached a decision on the preferred respondent to manage the new south west saleyard? 

(2) In what month in 2019 will the minister announce the name of the preferred respondent? 

(3) If the announcement is not made by the end of 2019, why has it been delayed, and in what month in 2020 
is the announcement scheduled to take place? 

(4) If this project has been delayed further, will the minister guarantee that the project will still be completed 
by 2022; and, if not, why not? 

(5) The south west saleyard development is vital for the industry, and if the project cannot be completed in 
conjunction with the impending closure in 2022, what provisions will be in place for the processing of cattle? 
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Hon DARREN WEST replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of his rather long question. On behalf of the Minister for Agriculture and Food, 
I provide the following answer. 
(1)–(5) The McGowan government is committed to ensuring that there is a saleyard facility in the south west 

beyond 2022, and the processes we have underway will provide for that outcome. We will provide an 
update on the process in coming weeks. 

FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK — SOIL CONTAMINATION 
1254. Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS to the minister representing the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to my occasional questions this year on PFAS-contaminated soil excavated from the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
project. 
(1) Why did Public Transport Authority senior environmental officer Paul Monaghan tell the Perth community 

on the current affairs program Today Tonight last night that the reason the spoil was rejected by the 
commonwealth was “definitely nothing to do with the PFAS levels”? 

(2) Did the PTA tell the program that “reports the federal government refused to allow it to be spread for fill 
at the airport are wrong”, as the program reported last night? 

(3) If yes to (2), why did the director general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, Darren Foster, 
write to the commonwealth in December 2017 saying, “There is currently a commonwealth restriction 
preventing Perth Airport Pty Ltd from storing and using PFAS containing material on the Perth Airport 
site” as per my question on Tuesday? 

(4) If the reason that the spoil has not been confirmed for re-use at Perth Airport to date was not PFAS 
contamination, what was the reason? 

(5) Would the Minister for Transport like copies of my parliamentary questions and freedom of information 
documents, such as the federal Department of Environment and Energy’s response to the site-specific 
risk assessment, which proves that the re-use of the spoil has been restricted by its PFAS contamination? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The following information has been provided to 
me by the Minister for Transport. 
(1) Formal approval has never been sought from the commonwealth to use soil excavated during construction 

of the Forrestfield–Airport Link project at Perth Airport. The commonwealth has therefore never rejected 
the use of soil excavated during construction of the FAL project at Perth Airport. Any decision to use 
FAL soil on the Perth Airport site is a matter to be determined by Perth Airport in discussions with the 
commonwealth. The state has expressed its support for this use. 
The commonwealth Department of Environment and Energy has reviewed, and provided comments on, 
a site-specific risk assessment report for a specific site within Perth Airport. The report was not resubmitted 
to the commonwealth because Perth Airport no longer plans to place soil from the FAL project on the 
specific site within the airport that was the subject of that assessment. 

(2) Yes. 
(3) The director general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet wrote to the commonwealth in 

December 2017, prior to the February 2018 release of the “PFAS National Environmental Management 
Plan”, prior to the March 2018 provision of the aforementioned SSRA report to the commonwealth and 
at a time when the state government understood that there was a commonwealth government requirement 
in place that airport lessees ensure that any fill brought onto airport sites be PFAS free.  

(4) Perth Airport no longer plans to place soil from the Forrestfield–Airport Link project on the specific site 
within the airport, which was the subject of the abovementioned site-specific risk assessment. Perth Airport 
remains interested in utilising excess fill from the FAL project to facilitate developments consistent with 
the airport master plan, and negotiations are ongoing. 

(5) No. The characterisation of the federal Department of the Environment and Energy’s response to the 
site-specific risk assessment is not accepted. 

EXTINCTION REBELLION PROTEST AND GLOBAL CLIMATE STRIKE 
1255. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Police: 
(1) What is the estimated cost to the Western Australia Police Force of policing the Extinction Rebellion 

protest in the CBD on 11 October 2019? 
(2) What is the estimated cost of policing the Extinction Rebellion protest at Seven West Media on 

7 October 2019? 
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(3) What is the estimated cost of policing the School Strike 4 Climate Australia in the CBD on 20 September 2019? 
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 Police. 
(1)–(3) The Western Australia Police Force responded to the protest action as part of the daily tasking of those 

officers involved. A separate cost centre is not recorded to differentiate the costs associated with these 
specific responses. Details regarding the number of police officers assigned to each event are not publicly 
released, as this would identify operational methodology, which could compromise the effectiveness of 
policing responses at future events of a similar nature. 

KING LEOPOLD RANGES CONSERVATION PARK — RENAMING 
1256. Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to the process initiated by Hon Albert Jacob, MLA, the Barnett government’s Minister for Environment; 
Heritage, to rename the King Leopold Ranges and King Leopold Ranges Conservation Park. 
(1) What is the status of that initiative? 
(2) How far has that initiative progressed? 
(3) Will the initiative be continued by the McGowan government? 
(4) When is the initiative expected to be completed? 
(5) What alternative names are being contemplated? 
The PRESIDENT: Member, that is a very detailed question to ask without notice. I will be interested in the 
Minister for Environment’s response. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
Thanks very much, Madam President, and I appreciate you pointing that out. That is, in fact, a very, very detailed 
question, honourable member. I would expect normally to have such a question placed on notice so I could make 
sure I give him a fulsome answer and a proper answer! Notwithstanding that, honourable member — 
Hon Michael Mischin: That’s okay; just the best you can. I want to get an idea of where it is. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am happy to. 
(1)–(5) Certainly, as the member alluded to, conversations were commenced under the ministerial reign of 

Hon Albert Jacob, MLA, and conversations are continuing. We are in consultation with local Aboriginal 
groups about an appropriate name. It is certainly our intention, as the state government, to change that 
name. I have seen a letter in the last two weeks saying that further consultation is planned. The member 
having asked these questions today, I will make sure that I have answers to the rest of them and provide 
them next week. Certainly, work is continuing and the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and 
Attractions is leading the consultation with local Aboriginal groups. I have received a number of pieces 
of correspondence from the general community on this issue, and I think there is broad support for the 
renaming of the park. As to what the name might be, there are some politics involved in that, but we are 
certainly working with local traditional owner groups—because the park traverses a number of traditional 
lands—on what an appropriate name might be for that park. 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 2474, 2497, 2498 AND 2499 
Papers Tabled 

Papers relating to answers to questions on notice were tabled by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment), 
Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary) and Hon Darren West (Parliamentary Secretary). 

HOSPITALS — REGIONAL — MENTAL HEALTH PRESENTATIONS 
Question without Notice 1195 — Answer Advice 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.09 pm]: I have an answer to 
part (3) of question without notice 1195, asked by Hon Jacqui Boydell on 22 October 2019. 
I seek leave to have the response incorporated into Hansard. 
Leave granted. 
[See page 8316.]  
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: The data provided in the answer is for the reporting period from January to June 2019. 
Numbers fewer than five have been supressed for patient confidentiality. This is consistent with the National Health 
Information Standards and Statistics Committee’s 2015 “Guidelines for the Disclosure of Secondary Use Health 
Information for Statistical Reporting, Research and Analysis”. 
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VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2019 

Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Chair of Committees (Hon Simon O’Brien) in the chair; 
Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Committee was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The honourable member asked a question earlier about Aboriginal health workers. 

Hon Nick Goiran: And navigators. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes, and navigators. If the member does not mind, can I park that issue for today? 
I am still waiting for a response. I have received a text, but it is not a fulsome text. I want to have a fulsome answer 
for the member, so I will provide an answer to that particular point when we next sit. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I am very happy to park that and we can take a look at it the next time the government 
decides to bring the bill on for debate. With regard to these care navigators, whether they be Indigenous or otherwise, 
what regulation will there be around the role of these care navigators? Obviously, this bill is very specific about 
the role of medical practitioners in rolling out voluntary assisted dying or euthanasia and assisted suicide in 
Western Australia, but what type of regulation will be in place around the role of the navigators? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: As the honourable member knows, the bill does not require regulations to be made. 
It has been drafted as a comprehensive piece of legislation to operate as it is. People in the care navigator role will 
be captured by standard professional regulations, depending on the nature of their practice. How they are regulated—
small “r” regulated—will be an operational matter for the state. That will be worked out through the implementation 
process. As I alluded to earlier on, these positions will most likely be undertaken by nurses and could be undertaken 
by social workers in some instances. We alluded earlier on to provisions in the bill about coercion and other such 
stuff, and any person operating in the realms of the legislation would be captured by such proposed sections. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: In the defined terms on page 107 of the bill, which carry over to page 109, there is no 
reference to care navigators or navigators. My concern, therefore, is that these individuals will have quite a bit of 
licence with regard to their activities and interventions. I think the minister prefers the word “assistance”; there 
was some rebuttal by government about the use of the word “intervention”. Apparently, what is going on here is not 
an intervention, but some form of assistance. I see that the defined terms include “registered health practitioner”, 
“nurse practitioner” and “medical practitioner”. We as a Parliament are going to be very strict with those practitioners; 
we are going to insist that they adhere to statutory law. Yet the minister has just indicated that care navigators—
whom I have a serious concern about, because, as I said earlier, I think they are going to be expert steerers—are 
going to be subject to some unspecified standard professional obligations. Has the government given consideration 
to ensuring that care navigators are also captured by the scope of this legislation? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that the people undertaking the role of care navigator would still be 
subject to the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Act and the codes of professional conduct under 
that act. The operational guidelines and policy around these positions will be developed by the Department of 
Health, and they will be published on the website. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister says that in accordance with the advice he has just been given, we can be 
confident because the national law that applies to health practitioners will act as a safety net. That is in effect what 
the minister is saying. I remind the minister that he indicated earlier that the government is giving serious consideration 
to social workers being involved. Are social workers captured by that national law that the minister referred to? 

The CHAIR: Members, noting the time, I shall now report progress to the house. 

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

DEVELOPMENTAL LANGUAGE DISORDER 

Statement 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [5.21 pm]: Tonight I rise to raise awareness of Developmental 
Language Disorder, more commonly known as DLD. Members may or may not be aware that DLD affects 
approximately seven per cent of the population, or one in 14 children. Essentially, a child who is diagnosed with DLD 
has significant difficulty acquiring their own language and communicating with others, and has challenges in 
understanding what other people say. Members would appreciate that this can and does present significant challenges 
and barriers for these children, making it very difficult for them to engage in everyday activities with others and 
to join in conversation with family and friends, and significantly impacts their overall learning. All this can lead 
to feelings of loneliness and exclusion, which obviously can have a significant impact on a child’s overall health 
and wellbeing, as well as their learning outcomes. 
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In recognition of this, what we do know is that the early identification of DLD is critical. Members who have been 
in this place for some time would know that I have on many occasions talked about the importance of both early 
identification and early intervention for issues that surround learning difficulties for children. It is far better to identify 
the challenges that children may face early on in their lives as opposed to later on when they are 14 or 15 years 
old and face far more significant challenges. Although we cannot necessarily change the situation that a child finds 
themselves in, putting in place positive strategies at an early age can have a significant and positive outcome. In that 
regard, with respect to DLD, putting strategies in place through the support of speech and language pathologists, 
specialist teachers and, of course, family members and other support networks can have a significant and positive 
long-term impact on that child’s ability to learn new concepts, which we all know is critically important for that 
child to develop to their fullest potential, as I have just mentioned. 

Western Australia has five language development centres and being a part of those centres is highly sought after. 
Last week I had the pleasure of visiting the North East Metropolitan Language Development Centre in Dianella. 
My East Metropolitan colleagues Hon Samantha Rowe and Hon Alanna Clohesy were also in attendance. There 
was a great fair. Hon Samantha Rowe and I participated in a little bake-off. 

Hon Samantha Rowe: It was a friendly bake-off, but I still won. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will leave it up to Hon Alanna Clohesy to tell us who won that one, but that might 
be a speech for another night! 

The visit occurred on Developmental Language Disorder Awareness Day, which is now recognised on 18 October 
each year. I thank the centre, and I am sure my colleagues would like to do the same, and I thank its highly motivated 
and committed staff who took some time to share with me the issues confronting children with DLD. They also 
told me a little more about the invaluable work they do not only at the centre, but also through the outreach services 
they provide to mainstream schools to help develop teachers’ capacities and interventions to deliver oral language 
instruction for students, most particularly primary school students, with identified language difficulties. 

At the centre, eligible students between kindergarten and year 2 are provided with comprehensive and specific 
programs of support by a multidisciplinary team. They focus on the child’s language and communication abilities, 
and include specific programs on vocabulary, comprehension, phonological awareness and other areas. Ultimately, 
these teams are working to ensure that these children develop positive learning strategies to support their individual 
needs and improve their overall learning outcomes. They also work closely with schools and family members so that, 
ultimately, when the children leave the centre and go into year 3, the transition to mainstream schooling is positive. 

Tonight I thank the staff and students at the North East Metropolitan Language Development Centre for the invitation 
to visit, and congratulate them on the wonderful awareness day they held last week. DLD is not always well 
understood, and we know that sometimes people wrongly assume that a child with a learning difficulty, whether it is 
DLD or some other disorder, is inattentive or poorly behaved, and there is a range of other misconceptions. I have 
always believed, and I am sure that belief would be shared by every member in this house, that those misconceptions 
always need to be challenged and learning difficulties must be better understood across the wider community. 
There is no doubt that, over time, attitudes are changing, but I think most sincerely that awareness-raising activities 
are important to improve people’s overall understanding of learning difficulties and issues faced by children. 
Tonight I want to play a little part in raising awareness in Parliament of this important issue by adding my support 
for those children at the centre and all children who have developmental language disorder, and for those who work 
in this critical area. 

SEX AND/OR GENDER STATUS CHANGE — LAW REFORM COMMISSION REPORT 
Statement 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [5.29 pm]: I rise because I want to express my concerns about 
the slow progress that this government is making to ensure that LGBTIQ people are afforded the same rights as 
the rest of the community. Over the past couple of weeks in this place, I have asked questions about the status of 
two Law Reform Commission projects that I think have the potential to make a significant difference to the lives 
of LGBTIQ people. I am talking about Project 108, which is a review of Western Australia’s legislation in relation 
to the registration or change of a person’s sex and/or gender status relating to sex characteristics, and of course the 
review of the Equal Opportunity Act 1984. On both occasions, I was disappointed to hear that, in essence, there will 
be no actionable change in the foreseeable future. This is particularly concerning in relation to the Project 108 report, 
which was finalised in December last year, so it is getting close to a year ago now. 

As members may remember, in January 2018 the Attorney General asked the Law Reform Commission to review 
and report on issues and inconsistencies in WA’s current legal framework relating to the legal recognition of sex 
and gender. That referral was made in part because the Gender Reassignment Act 2000 had been roundly criticised 
by the High Court of Australia. 

We know that trans, gender diverse and intersex people in WA face a number of administrative challenges when 
different identity documents record conflicting sex and/or gender classifications. This, in turn, has significant and 
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unnecessary impacts on a person’s life and wellbeing. The Law Reform Commission was given 11 months to 
undertake what ended up being quite a substantial body of work. To its credit, it delivered a high-quality report 
after extensive consultation with the community. The same cannot be said of the government. Ten months have 
passed since the report was tabled, but the Attorney General has advised that the government is still considering 
the recommendations made in the report and that he is not able to place a time frame on the completion of that 
work. If the government is taking this long to put together even a basic response to the recommendations, I despair 
at how long it will take before any bill comes before Parliament. I hold similar concerns about the review of the 
Equal Opportunity Act. In October 2018, two months before the release of the Law Reform Commission’s report 
on Project 108, the Attorney General announced that the state government would be undertaking a review of the 
Equal Opportunity Act. In response to my question last week about the time frame for the review, the Attorney General 
advised that the Law Reform Commission’s final report will not be available until 30 June 2021, after the entire 
fortieth Parliament has ended. 

One section of the act that I have been particularly concerned about is section 73, which provides an exemption for 
religious schools that, amongst other attributes, allows them to discriminate against staff who are lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender, intersex and/or queer. Although I wholeheartedly welcomed the announcement of the review 
at the time, because it is important that we also have a comprehensive review of that act, I also expressed concern 
about how long those review processes could potentially take. I suggested that we could still look at some sort of 
interim amendment, just as we did, for example, with the breastfeeding legislation. The Attorney General’s recent 
advice to this place apparently has confirmed that my concerns about the time frames were completely right, which 
fuels my calls for us to act now and simply remove and replace section 73, and not wait for the broader outcome 
of the review. 

Realistically, as the experience of Project 108 demonstrates, it will be years before we see any amended legislation 
before this Parliament. Obviously, it will not even be contemplated that it will occur within this term of Parliament. 
I think it is bad enough that people from the LGBTIQ community have faced discrimination to date, but it is 
indefensible that they will continue to be subject to what is effectively becoming state-sanctioned discrimination 
for years to come simply because the government and, more accurately, the Attorney General are not seeking to 
prioritise reforms to ensure that the LGBTIQ community is able to enjoy the same rights as the rest of the community. 

House adjourned at 5.33 pm 

__________ 



 

 

HOSPITALS — REGIONAL — MENTAL HEALTH PRESENTATIONS 
Question without Notice 1195 — Answer Advice 

Incorporation by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary). See page 8312. 
WA Country Health Service mental health patient transfers in the Mining and Pastoral region in 2019 involving the services of the RFDS 

ICD_CHAPTER Mental and behavioural disorders F00–F99 

DEP_MONTH January – June 2019 

  Destination Hospital 

Source Hospital Kalgoorlie 
Regional 
Hospital 

Broome 
Hospital 

Geraldton 
Regional 
Hospital 

Royal 
Darwin 
Hospital 

Armadale–
Kelmscott 
Hospital 

Bentley 
Hospital 

Fiona 
Stanley 
Hospital 

Graylands 
Hospital 

Perth 
Children's 
Hospital 

Rockingham 
Hospital 

Royal 
Perth 
Hospital 

Bunbury 
Regional 
Hospital 

Sir Charles 
Gairdner 
Hospital 

St John of 
God 
Midland 

St John of 
God 
Mount 
Lawley 

Broome Hospital                     <5       <5 

Carnarvon 
Regional Hospital 

    <5         <5 <5     <5 6     

Derby Regional 
Hospital 

  <5                 <5         

Fitzroy Crossing 
Hospital 

  <5                           

Halls Creek 
District Hospital 

  <5             <5             

Hedland Health 
Campus 

  9                 <5     <5   

Kalgoorlie 
Regional Hospital 

          <5 10 <5 <5 <5 <5         

Karratha Health 
Campus 

  6     <5       <5   <5         

Kununurra 
District Hospital 

  6   <5                       

Laverton District 
Hospital 

<5                             

Leonora District 
Hospital 

<5                             

Meekatharra 
District Hospital 

              <5         <5     

Newman District 
Hospital 

  <5                 <5         

Onslow Hospital    <5                           

Tom Price 
Hospital 

                    <5         

Source: RFDS Quarterly dataset 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — FLIGHT EXPENSES 

2434. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Deputy Premier; Minister 
for Health; Mental Health: 

For each agency, department or government trading entity under the Minister’s control and for each of the 2017–18 
and 2018–19 financial years, I ask: 

(a) in each financial year mentioned above, please identify the amount of money expended on regular 
passenger transport flights: 

(i) intrastate; 

(ii) interstate; and 

(iii) international; and 

(b) in each financial year mentioned above, please identify the amount of money expended on charter flights: 

(i) intrastate; 

(ii) interstate; and 

(iii) international? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 

I am advised: 

(a) (i) 

Area 2017–18 (Exc GST) 2018–19 (Exc GST) 

Department of Health $158,443 $175,689 

Child and Adolescent Health Service $100,403 $99,768 

Health Support Services $8,216.91 $28,428.30 

East Metropolitan Health Service $23,692.67 $17,598.75 

South Metropolitan Health Service $12,956 $7,692 

PathWest $187,048.01 $190,838.93 

North Metropolitan Health Service $99,805 $89,057 

WA Country Health Service $8,114,316.39 $9,351,272.79 

Mental Health Commission $61,128.32 $76,337.96 

Health & Disability Services 
Complaints Office 

Nil Nil 

Healthway $894.54 $485.86 

Animal Resources Authority Nil Nil 

(ii) 

Area 2017–18 (Inc GST) 2018–19 (Inc GST) 

Department of Health $271,685.89 $289,748.16 

Child and Adolescent Health Service $48,045.47 $38,055.42 

Health Support Services $27,973.89 $20,228.08 

East Metropolitan Health Service $47,612.90 $49,411.02 

South Metropolitan Health Service $38,619.07 $58,180.20 

PathWest $37,867.71 $41,243.24 
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North Metropolitan Health Service $89,896.58 $124,084.08 

WA Country Health Service $875,632.69 $357,644.10 

Mental Health Commission $41,771.57 (Exc GST) $35,892.31 (Exc GST) 

Health & Disability Services 
Complaints Office 

$5,711.25 $8,509.80 

Healthway $4056.65 Nil 

Animal Resources Authority $7,011.32 $3,566.52 

(iii) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in Parliament. 

(b) (i) 

Area 2017–18 (Exc GST) 2018–19 (Exc GST) 

Department of Health Nil $8,400.00 

Child and Adolescent Health Service Nil Nil 

Health Support Services Nil Nil 

East Metropolitan Health Service Nil Nil 

South Metropolitan Health Service Nil Nil 

PathWest Nil Nil 

North Metropolitan Health Service $2,486.00 Nil 

WA Country Health Service $1,342,731.23 $1,756,757.64 

Mental Health Commission Nil Nil 

Health & Disability Services 
Complaints Office 

Nil Nil 

Healthway Nil Nil 

Animal Resources Authority Nil Nil 

(ii) 

Area 2017–18 (Exc GST) 2018–19 (Exc GST) 

Department of Health Nil Nil 

Child and Adolescent Health Service Nil Nil 

Health Support Services Nil Nil 

East Metropolitan Health Service Nil Nil 

South Metropolitan Health Service Nil Nil 

PathWest Nil Nil 

North Metropolitan Health Service Nil Nil 

WA Country Health Service Nil $100,485.00 

Mental Health Commission Nil Nil 

Health & Disability Services 
Complaints Office 

Nil Nil 

Healthway Nil Nil 

Animal Resources Authority Nil Nil 

(iii) Nil. 

Note – The figures from WACHS also includes all patient travel from the Kimberley region as their data 
systems are unable to separate this out. WACHS Kimberley also has a higher than average number of 
patient travel interstate due to proximity to Darwin. 
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MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — FLIGHT EXPENSES 

2451. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; 
Innovation and ICT; Science: 

For each agency, department or government trading entity under the Minister’s control and for each of the 2017–18 
and 2018–19 financial years, I ask: 
(a) in each financial year mentioned above, please identify the amount of money expended on regular 

passenger transport flights: 
(i) intrastate; 
(ii) interstate; and 
(iii) international; and 

(b) in each financial year mentioned above, please identify the amount of money expended on charter flights: 
(i) intrastate; 
(ii) interstate; and 
(iii) international? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
Aqwest 
(a) (i) Nil. 

(ii) 2017–18  $5 495.94 
2018–19  $9 160.93 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 
(b) (i)–(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 
Busselton Water 
(a) (i) Nil. 

(ii) 2017–18  $4 256.68 
2018–19  $6 524.50 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 
(b) (i)–(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 
ChemCentre 
(a) (i) 2017–18  $130 

2018–19  $3 054 
(ii) 2017–18  $61 718 

2018–19  $62 404 
(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

(b) (i)–(ii) Nil. 
(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 
Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2438. 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 
(a) (i) 2017–2018 $165 577 

2018–2019 $243 629 
(ii) 2017–2018 $54 454 

2018–2019 $90 586 
(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 
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(b) (i) 2017–2018 $53 040 

2018–2019 $55 934 

(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

Forest Products Commission 

(a) (i) 2017–18  $38 768.96 

2018–19  $25 986.57 

(ii) 2017–18  $60 597.97 

2018–19  $20 972.30 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

(b) (i)–(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

Office of the former Government Chief Information Officer 

(a) (i) Nil. 

(ii) $4 376.42 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

(b) (i)–(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

Office of Digital Government 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2432. 

Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation 

Please refer to Legislative Council Question on Notice 2432. 

Water Corporation 

The Water Corporation’s total spend on flights is comparatively lower than that spent under the former Liberal 
National government. 

(a) (i) 2017–2018 $1 815 045 

2018–2019 $2 219 111 

(ii) 2017–2018 $278 754 

2018–2019 $347 983 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

(b) (i) 2017–2018 $15 860 

2018–2019 $9 342 

(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to Quarterly Travel Report tabled in Parliament. 

CORRECTIVE SERVICES — ADULT OFFENDERS — DRUG OFFENCES 

2468. Hon Martin Aldridge to the Leader of the House representing the Attorney General: 

For 2017–18 and 2018–19, what number of adult offenders were convicted as a result of an offence or offences 
involving drug use, possession and or dealing in regional Western Australia for: 

(a) methamphetamine; 

(b) cannabis; 

(c) ecstasy; 

(d) a combination of two of these types of drugs; and 

(e) a combination of three or more of these types of drugs? 
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Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
Number of adult offenders convicted in 2017–18 and 2018–19 for one or more offences contained in section 6 of 
the Misuse of Drugs Act 1981, where the charge was lodged in a court in regional Western Australia: 
(a) 2017–18: 878, 2018–19: 949 
(b) 2017–18: 2231, 2018–19: 2166 
(c) 2017–18: 116, 2018–19 117 
(d) 2017–18: 351, 2018–19: 258 
(e) 2017–18: 20, 2018–19: 23 
Note: Section 6 of the Act does not specify the type of drug. WA Police offence descriptions can allow for the 
categorisation of specific drugs, but this information is not always available. As such, this information should be 
considered an estimate. 

HEALTH — REGIONAL HOSPITALS — EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT PRESENTATIONS 
2474. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to data collected for regional public hospital emergency departments over the past twelve months, and I ask: 
(a) what is the average number of: 

(i) daily presentations to public hospital emergency departments by hour, expressed as a percentage 
of daily presentations; and 

(ii) weekly presentations to public hospital emergency departments by day, expressed as 
a percentage of weekly presentations? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
(a) (i)–(ii) [See tabled paper no 3323.] 

HEALTH — SILVER CHAIN 
2476. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to remote area nursing posts operated by Silver Chain on behalf of the State Government, and I ask: 
(a) what is the location and hours of operation for each site; 
(b) what is the annual cost of the contract to operate the sites and where possible the site specific costs; 
(c) for each site in 2017–18 and 2018–19, will the Minister please identify: 

(i) the number of presentations to the site; and 
(ii) a breakdown of presentation by ATS score; and 

(d) what medical services are provided at each site? 
Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
I am advised: 
(a) Locations and Operating Hours for Remote Area Nursing Posts (RANP) 

Silver Chain RANP – Days of Operation 
Centre Days of the week Service Hrs 
Abrolhos Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

Seasonal opening x 12 weeks per year 
Beacon Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

Seasonal closure x 2 weeks Xmas and New Year 
Bencubbin Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
Brookton Mon Tues Thurs Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
Eneabba Mon to Weds 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

Seasonal Closure x 4 week Jan 
Eucla Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
Hyden Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
Lancelin Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
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Leeman Mon to Fri –week 1 
Mon to Thurs – week 2 

0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

Mingenew Mon to Fri –week 1 
Mon to Thurs – week 2 

0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

Shark Bay Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 
Walpole Mon to Fri 0900 –1630 Closed x 30 mins for lunch 

(b) The Annual Funding Allocation for RANPs. 

Silver Chain RANP – 2019–20 Indicative Funding (inc GST) 
Abrolhos $82,918.65 
Beacon $335,225.33 
Bencubbin $355,362.74 
Brookton $355,362.74 
Eneabba $256,452.79 
Eucla $560,288.63 
Hyden $353,993.70 
Lancelin $473,816.99 
Leeman $354,770.76 
Mingenew $380,238.23 
Shark Bay $1,175,066.30 
Walpole $517,644.79 

Note: The total funding for this service provision is managed by the Service provider with discretion to 
meet seasonal variation and demand for services for Remote Area Nursing Posts (RANP) and Country 
Chronic Disease Management Clinics (CDMC). Site specific costs (i.e. Silver Chain running costs, wages 
etc) are not available as they include commercially in confidence information of the operator. 

(c) (i) The number of presentations to the site (ii) a breakdown of presentation by ATS score 

Location and ATS Score (T1–T5) 2017–18 2018–19 
Abrolhos 
T1 0 2 
T2 1 0 
T3 6 11 
T4 4 17 
T5 6 5 

Beacon 
T1 1 0 
T2 7 5 
T3 73 25 
T4 132 140 
T5 104 64 

Bencubbin 
T1 0 0 
T2 7 14 
T3 78 69 
T4 353 234 
T5 90 114 
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Brookton 

T1 0 0 

T2 6 4 

T3 34 15 

T4 41 26 

T5 152 119 

Eneabba 

T1 0 1 

T2 4 3 

T3 22 20 

T4 24 27 

T5 161 115 

Leeman 

T1 4 5 

T2 15 14 

T3 118 142 

T4 73 87 

T5 474 613 

Lancelin 

T1 7 10 

T2 67 51 

T3 331 443 

T4 311 310 

T5 400 462 

Mingenew 

T1 1 1 

T2 5 7 

T3 15 19 

T4 123 102 

T5 227 157 

Eucla 

T1 3 0 

T2 18 13 

T3 44 32 

T4 55 55 

T5 128 45 

Hyden 

T1 3 3 

T2 7 11 

T3 19 41 

T4 34 90 

T5 557 211 



8324 [COUNCIL — Thursday, 24 October 2019] 

 

Shark Bay 

T1 3 9 

T2 79 89 

T3 274 418 

T4 563 423 

T5 330 477 

Walpole 

T1 2 1 

T2 10 7 

T3 48 40 

T4 56 54 

T5 536 454 

(d) Medical services at each site: 

Centre  Non 
urgent 
and non-
emergency 

Emergency/ 
variable  

Maternal 
and 
Child 
Health  

School 
Health  

Chronic 
Disease 
Management  

Disease 
Control  

Primary 
Health  

Abrolhos Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Beacon Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Bencubbin Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Brookton Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Eneabba Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Eucla Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Hyden Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Lancelin Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Leeman Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Mingenew Yes No No No Yes Yes Yes 

Shark Bay Yes Yes No No Yes Yes Yes 

Walpole Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes 

HEALTH — TOODYAY, CHITTERING AND GINGIN 

2478. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to State funded health care services in the Shire of Toodyay, Chittering and Gingin, and I ask: 

(a) please identify each service available in each area and the relevant service provider; 

(b) who is responsible for post-acute care for the first 14 days from discharge, identifying differences 
between public and private patients; 

(c) who is responsible for post-acute care after 14 days post discharge, identifying differences between public 
and private patients; 

(d) with respect to (b) is there a difference between public patients discharged from a public hospital versus 
a private patient discharged from a public hospital and, if so, what is the difference in funding and 
treatment for post-acute care; 

(e) does the State funded Silver Chain palliative care service extend to any area within the Shires of Toodyay, 
Gingin or Chittering; and 

(f) what arrangements are in place to manage the transfer and transition of patients between the WA Country 
Health Service and the metropolitan health services to ensure continuity of care and minimise service 
disruption? 
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Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
(a) See table below: 

Service WA Country Health Service 
Shire of Toodyay Shire of Chittering Shire of Gingin 

(including Lancelin 
Health Centre) 

Community Nursing 
(Child Health, School 
Health, Immunisation) 

Yes Yes Yes 

Occupational Therapy Yes Yes Yes 

Speech Pathology Yes Yes Yes 

Social Work 
 

Yes Yes 

Dietetics 
 

Yes Yes 

Health Promotion Yes Yes Yes 

Aboriginal Health Yes Yes Yes 

Physiotherapy 
 

Physiotherapy services 
scheduled to 
commence early 
November 2019. 

Yes 

Silver Chain provides the following services in the Shires of Toodyay, Chittering & Gingin: 
Complex Nursing Program. 
Commonwealth Home Support Program. 
Home and Community Care Program (program closed to new referrals) is currently being phased 
out with clients referred to the National Disability Insurance Scheme for assessment of eligibility. 
Nursing Service is available Monday to Friday. Nursing services provided include: 

Simple to complex wound care. 
Stoma care. 
Catheter care. 
Support and management of clients with Diabetes. 
Continence Advice. 
Chronic Disease Management. 
Assessment of risk of fall. 
Assessment of risk of pressure injuries. 
Other nursing needs based on clinical requirements. 

The above Silver Chain services are provided in the following suburbs/postcodes in the Shires of Chittering, 
Toodyay and Gingin. 

Shire Suburb Post Code 
Shire of Chittering Bindoon 6502 

Mooliabeenee 6504 

Muchea 6501 

Shire of Toodyay Bejoording 6566 

Julimar 6567 

Moondyne 6567 

Morangup 6083 

Coondle 6566 

Culham 6566 
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Dewars Pool 6567 

Dumbarton 6566 

Hoddys Well 6566 

Nunile 6566 

Toodyay 6566 

Shire of Gingin Bambun 6503 

Beermullah 6503 

Breera 6503 

Lancelin 6044 

Lennard Brook 6503 

Coonabidge 6503 

Gingin 6503 

Muckenburra 6503 

Additionally, Silver Chain provides the following services specifically at the Lancelin Health Service: 
General Health Assessments. 
Chronic Disease Management. 
Treatment for illness and injury. 
Nurse Led emergency service. 

(b) Silverchain provides Post-acute services for the first 14 days after discharge on a fee for service basis. 
(c) Silver Chain accepts referrals for complex nursing services post 14 days discharge from hospital. 
(d) No. 
(e) Some areas within the Shire of Chittering, which border the metropolitan area, are covered. Silver Chain 

is not contracted to deliver this service in the Shire of Toodyay or Gingin. 
(f) WACHS Link is a service to support planned patient transfers from metropolitan hospitals to WACHS 

hospitals. The WACHS Link Patient Flow Coordinator assists with planned transfers. WACHS utilises 
a standard clinical handover when clients are transferred between metropolitan hospitals and WACHS sites. 

HEALTH — AMBULANCE RAMPING 

2492. Hon Martin Aldridge to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2346 regarding regional ambulance ramping data, and I ask: 
(a) is ramping data collected and retained by St John Ambulance; 
(b) what role do public hospitals in Western Australia play in the ramping of ambulances by refusing to admit 

patients to the emergency department; 
(c) whether the contract between the State and St John Ambulance requires the provision of data or not, will 

the Minister commit to requesting and publishing such data from St John Ambulance in the same way 
that metropolitan hospital ramping is published daily; and 

(d) with respect to metropolitan data which is published daily, who provides this data to the Department of 
Health and how does this differ from regional data? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied: 
I am advised: 
(a) Yes. 
(b) Public hospitals do not refuse treatment to any patient who arrives in the Emergency Department 

regardless of their mode of arrival. 
(c) The current contract between the State and St John Ambulance does not require the provision of regional 

data. However, the Department of Health is currently working with St John Ambulance (SJA) to 
determine if this can be provided in future. 

(d) Metropolitan data is provided by SJA. The provision of data related to ambulance ramping at regional 
hospitals is currently not available to the Department of Health. 
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WESTERN POWER — ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION STANDARD AS/NZS 3000:2018 —  
WIRING RULES 

2493. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2362, and I ask, what aspects of Western Power’s operations as 
a network operator do not comply with AS/NZS 3000:2018? 
Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
The primary application of “AS/NZS 3000/2018: Electrical Installations” (more commonly referred to as the 
“Wiring Rules”) is in relation to electrical installations belonging to electrical consumers*. 
The Wiring Rules contain various requirements relating to a variety of electrical installations such as switchboards, 
lifts, swimming pools, cooking equipment, floor heating etc. Licensed electrical contractors are required to comply 
with the Wiring Rules when carrying out electrical work pursuant to regulation 49(1) of the Electricity (Licensing) 
Regulations 1991 (WA). 
The Wiring Rules apply to electrical contractors engaged by Western Power to perform electrical work at its’ sites 
(e.g. office buildings and depots). Western Power is not aware of any instances where it’s electrical contractors 
have not been compliant with the Wiring Rules in respect to these works. 
This means that all assets of Western Power that are required to comply with AS/NZS 3000/2018 do comply. 
* Installations belonging to electrical consumers include private power poles. 
(http://www.commerce.wa.gov.au/building-and-energy/private-power-poles-and-lines-are-your-responsibility) 

ENERGY — ELECTRICITY (LICENSING) REGULATIONS 
2494. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Commerce: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2363 regarding the Electricity (Licensing) Regulations 1991, and 
I ask: 
(a) what are the exceptions or exemptions to not comply with the regulations; and 
(b) if the breach is a result of an action by the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety, who 

investigates the breach? 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
(a) The Electricity (Licensing) Regulations 1991 (WA) deal with the licensing of electricians and electrical 

contractors. Regulation 19(2) sets out the types of electrical work that are exempt from a licence. 
(b) All investigations of breaches of the Electricity (Licensing) Regulations 1991 (WA) are undertaken by 

the Director of Energy Safety, an independent statutory position, created under the Energy Coordination 
Act 1994 (WA). This would include any alleged breach by an officer the Department of Mines, Industry 
Regulation and Safety. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT — REGIONAL TRAINEESHIPS 
2495. Hon Martin Aldridge to the Minister for Regional Development; Agriculture and Food; Ports; 

Minister Assisting the Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2354, regarding the Regional Traineeship Program, and I ask: 
(a) please provide a full breakdown of the $2 million by funding recipient and other expenditure if applicable; 
(b) were any of the applicants not successful in their application; and 
(c) if yes to (b): 

(i) which applicants were not successful; and 
(ii) on what grounds was each not successful? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
(a) The Regional Traineeship Program (RTP) was launched on 23 January 2019. Disbursement under the 

RTP for the 2018/2019 financial year resulted in 55 successful recipients at $30,000 per traineeship, for 
a total of $1,650,000. See table 1 for RTP by funding recipient. 
The previous traineeship program, the Western Australian Community Resource Centre Network 
(WACRN) traineeship program, closed on 19 September 2018. For the 2018/2019 financial year, Grant 
funds were also disbursed under the WACRN program. Some of the $2 million was utilised for the 
WACRN program before full transition to the RTP. 
For the 2019/2020 financial year, the full $2 million is available for the RTP. 
No administrative costs are attached to this funding budget. 
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Table 1 Regional Traineeship Grant – Successful Organisations grant allocations 
Organisation $ Organisation $ 
Augusta Community 
Resource Centre (CRC) 

30,000 Koorda CRC 30,000 

Bencubbin CRC 30,000 Kulin CRC 30,000 
Beverley CRC 30,000 Laverton CRC 30,000 
Bidyadanga CRC 30,000 Moora CRC 30,000 
Boddington CRC 30,000 Mukinbudin CRC 30,000 
Boyup Brook CRC 30,000 Mullewa CRC 30,000 
Bremer Bay CRC 30,000 Nannup CRC 30,000 
Bridgetown CRC 30,000 Narrogin Shire 30,000 
Bruce Rock CRC 30,000 Pingelly CRC 30,000 
Capel Shire 30,000 Pingrup CRC 30,000 
Carnamah Shire of 30,000 Pinjarra CRC 30,000 
Chapman Valley Shire of 30,000 Southern Cross CRC 30,000 
Collie Shire 30,000 Three Springs Shire 30,000 
Coorow CRC 30,000 Tom Price CRC 30,000 
Corrigin CRC 30,000 Wagin CRC 30,000 
Cuballing Shire 30,000 Walpole CRC 30,000 
Cue CRC 30,000 Wandering CRC 30,000 
Cunderdin CRC 30,000 Waroona CRC 30,000 
Denmark CRC 30,000 Wellstead CRC 30,000 
Dongara CRC 30,000 West Arthur CRC 30,000 
Dowerin CRC 30,000 Williams CRC 30,000 
Dumbleyung CRC 30,000 Wongan Hills CRC 30,000 
Esperance Shire 30,000 Woodanilling Shire 30,000 
Exmouth Shire 30,000 Wyalkatchem CRC 30,000 
Gingin CRC 30,000 Yarloop CRC 30,000 
Katanning Hub CRC 30,000 Yongergnow–Ongerup CRC 30,000 
Kellerberrin CRC 30,000 York CRC 30,000 
Kondinin CRC 30,000 

 

(b)–(c) Yes. As a result of the competitive funding round, seven applicants were not successful. Three of the 
applicants were not successful due to the funding available for the 2018–19 round being exhausted. The 
remaining four applicants were not successful due to shortcomings in the applications, including that the 
application did not link the type of traineeship to the needs of the community, contained little or no 
content, did not demonstrate how the trainee would be developed and mentored, or did not demonstrate 
how the traineeship would provide a robust experience. 

ROAD SAFETY COMMISSION — “REPORT ON CONSULTANTS ENGAGED BY GOVERNMENT” — 
REGIONAL AND REMOTE ACTION PLAN 

2497. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Police; Road Safety: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2388 and my request for the Minister to table the “Regional and 
Remote Action Plan”, and I ask: 
(a) why wasn’t the Minister able to access the above mentioned report in the 34 days between question on 

notice 2388 being asked on 15 August 2019 and it being answered by the Minister on 18 September 2019; 
(b) on what date did the Minister or her office first receive a copy of the report; 
(c) will the Minister now table the report; and 
(d) if no to (c), when will the Minister satisfy her obligations with respect to section 82 of the Financial 

Management Act 2006? 
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Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
(a) A working draft of this report was prepared by the Australian Road Research Board (ARRB) for the Road 

Safety Commission. 
(b) I received a copy of the report on 24 September 2019. 
(c) [See tabled paper no 3321.] 
(d) N/A. 

HOUSING — CARNARVON, KARRATHA, NEWMAN, TOM PRICE AND PORT HEDLAND 

2498. Hon Jacqui Boydell to the minister representing the Minister for Housing: 
I refer to the towns of Carnarvon, Karratha, Newman Tom Price and Port Hedland, and I ask: 
(a) will the Minister detail any new houses built or purchased by the department in these towns in the last 

five years; 
(b) please provide details of any houses planned to be built or purchased by the department in the next 

two years; 
(c) will the Minister provide a detailed list of maintenance requests lodged in the last 3 years and outline any 

spending that occurred in relation to each request; and 
(d) will the Minister outline the estimated budget allocation for maintenance of houses owned and/or 

managed by the Department of Housing in each town for the 2019–20 and 2020–2021 financial years? 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
(a) In the financial years 2014–15 to 2018–19, the Department of Communities completed construction of 

107 properties in Carnarvon, Karratha, Newman, Tom Price and Port Hedland. 
Carnarvon – 23 
Karratha – 4 
Newman – 10 
Port Hedland – 70 
Tom Price – Nil. 

In the same period, the Department of Communities purchased four properties in Karratha and four in 
Port Hedland. 

(b) In the financial years 2019–20 to 2020–21, the Department of Communities plans to complete 
construction of one property in Karratha for community housing and plans to purchase one property in 
Port Hedland for public housing. 

(c) [See tabled paper no 3322.] 
(d) The Department of Communities’ public housing and Government Regional Officer Housing (GROH) 

maintenance budget is allocated by region. 
The estimated 2019–20 maintenance budget allocation for the Pilbara region, which includes the towns 
of Karratha, Newman, Tom Price and Port Hedland, is $10,621,284 for public housing and $3,641,378 
for GROH. 
The estimated 2019–20 maintenance budget allocation for the Midwest region, which includes the town 
of Carnarvon is $12,129,396 for public housing and $2,315,845 for GROH. 
The Department of Communities will be reviewing the public housing and GROH maintenance budgets 
for the 2020–21 financial year in early 2020. 
The Community Housing Maintenance budget is not allocated by town or region but allocated by program 
type. The estimated Community Housing Maintenance budget for 2019–2020 is $2,130,500 and for 
2020–2021 is $2,171,390. 

TOURISM WESTERN AUSTRALIA — EVENT SPONSORSHIP 

2499. Hon Colin Holt to the minister representing the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer to Tourism WA event sponsorship, and I ask: 
(a) please list the events that received funding and the amount each event receive for each of the following years: 

(i) 2017–18; and 
(ii) 2018–19; 
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(b) what events will received funding for the 2019–20 and how much will each event receive; and 

(c) please indicate for 2017–18, 2018–19, 2019–20, which of these events have been allocated funding and 
how much funding from Royalties for Regions? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
(a)–(c) [See tabled paper no 3324] for all contracted events funded in 2017–18, 2018–19 and 2019–20. I am 

unable to disclose the funding amount for some events (identified simply as ‘Funded’) because the major 
events industry is highly competitive and Western Australia competes with interstate and international 
destinations to secure them. Confidentiality of negotiations, contract terms and funding amounts is critical 
in order to maintain the Government’s ability to negotiate the best outcome for the State on future events. 
Accordingly, I will notify the Auditor General’s office and both houses of Parliament that part of the 
questions will not be answered as per Section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006. 

DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT —  
“STUDY ON IMPROVEMENTS IN WA AGRICULTURE DIGITAL CONNECTIVITY INFRASTRUCTURE” 

2500. Hon Martin Aldridge to the Minister for Regional Development; Agriculture and Food; Ports; 
Minister Assisting the Minister for State Development, Jobs and Trade: 

I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2187 and the copy of the report which the Minister tabled in 
relation to digital connectivity in agriculture with commercially sensitive material redacted and I ask, when does 
the Minister intend to satisfy her obligations under Section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006 in relation 
to the redacted information? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan replied: 
I have satisfied my obligations under Section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006. Correspondence was sent 
to the Auditor General on 7 October 2019. As the Parliament was in recess at that time, the statement provided to 
the Parliament was tabled on 15 October 2019. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION — GOVERNMENT BUILDING TRAINING POLICY REVIEW 

2501. Hon Martin Aldridge to the Minister for Education and Training: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 2188 and the Minister’s refusal to table a copy of the Review of 
the Government Building Training Policy and I ask, when does the Minister intend to satisfy her obligations under 
Section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied: 
The Section 82 notice was tabled on 23 October 2019. 

ENERGY — STANDALONE POWER SYSTEM 

2502. Hon Martin Aldridge to the minister representing the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to Legislative Council question on notice 1893 in relation to standalone power systems and the Minister’s 
decision to refuse to provide the cost of 57 SPS units, and I ask, when does the Minister intend to satisfy his 
obligations under Section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006? 

Hon Stephen Dawson replied: 
As indicated in my previous answer, and as was detailed in the original media release, the value of the contract 
was $8.8 million. 

__________ 
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