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THE SPEAKER (Mrs M.H. Roberts) took the chair at 2.00 pm, acknowledged country and read prayers.
EXPERIENCE KALBARRI AT HALF PRICE
Statement by Minister for Tourism
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Tourism) [2.03 pm]: I am very pleased to share exciting
news about the Experience Kalbarri at Half Price promotion that I informed the house about last month. This
initiative, funded by the McGowan government through Tourism Western Australia, subsidised the cost of tours,
experiences and boat hire across the region, up to a total value of $50 000. I am pleased to say that it was so popular,
it sold out in one week.
More than 900 people made the most of their Kalbarri holidays by taking advantage of the half-price promotion
and supporting tourism operators that were impacted by cyclone Seroja. The 12 participating tour operators all
received significant take-up, including over $17 000 worth of bookings for Kalbarri Scenic Flights and close to
$7 000 for Kalbarri Rock Lobster Tours and Charter. Other activities consumers booked included fishing tours,
horseriding, quad biking and abseiling. Many of Kalbarri’s smaller tour operators were experiencing very low
bookings in the lead-up to the promotion, which was launched on Wednesday, 18 August. Consumer feedback during
the promotion indicates that when many travellers heard about the Experience Kalbarri at Half Price promotion,
they decided to extend their holiday by a few extra nights and book several tours. This had a snowball effect for
the town and the region, above and beyond the $50 000 investment.
The Experience Kalbarri at Half Price promotion was one of several initiatives to support the post-cyclone recovery
for tourism operators in the Kalbarri region. Other initiatives include $220 000 for Australia’s Coral Coast regional
tourism organisation to market Kalbarri and surrounds; $250 000 to the Mid West Development Commission to support
the redevelopment of public tourism infrastructure in Kalbarri; the Minister for Environment waiving commercial
operation licences and park entry fees for this financial year for tourism operators operating within Kalbarri National
Park; and the appointment of a Tourism WA project officer in Geraldton—her name is Nicole Nelson.
I would like to thank the teams at Tourism Western Australia and Australia’s Coral Coast and, especially, the staff
at the Kalbarri Visitor Centre, who worked tirelessly during the week of the promotion, serving 2 138 visitors in the
centre. This promotion has given more than 900 people a taste of what Kalbarri has to offer and I encourage Western
Australians to continue to explore and support this magnificent region, and other regions of Western Australia.
I am very proud of this initiative and the immediate impact it has provided to Kalbarri post–cyclone Seroja.
DISTINGUISHED VISITORS —
ST MARY’S ANGLICAN GIRLS’ SCHOOL AND PADDI CREEVEY
Statement by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mrs M.H. Roberts) [2.05 pm]: I see we are now being joined by students from St Mary’s
Anglican Girls’ School. The member for Scarborough asked me to acknowledge their presence in the public gallery.
I also acknowledge Paddi Creevey, OAM, who I believe is also here in the public gallery, on behalf of the members
for Dawesville, Mandurah and Murray–Wellington. Paddi, thank you very much for your extensive commitment
and dedication to the Peel region, which I know has been recognised in many forums.
REGIONAL ROADWORKS SIGNAGE REVIEW
Statement by Minister for Transport
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [2.06 pm]: I rise to update the house on the regional
roadworks signage review. Last week, the state government received the final recommendation report into temporary
road signage following a comprehensive review across regional Western Australia. The final report looks at ways
to improve the use of temporary roadworks and traffic signage in regional areas. This review was launched late
last year following extensive feedback from our regional communities.
The independent review was undertaken by a reference group headed by Dennis O’Reilly from the Department of
Transport, and made up of key industry stakeholders, including representatives from the Western Australian divisions
of the Traffic Management Association of Australia, Engineers Australia and the Institute of Public Works
Engineering Australasia; WorkSafe Western Australia; the RAC; the Western Roads Federation; the Livestock and
Rural Transporter Association of Western Australia; the Civil Contractors Federation; the Western Australian Local
Government Association; the Western Australia Police Force; the Transport Workers’ Union of Australia; and the
Road Safety Commission.
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Community members provided input at a series of information sessions held between April and July this year in
different towns across regional Western Australia, where they outlined their experiences with roadwork signage.
More than 350 survey responses were also received on the My Say Transport online portal. The final recommendation
report was shaped by the community consultation findings and a technical report prepared by the Australian Road
Research Board.
I want to thank everyone who participated and all our industry stakeholders for their roles in shaping this review.
The state government will now take the time to review the report and its findings before providing its response.
I table a copy of the report here in Parliament for the information of members.
[See paper 461.]
TOKYO PARALYMPIC GAMES — WESTERN AUSTRALIAN REPRESENTATION
Statement by Minister for Sport and Recreation
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale — Minister for Sport and Recreation) [2.08 pm]: Australia finished competition at
the Tokyo Paralympics this week, taking home 80 medals, with Western Australians winning eight of those. In
a perfect start to the games, Australia won the first two gold medals.
As Minister for Sport and Recreation, I take this opportunity to highlight Western Australia’s achievements and
acknowledge our Western Australian athletes for their performances and representation of our country on the world
stage. Western Australia recorded its equal highest representation on the Australian Paralympic team, with 24 athletes
selected to represent our country. Athletes competed in 10 sports in Tokyo, including athletics, badminton, boccia,
equestrian, judo, paratriathlon, shooting, swimming, wheelchair basketball and wheelchair rugby.
Western Australia has a proud history in wheelchair basketball, which continued with the Western Australian
Institute of Sport’s first dedicated Paralympic sport program delivering a record nine athletes across the men’s
and women’s teams.
At his fifth Olympic Games, WA athlete Shaun Norris captained the Rollers, scoring 23 points, with the team
finishing fifth on the ladder. Delivering the first gold medal of the games on opening night was Western Australian
Ben Popham in the 100-metre freestyle S8. Ben also took home another gold in the 4 x 100-metre freestyle relay and
a silver in the 4 x 100-metre medley relay. Western Australian Madison de Rozario had a strong performance at her
fourth games, taking out the gold in the 800-metre T52, marking Australia’s first win on the track at the Paralympics.
Then, in a history making performance, Madison was the first Australian woman to win a Paralympic Games
marathon in the women’s T54 classification, with a remarkable sprint finish after a gruelling 42-kilometre race. She
also won a bronze medal in the women’s 1 500-metre T54 class. Other WA medal winners include Sarah Edmiston,
who won a bronze medal in the discus, and Robyn Lambird, who won a bronze medal in the 100-metre T34.
Despite COVID throwing multiple curve balls, the immense preparation and training that led our WA Paralympic
athletes to make the journey to Tokyo is an inspiration to us all. All Western Australians deserve the opportunity to
participate in sport and I am proud that the McGowan government is supporting both our Olympic and Paralympic
athletes by providing direct financial support to ensure that those who are selected have access to training and
support programs on their road to the games.
I ask members of the house to please join me in congratulating all the WA athletes who competed in what was
undoubtedly the most unique Paralympic Games yet. They are a source of pride for their families, Western Australia
and Australia, and are an inspiration to us all.
Members: Hear, hear!
BUDGET PRESENTATION
Statement by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mrs M.H. Roberts) [2.11 pm]: I advise members that in accordance with our standard practice,
the government has requested that the budget be presented at two o’clock on Thursday. Accordingly, on Thursday,
I will call for members’ 90-second statements at 12.20 pm and questions without notice at 12.30 pm. I will leave
the chair at one o’clock for a lunchbreak on Thursday.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
HOSPITALS — NURSING SHIFTS
463.

Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Health:

I refer to the inexcusable revelations in today’s paper that our hospitals are dangerously under-resourced. How many
nurses’ shifts are not covered today across Western Australia’s health system?
Mr R.H. COOK replied:
Today has not finished, so I obviously cannot tell members how many are not there today, but I will put some
context around the numbers that were provided in The West Australian today. They represented just five per cent
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of the overall shifts that were available for nurses for the time that was described. The headline today could have
been that 95 per cent of all nurses’ shifts are filled at a time of national workforce shortages and increased absences
from the hospital during the winter respiratory illness period. It is an outstanding result.
Obviously, all our hospitals are under pressure at the moment. That pressure is compounded by the fact that we
have an unusual shortage in the nursing workforce. The fact of the matter is that we are now investing more than
any government has in the past to make sure that we increase the number of nurses available. That includes a record
recruitment of over 700 nurse graduates, which is 600 nurse graduates as part of our usual intake and another
140 who will be utilised in our vaccination clinics and in other parts of our COVID-19 response.
What the people of Western Australia demand is a government that takes action and what they have in the McGowan
government is a government that is providing record investment in our health system and a record nurse recruitment
program and a government that is stepping forward to resolve these historically difficult issues.
HOSPITALS — NURSING SHIFTS
464.

Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Health:

I have a supplementary question. How can the minister say that this is an outstanding result when last month’s figures
show the worst ramping on record and the worst response times as well?
Mr R.H. COOK replied:
Madam Speaker, really! The quality coming from next door equals only that of the quality of Hon Nick Goiran and
Hon Peter Collier. The supplementary question bore no resemblance at all to the original question. In the face of
this incompetent questioning from the opposition, I decline to answer.
CORONAVIRUS — STATE ECONOMY
465.

Ms R.S. STEPHENS to the Premier:

On behalf of the member for Bicton, I acknowledge the principal and head girls, Stella and Lucy, from Santa Maria
College.
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s effort in driving the state’s economic recovery and creating jobs for
Western Australia.
(1)

Can the Premier update the house on what the latest economic data shows about this government’s effort
in delivering a strong WA economy?

(2)

Can the Premier outline to the house how a strong response to COVID-19 by Western Australia is good
not just for the state, but also for this country?

Mr M. McGOWAN replied:
(1)–(2) I thank the member for Albany for the question. I thank all Western Australians for their effort to keep our
economy strong and our state safe and strong and COVID-free over the last 18 months and beyond. We
have taken the steps that were necessary to keep the state free of COVID and we will continue to do our best
to achieve that outcome. The latest figures have confirmed that remaining COVID-free is good for the state’s
economy. They showed that state final demand increased by 4.3 per cent last financial year, which is easily
the strongest of all the states, and the highest growth in state final demand in eight years. There has been
record growth in retail spending and record dwelling investment. Our mining industry continues to
deliver, with a 4.3 per cent growth in business investment. For the second year in a row, Western Australia’s
economy has led the nation. We are the only state that did not go into recession over the COVID period.
Our domestic economy is now significantly larger than when we arrived in office and over our time in office,
we have produced 107 000 new jobs for Western Australians.
We are determined to do our best to keep ourselves in that position and, obviously, if Western Australia
stays in that position as the major export state of the nation, we support the other states across Australia.
That is why it is hard to understand or comprehend all this yelling and screaming by the Liberal Party
that we should bring down the border and infect ourselves with COVID. I note that Barnaby Joyce also
joined in this sort of commentary. The Liberal Party and National Party are out there saying that
Western Australians should deliberately infect themselves. What would happen? Large parts of our
economy would shut down, including large parts of the mining industry. Therefore, those rivers of gold
that run from Western Australia directly to the federal Treasury, which then run directly into New South
Wales to support the people of New South Wales, would stop.
I cannot understand this. I cannot understand why people like Senator Michaelia Cash, the federal
Attorney-General, are now out there encouraging a further High Court challenge by people like
Clive Palmer. This outrageous commentary by the Liberal Party is incredible. Have Liberal members not
seen the ads on telly? Has anyone seen Craig Kelly, Clive Palmer’s Geppetto, out there advertising against
what we have been doing? Obviously, the federal Attorney-General, Michaelia Cash, has been promoting
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this concept. I cannot understand why they want to wreck the good thing we have going here. I can guarantee
members that the Premiers of the non-COVID states agree with me, including the Tasmanian Premier,
who on the weekend said exactly the same thing. I am just waiting for the Liberal Party outrage towards
the government of Tasmania.
In closing, obviously our good position is something we are very fortunate to have, and we want to keep
it that way. But the best way for long-term security is to vaccinate ourselves. We have to get people in
Western Australia vaccinated in large numbers as soon as we possibly can. It is a major safety measure
for ourselves, for our health and for our economy.
I note finally that over east, they have woken up to the fact that there has been a huge disparity in the
distribution of vaccines. We supported New South Wales getting extra vaccines, just like we supported it
by giving it N95 masks, all our contact tracers and medical teams. We have done all that for New South
Wales and we will continue to support New South Wales during its time of need, but there needs to be
a catch-up when it comes to vaccines. I raised with the Prime Minister during the last two national cabinet
meetings that there needs to be catch-up for the states that essentially gave their vaccines to New South
Wales. Western Australia deserves additional Pfizer vaccines now—well over 100 000 additional doses
from what the commonwealth secures—so that we can catch up and we can put an end to the ridiculous
criticism that the Liberal Party is running that Western Australia has not vaccinated at the same rate as
New South Wales. We have not vaccinated at the same rate as New South Wales because we did not get
the one million extra doses that New South Wales got. I mean, der! Is it that hard to understand? Only
the commonwealth can secure extra doses from overseas. If we do not get those extra doses, and if they
are given to New South Wales, of course New South Wales is going to vaccinate its people quicker than
we can. Now that the issue has been exposed nationally, we expect our fair share of Pfizer doses from the
commonwealth as soon as possible. We will hold the Liberal Party to account for that.
CORONAVIRUS — POLICE — G2G PASS
466.

Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Minister for Police:

Before I ask my question, on behalf of the Leader of the Liberal Party, the member for Cottesloe, I welcome
year 11 John XXIII College students who are here in the gallery today.
I refer to the G2G PASS application process for entry into Western Australia and the number of people being rejected
multiple times when applying for compassionate reasons, like Emma Potter, who wants to visit her dying mother.
(1)

Does the minister think it is acceptable that cases like Emma’s get dealt with only after the media exposes
the failure of the system?

(2)

Will the minister publish the conditions people are required to meet to qualify for entry under the category
of “extraordinary circumstances”?

Mr P. PAPALIA replied:
(1)–(2) I thank the member for her question. As the member knows, responsibility for the supervision of G2G passes
lies with the State Emergency Coordinator. He uses the police as his assets when responding to requests
for G2G passes. I have no idea about individual applications. I have taken the time to seek advice from
the Commissioner of Police, the acting Commissioner of Police, and also the Operation Tide commander,
Deputy Commissioner Gary Dreibergs, on this matter. They have been absolutely clear in their response.
It is a matter of fact that when someone’s initial application is rejected, that is due to a lack of provision
of evidence to support their application for exemption under compassionate or any other grounds. In the
event that their application is rejected, they receive notification—via email generally—which states that
they have to provide further evidence. I do not know about this particular case as I am not familiar with it,
and nor should I be. On a day-to-day basis, I am not aware of individual cases. Invariably, people reapply
without adjusting their application, and they reapply again. They reapply multiple times without changing
their application and without referring to the advice that they have been provided by the police in response
to their initial applications. Consequently, their application gets rejected. No matter how many times
someone reapplies in the same fashion—that is, by failing to supply additional information—it will be
rejected. I absolutely support the police doing that. They are defending the state against COVID. They are
keeping us all safe. The measures that are applied by the police and other authorities at the borders and
elsewhere around the state ensure that we are able to benefit from the economic benefits that the Premier
referred to and the lifestyle benefits we enjoy. We are able to meet here without a mask and without social
distancing. All of those facts confirm that we benefit from the measures that are taken. I do not resile in
any way from supporting the police in the performance of their duties.
With respect to the specific matter, I confirm that there is no way that any appearance in the media or any
appearance on a talkback show has any impact at all on the police conducting their G2G —
Several members interjected.
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Mr P. PAPALIA: I know that most of the time, the police do not even know when these claims are made. I know
that what remains of the Liberal Party in Western Australia listens assiduously to Liam Bartlett’s show on 6PR, but
I can guarantee them that not many other people do. I tell you this: the police governing G2G do not.
CORONAVIRUS — POLICE — G2G PASS
467.

Ms M.J. DAVIES to the Minister for Police:

I have a supplementary question. Given that there are clearly inefficiencies in the system and multiple examples
of people, even in the same family, getting different outcomes when applying for a G2G PASS, will the government
consider establishing an independent and transparent appeal process for the G2G system to ensure the system is
as efficient, fair and compassionate as possible?
Mr P. PAPALIA replied:
I can guarantee that the police will continue to do the fantastic job they have done in defending the state, protecting
us against the threat of the pandemic and ensuring that everyone in Western Australia has the opportunity to get
vaccinated in a safe environment for as long as possible, because we are under threat. It is a real threat. It is very
likely that at some point, thanks to the presence of COVID-infected people in such huge numbers in New South
Wales and elsewhere, that COVID-19 will come into the state. I urge everybody in Western Australia to go out
there and get vaccinated whilst they can, whilst we are benefiting from this safe environment. I believe that the
supervision and oversight of the G2G application process has been of the highest order. I cannot believe that the
Leader of the Opposition is questioning the integrity of the Western Australian Commissioner of Police in his role
as the State Emergency Coordinator. He has done an excellent job. He has done an extraordinary job. He has better
things to worry about than the Leader of the Opposition running around on the coat-tails of talkback radio whingers.
SOCIAL HOUSING — 2021–22 STATE BUDGET
468.

Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE to the Minister for Housing:

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s record investment in social housing in Western Australia.
(1)

Can the minister outline to the house how this investment will provide an immediate boost to social housing
and help support vulnerable Western Australians?

(2)

Can the minister advise the house how this unprecedented investment will also ensure that there is a pipeline
of work for our housing construction industry?

Mr J.N. CAREY replied:
(1)–(2) I want to thank the member for Cockburn. He joined me and the Premier on Sunday to announce the largest
single investment in social housing in WA history—$875 million—which will mean that over the next
four years, we will spend $2.1 billion on social housing. That includes delivering 3 300 new homes. There
are two clear points to the plan. The first is to provide an immediate injection into the social housing
system. For example, we will spend $168.8 million on converting departmental stock that would normally
be sold to the private market for social housing. An example was an apartment block in Success, where
only two of the 16 apartments were to be social housing. All 16 will now be used for social housing. I am
really pleased to say that the first two tenants moved in on Saturday.
We are also looking beyond this current boom of 27 000 building approvals. We understand that there will
be a natural decline in the future, so we are creating a pipeline of work—a $522 million fund to assist with
building social housing and supporting the construction sector. As Minister for Housing, I am taking every
opportunity I can to accelerate delivery by backing in that investment with reforms through the agency.
Whether it is better assessment and the churn rate of vacancies or using non-traditional methods, we are seizing
those opportunities. It is really pleasing to see that the social housing sector has come out in strong support.
I refer to Betsy Buchanan, who said that our announcement of 3 300 new social homes was very heartening
news. The Western Australian Council of Social Service said that it was clear from this announcement and
the ambitious time line, in spite of WA’s construction shortages, that the government is taking seriously the
issue impacting so many low-income Western Australians. Deb Zanella, a highly credible leader in the social
housing sector, gave it a nine out of 10. I think we should take a moment and say that this is a really great
investment. The flexibility of this package is really critical. It is one of those moments in time that we should
say, “This is great. The government has been listening to the sector and doing its own analysis and it’s produced
something that will actually begin to shift the dial.” Finally, Shelter WA said on the public record —
It is fantastic that the government has listened to the WA community who understand the benefits
of everybody having a place to call home and demonstrated support for new investment into
social housing.
That is on the record. There is an overwhelming endorsement by the social housing sector, which has
a government and a minister who are committed to accelerating the delivery of social housing in
Western Australia.
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YANCHEP RAIL EXTENSION — PRINCIPAL SHARED PATH
469.

Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Transport:

I refer to an approach being made to the City of Wanneroo for the likely reconsideration of the construction of
a 13.8-kilometre principal shared path along the Yanchep rail extension, which is to be considered by council today.
(1)

Has the minister requested NEWest Alliance to investigate deleting the proposed principal shared path
from Butler station to Yanchep station as a way of reducing the overall cost of the extension?

(2)

Are any other cuts to the project being considered to reduce the overall cost of the $531.7 million rail
extension, of which the federal government contributed $350 million?

(3)

Is the project still on target to be finished this year and carrying trains in 2022 as promised?

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied:
(1)–(3) I thank the member for Moore for the question. Do Nationals WA members still have “metrodebt” stickers
on their cars?
Several members interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They do.
Mr W.J. Johnston: They opposed the whole thing.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They opposed the entire project.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, please, members! Hansard needs to be able to transcribe the Minister for Transport. She
can answer the question herself without interruptions.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Members, after question time, let us go for a wander through the car park. I will point out the
stickers on the cars of National Party members. I was in Carnarvon last week.
Dr D.J. Honey: Answer the question.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sorry?
Dr D.J. Honey: Answer your question.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I tell you what: I will ask you a question! Do you support opposition members Nick Goiran
and Peter Collier in the upper house? Do you support them being in your party?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Minister for Transport, the opposition is asking the questions. I ask you to stick to answering the
question asked, please.
Mr D.A. Templeman: It was a good question!
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will explore that question a bit later maybe, or refer to that question.
When I was in Carnarvon, I walked past the office of the member for North West Central and I saw one of those
“metrodebt” stickers. So a party that opposes Metronet and believes that we should not be building it has now
come in here and is trying to pretend that it cares about it.
I will go through the principal shared paths. We are spending a record amount on funding cycling infrastructure
throughout regional WA and the suburbs. We are currently completing that last missing link along Cranford Avenue,
which will mean that there will be a 72-kilometre uninterrupted riding path from Mandurah to the city. In the
northern suburbs —
Mr R.S. Love: But you won’t get to Yanchep along the rail line. Is that what you’re saying?
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: To quote my mother, “Oh my goodness!” There will be 72 kilometres of uninterrupted PSPs.
I will get to the northern suburbs. We have done the Scarborough Beach Road bridge and filled in that gap. We
are doing more work right up to Reid Highway for a continuous PSP. In relation to the Yanchep rail line, which
the member for Moore does not believe we should build —
Mr R.S. Love: I do believe you should build it.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, please!
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will make an offer, member for Moore. Tomorrow, I will bring in some Glad Wrap and
Morning Fresh detergent, which is what I used to use to get rego stickers off my windscreen. I do not know whether
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members remember doing that. I used to put some Glad Wrap in water with the detergent and then put it on the
windscreen to peel off the rego sticker in one fell swoop. It was a very satisfying experience. I am thinking about
bringing back the rego sticker just to be able to do that! I have often asked, “What would be the cost of bringing back
rego stickers?”, just so I could have that very satisfying experience of peeling a rego sticker off in one fell swoop!
In relation to the Yanchep rail line PSP, we committed to the Yanchep rail line and did the design. As part of our
continuing work to secure funding and build more projects, we are now also delivering the extension of the freeway
to Romeo Road, which includes a PSP.
Mr R.S. Love: Which is not to Yanchep.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member, there is a road called Marmion Avenue. In making sure that we always deliver value
for money and excellent projects, we are making sure that we get correct connections to the stations—Alkimos,
Eglington and Yanchep—and building that PSP along the freeway, which will then be a continuous —
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, please, members!
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will have a continuous PSP from Romeo Road into the city and we are addressing all the
gaps that the former Liberal–National government ignored for eight and a half years. That is a sensible outcome.
Building two dedicated PSPs in proximity to and parallel with one another does not present value for money for
taxpayers. We are striving to achieve the best outcomes and value for money for taxpayers because we understand
that managing the finances appropriately is important.
Members who have “metrodebt” stickers on their cars should not come in here and ask questions about Metronet.
Do not do that because no-one can take you seriously. We will not take you seriously while you continue to oppose
every Metronet project. You are always turning the regions against the metropolitan city and you have used Metronet
as the cornerstone of that debate for four years.
YANCHEP RAIL EXTENSION — PRINCIPAL SHARED PATH
470.

Mr R.S. LOVE to the Minister for Transport:

I have a supplementary question. Can the minister confirm that the money that will be saved by slashing the principal
shared path will be returned to consolidated revenue or will it be used to plug the funding gaps in the project?
Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied:
I do not know what the member is referring to. All I know is that we are building Metronet and the Nationals have
opposed every kilometre of it and every train station and every rail line. They still oppose it because they still have
those stickers on their cars.
PURPLE CAT BUS SERVICE
471.

Dr K. STRATTON to the Minister for Transport:

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s investment in public transport, including the expansion of the CAT
bus services.
(1)

Can the minister outline to the house how this investment will support access to key activity hubs, such
as the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre, and help drive more vibrancy in the Perth CBD?

(2)

Can the minister outline to the house how this government’s record of delivering for Western Australians
compares with the way they have been treated by the Liberal and National Parties?

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied:
(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question. It was exciting to announce the new purple CAT service. Members
may ask why we chose the colour purple, but I will let them figure that one out!
Ms A. Sanderson interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, it is because of the Wiggles! That is a good reason, members.
The new purple CAT will link the city to the University of Western Australia and, importantly, to Perth Children’s
Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, which is a congestion point. We want to reduce the traffic in that area
and make it easier for families to visit loved ones in Perth Children’s Hospital. It is really, really important for not
only the city and the member for Nedlands’ good electorate, but also the suburbs so that people can catch public
transport into the city and get on the free purple CAT to see their loved ones in one of the hospitals or get to the
university. Again, a major factor for those living in the suburbs is how to get to UWA. This will make it easier for
people throughout the suburbs to connect to the university. I am very proud of that achievement, and I am very
proud to deliver it with the member for Nedlands and, of course, the member for Perth, who has been a long-time
advocate for these projects.
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We are also expanding our red and blue CAT bus services to bring them to key tourist landmarks and attractions.
The red CAT service will be expanded to our beautiful Matagarup Bridge, and its hours of operation will extend
to nine o’clock on weeknights and midnight on Friday and Saturday. In a sense, the red CAT will become a black
CAT at night! The blue CAT service will also be expanded into Kings Park. This is part of our total commitment
to public transport vibrancies, and I am glad the member said “activity centres”. We have not quite reached into all
the western suburbs, which is a core activity centre of Nationals WA members, as we know. We have only to look
at this photo to remember the historic meeting at the Mosman Park Bowling Club of the Liberal and National Party.
It was a momentous occasion in Mosman Park with National Party members in Mosman Park talking about all
their ambitions for regional WA. Look who was there. There were some key members of “The Clan”!
Several members interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have been interested to watch what has unfolded over the past few weeks, and I now feel sorry
for the member for Cottesloe, members. I do. He is the leader of the most dysfunctional Liberal Party in the state’s
history; the most divided, dysfunctional —
Point of Order
Dr D.J. HONEY: I have a point of order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Members! When someone calls for a point of order, that point of order is heard in silence. You
may not agree with the point of order being called, but it is every member’s right in this place to call a point of order
and have that point of order heard in silence by me. No interjections when a point of order is called; thank you.
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you, Madam Speaker. This has nothing whatsoever to do with the question that was asked.
Ms A. Sanderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Minister for Environment, I would have thought that in the circumstances you could have set
a better example. Minister for Transport, your answer has been quite extensive. I ask you to draw it to a close and
constrain your remarks to answering the question asked, please.
Questions without Notice Resumed
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I did feel sorry for the member for Cottesloe until he called that point of order; now I do not
feel sorry for him at all!
This government is delivering for everybody—in the regions, through the city and through the suburbs—and these
new CAT services have been widely accepted and applauded by many people. I am very keen to continue to deliver
for Western Australia. But I think the challenge is for the member for Cottesloe to stand up to his own party and get
the Liberal Party functional again. The Liberal Party is an embarrassment to WA, and a true test of his leadership
is to stand up to the puppeteers in the other place and address the complete dysfunction in his party.
CORONAVIRUS — SKILLED AGRICULTURAL WORKERS —
BLADIN VILLAGE, NORTHERN TERRITORY
472.

Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Premier:

Noting that a record grains crop is forecast for this season and that the industry wrote to the Minister for Agriculture
and Food some 10 weeks ago calling for an urgent solution for getting skilled agricultural workers into WA, why
has this government failed to put forward a proposal for the use of Bladin Village in the Northern Territory?
Mr M. McGOWAN replied:
The minister and the government have been putting propositions to the federal government now for a considerable
time about getting skilled workers who can operate some of the equipment in the grains industry into Western Australia.
Unfortunately, the commonwealth government does not want to participate and does not want to help. It may be
news to the member for Roe, but we do not control international borders. The state government does not control
international borders. That is a matter for the commonwealth government. The commonwealth government controls
who comes into and leaves Australia, and Western Australia is part of Australia. We do not have a say over that.
In July, the Minister for Agriculture and Food wrote to the federal Minister for Agriculture and Northern Australia,
Minister Littleproud out of Queensland, seeking the use of commonwealth facilities for these purposes. We have
had no positive response from the commonwealth.
I know that the Nationals WA has problems with the concept of who controls the international borders, but I want
the member to understand once again that the commonwealth government, not the state government, controls the
international borders. We have some control, because the High Court has given it to us, of the interstate borders.
We had to confirm that in the High Court against Mr Clive Palmer and his friends in the Liberal and National Parties
who took us on in the High Court, and we were successful. That is the border we control; we do not control the
international border.
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We have a lot of sympathy for and understanding of the grains industry and, as the member knows, last year we
did the Work and Wander Out Yonder campaign, and a large number of Western Australians were secured for the
work that was required to be done in the agricultural sector, in particular in the grains industry. We also have done
a lot of work for the horticultural industries by securing workers out of COVID-free states. There are about two or
three of them in the world—including Vanuatu and Tonga—so workers have come in on aircraft. They still have
to quarantine in a hotel in Perth, and then they work in horticulture and other industries around Western Australia.
That system has worked well.
The member has to understand that if we bring people from COVID-positive countries, particularly from Europe,
we will have cases amongst them. The commonwealth, quite rightfully, is prioritising bringing Australians home,
and, more recently, bringing people—Australians and people who worked with Australians—out of Afghanistan.
We worked cooperatively with the commonwealth on that. We have sought cooperation with the commonwealth
on this matter. The commonwealth has been entirely reluctant to use its facilities for the last 19 months. It used
Christmas Island once: when it evacuated people out of Wuhan back in March last year, it sent them to Christmas Island.
Since then, it has refused point-blank to use its facilities.
The state, of course, is cooperating with the commonwealth to set up a quarantine facility in Bullsbrook, which the
commonwealth claims will be operational in March next year; I think that is optimistic, but that is what it claims.
We will ensure that we do our part in that. Rather than politicise these issues around dealing with COVID, member
for Roe—they always seem to put the member up for these questions—I think his efforts would be much better
directed to working on the commonwealth, which has control of international borders.
CORONAVIRUS — SKILLED AGRICULTURAL WORKERS —
BLADIN VILLAGE, NORTHERN TERRITORY
473.

Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Premier:

I have a supplementary question. The Premier is well aware that the commonwealth was open to the Bladin Village
proposition. Is the Premier disappointed that his ag minister has not been able to deliver a solution after 18 months?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, please! Premier in response, please.
Mr M. McGOWAN replied:
The member is asking me whether I am disappointed in the state agriculture minister for not setting up a facility
in the Northern Territory to bring in people controlled by the commonwealth government. That is the crux of
the member’s question. Does the member for Roe understand how stupid that sounds? Here the Liberal and
National Parties are again trying to politicise our response to COVID—the friends of “The Clan” over there.
Dr D.J. Honey interjected.
The SPEAKER: Sorry; member for Cottesloe, you haven’t asked this question. It was asked by the member for Roe.
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the Liberal Party, who the leaders of “The Clan” described as an embarrassment,
has the temerity to even open his mouth in here rather than dealing with the issues in his own party that he is too weak
to deal with. Why does he not deal with Mr Collier and Mr Goiran, rather than coming in here and saying something?
Why does he not go up there and deal with the people who are his puppetmasters? That is what he needs to do. You
are not a leader’s bootlace, my friend. A leader of a political party that wants to be in government needs to deal with
those sorts of issues and the member does not have the courage or ability to do so.
CORONAVIRUS — VACCINATIONS
474.

MR S.J. PRICE to the Minister for Health:

I refer to Western Australia’s efforts to get as many eligible people fully vaccinated as soon as possible.
(1)

Can the minister update the house on the new vaccination clinic at Midland and outline what it will mean
for those in the eastern suburbs?

(2)

Can the minister also outline to the house why vaccinations are being made mandatory for all healthcare
and health support workers?

Mr R.H. COOK replied:
(1)–(2) I would like to thank the member for the question. I begin by acknowledging that we are at the beginning
of Childhood Cancer Awareness Month. I would like to thank Hon Matt Swinbourn for his great championing
of this cause and very much look forward to highlighting these issues with him over the course of this month.
I had the absolute pleasure, Madam Speaker, as I am sure you would appreciate, of being at the opening
of the new Midland clinic just the other day. It would also not surprise you to hear that I think it is one of
the best yet. It is a great facility.
The SPEAKER: No argument from me.
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Mr R.H. COOK: It is open from 8.30 am to 4.30 pm Monday to Sunday at the Centrepoint Midland shopping centre,
307 Great Eastern Highway. The clinic is located in a four-hour free parking zone and is close to the Midland train
station. It is another great opportunity for everyone in Western Australia to get themselves vaccinated. We had a soft
opening just last Saturday when we encouraged Aboriginal families in the Midland area to get vaccinated, and over
100 came through that day. There was no need for an appointment; they could just walk up. Although that sounds
modest in relation to the big numbers who go through our vaccination centres, that is a great contribution to making
sure that some of the most valuable members of our community get the opportunity to get themselves vaccinated.
Of course, this comes on top of our efforts to make sure that we continue to vaccinate as many people in
Western Australia as possible. One of the things I have been at pains to emphasise to our healthcare workforce is
that we not only want to look after them but also want to help them to look after the patients they care for. That is the
reason we have announced the mandatory vaccination arrangement for the entire healthcare workforce to benefit
patients, the workers and the broader community. It will make sure that the entirety of our healthcare workforce
community is vaccinated. That will mean that every member of the healthcare workforce, whether they are a frontline
doctor or nurse, an allied health professional, a support worker, a cleaner or someone working in a kiosk in a healthcare
facility, will need to be double vaccinated by 1 January next year.
It will be operating on a number of tiers; the first tier will be from 1 October. All those working in high-risk areas,
such as intensive-care units, high-dependency units and so on, will need to have had at least one dose of vaccine from
1 October. From 1 November, all healthcare workers in those areas will need to be double dosed. From 1 December,
workers will need to be fully vaccinated to enter tier 2 healthcare facilities. That means that health support workers
will need to have received at least one dose of the vaccine to enter a tier 2 health facility, which is of course all
hospitals, both private and public.
We are determined to make sure we lift the number of people who are vaccinated in our community. It is very
important because it is the only way we can continue to protect ourselves, our families and the community. Making
sure our healthcare workers are vaccinated is an important step and another way the McGowan government is
working to keep the people of Western Australia safe.
FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — CLADDING — FIRE RISK
475.

Dr D.J. HONEY to the Minister for Health:

I refer the minister to significant concerns regarding flammable cladding on public and private buildings in
Western Australia, which came to light following the tragic Grenfell Tower fire in London in 2017.
(1)

Can the minister confirm that dangerous cladding on the Fiona Stanley Hospital has not yet been replaced?

(2)

When will it be replaced, given four long years have now passed since the Grenfell Tower tragedy?

Mr R.H. COOK replied:
(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question. I wonder whether he got permission from Hon Peter Collier and
Hon Nick Goiran to ask it!
Dr D.J. Honey: Answer the question.
Mr R.H. COOK: They are the ones who are running the show; it is not you, Leader of the Liberal Party, so you
need to make a decision about whether you run the Liberal Party or they do. In the current situation, you cannot
all be in Parliament while that is happening.
This important program has been ongoing since the dreadful experience of the Grenfell Tower fire. There were
97 sites identified as a result of a study done right across all our healthcare facilities. As at 27 July, 85 of the 97 sites
or facilities identified under the aluminium composite panel audit were classified as not requiring any further
action. Remediation planning and assessment of treatment options is underway at the remaining 12 sites. In the
meantime, we have done a range of mitigation work at Fiona Stanley Hospital. This has included enhancement of
the fire system testing; fire doors and walls have been audited; evacuation procedures have been reviewed and
updated; additional fire evacuation training for staff and wardens has been undertaken; additional patrols of at-risk
areas have been introduced; road access for fire vehicles has been reviewed; and all smoke systems and sprinklers
have been reviewed.
A number of campuses right around the state required identification for rectification or remediation work, and they
were prioritised from very extreme risks to the lowest of risks. For members’ information, King Edward Memorial
Hospital for Women was identified as a high priority project, and that has already been completed. Royal Perth
Hospital’s program was completed in March 2021. The program at Rockingham will be completed by December 2021
and at St John of God Midland Public Hospital by November 2021. Obviously, this is a very large project. Before
the works at Fiona Stanley Hospital are completed, it will require us to close some wards. That will obviously be
very difficult work, but it is work that is going on right across all government assets to make sure we can mitigate
the impacts of these aluminium composite panels.
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476.

Dr D.J. HONEY to the Minister for Health:

I have a supplementary question. How can it possibly take over four years to remove this serious hazard from one
of our major hospitals?
Several members interjected.
Mr R.H. COOK replied:
As I said, this is not a one-off project. This work is going on right across all government assets. A lot of them are
health assets, so it is a big part of the work. As members have pointed out, it was not us who built Fiona Stanley
Hospital. We funded it, of course, when we were in government—that is something members opposite would
never acknowledge—but it was not us who built it. Perhaps the Leader of the Liberal Party needs to go back to the
dodgy builder, which was the Liberal Barnett government.
That work is ongoing. It is extensive work right across the WA Country Health Service. To provide members with
further information, small amounts of low-risk ACPs and polycarbonate were identified at Busselton Health Campus,
Narrogin Hospital, Onslow Hospital and Warren Hospital. This work is going on right across the hospital sector.
Obviously, we want to get onto Fiona Stanley Hospital as quickly as possible, but as I explained, it is complex work.
That is why, to date, the work has focused on remediation, particularly on the entrances and exits of the building.
The situation is under control and is being worked through as a matter of course.
SAFETY AND SECURITY REBATE
477.

Ms C.M. COLLINS to the Minister for Seniors and Ageing:

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s significant investment in protecting our community, in particular
Western Australian seniors. Can the minister update the house on how the McGowan Labor government is
ensuring our seniors can feel safe and secure in their homes?
Mr D.T. PUNCH replied:
I am delighted to once again be able to say what a great friend of seniors the McGowan government is, and I thank
the member for the question.
Last month, the Premier, the Minister for Police and I joined the very hardworking member for Hillarys at the
home of the delightful Fred and Belinda, two seniors, to announce the return of the safety and security rebate,
which can be claimed for the purchase of safety and security equipment and the cost of installation by a licensed
tradesperson. This rebate of up to $400 per household is an excellent opportunity for seniors to make sure that they
continue to be as safe and secure as possible. This $12 million program delivers on the McGowan government’s
election commitment to ensure community safety and resilience as part of the 2021–22 budget. It is yet another
election commitment delivered by this government. I will remind members of the eligible items for the rebate.
They include the purchase and/or installation of home alarms and closed-circuit television systems, security door
screens, deadlocks, security sensor lights, wi-fi video doorbells, residual current devices, mains powered smoke
alarms, fire extinguishers and fire blankets. It is no surprise, members, that in the first 10 days following the launch,
the WA Seniors Card centre received more than 2 500 calls and almost 1 000 emails about the rebate. I urge all seniors
to take up that opportunity, because the Seniors Card continues to be one of the great assets of this government,
and delivers $650 in total value aside from the $400 safety and security rebate.
Which government in penny-pinching mode after suddenly realising it had stuffed up the state’s finances axed the
seniors rebate 2015? Which government?
Ms R. Saffioti: You tell us now!
Mr D.T. PUNCH: It was Hon Tony Simpson and a Liberal–National government that was penny pinching and
ripping off seniors. It said that 45 000 seniors would be affected by that mean-spirited cut. That government was
spending all over the place—spending on nice-to-haves—but what did it do? It stuck the knife into our seniors.
What is more, it identified the areas that would be worst hit—the City of Wanneroo; City of Mandurah; City of
Stirling; City of Joondalup; City of Swan; Shire of Mundaring; City of Armadale, member for Armadale; City of
Albany; City of Greater Geraldton; and City of Busselton. There is one thing I am very happy about: nine out of
10 of those areas are safe in Labor hands!
ELECTIVE SURGERY
478.

Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Health:

I refer to comments from the national Australian Medical Association slamming states for pausing elective surgery,
claiming it represents gross mismanagement of the health system.
(1)

Can the minister confirm whether Western Australia is the only state without a COVID outbreak to pause
elective surgery?
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Is this not further proof of the minister’s mismanagement and failure to manage our health system over
the past 18 months?

Mr R.H. COOK replied:
(1)–(2) I know the Australian Medical Association says a bunch of things, but Dr Khorshid says a very different
thing to me behind closed doors; I can assure members of that. Obviously, it is important during —
Mr R.S. Love interjected.
Mr R.H. COOK: What was that?
Mr R.S. Love: Was he saying something different to you than he is saying in public?
Mr R.H. COOK: Yes, that is exactly what I am saying. The member for Moore is here to translate for the member
for Roe. It is an interpreter service!
Several members interjected.
Mr R.H. COOK: You got me, member for Moore!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, please, members! Minister, the question was asked by the member for Vasse. Can I suggest
that you ignore the member for Moore’s interjections and respond to the member for Vasse.
Mr R.H. COOK: That is an exceptional piece of advice, Madam Speaker. Thank you very much. I will ignore the
member for Moore from here on in!
Mr D.J. Kelly: Everyone else does.
Mr R.H. COOK: Everyone else does.
Madam Speaker, of course what we have to do is manage the demand on our hospital system. We are experiencing
significant demand at the moment. That is the result of a post-COVID spike, with a 20 per cent increase in the
number of triage 2 patients presenting to our emergency departments since 2019. In addition to that, the length of
episode of care in our EDs has increased on average by 19 minutes per patient. That makes a significant impact
on the way that we can provide care for those patients who are coming to us with very complex conditions. Add
to that the situation with workforce shortages and the fact that we have a healthcare workforce that is very fatigued.
That all puts pressure on our hospital system so we have to implement a range of measures to make sure that we
can continue to look after patients and provide quality care.
I emphasise to people that the only elective surgeries that have been rescheduled are category 3 and non-urgent
category 2 multi-day surgeries. Between 1 and 3 September that equalled a total of about 120 operations. We are
not talking about a big number, but we are talking about a large number of beds that would be utilised during that
period. We need to make sure that we can manage the demand with the workforce that we have as we continue to
open more beds. It is not true to say that other hospital systems are not doing this. I believe South Australia is
undertaking a similar program. It is an important part of managing it.
We know that the AMA is prone to shrill language in the media but I assure members that I speak with the AMA,
both the state and the national leadership, on a regular basis. They provide me with very different feedback behind
closed doors; that is, they understand that all our hospital systems are under pressure at the moment and that we
need to continue to work together so we can get through this together.
ELECTIVE SURGERY
479.

Ms L. METTAM to the Minister for Health:

I have a supplementary question. How can our health system possibly deal with any outbreak of COVID, given
the system is on its knees and cannot even deal with day-to-day issues?
Mr R.H. COOK replied:
I do not know whether the member for Vasse was paying attention at the time, but we have had outbreaks before.
On those occasions, we calibrated the amount of elective surgery that was undertaken to meet the demands in relation
to COVID. In the middle of last year, for instance, we cancelled non-urgent category 2 and category 3 elective surgery
for a number of months. Then an investment under the COVID recovery program of $36 million brought us up to
speed. We made sure that everyone who had their surgeries rescheduled was able to get their surgery. But we continue
to meet a different sort of challenge. That is the challenge around workforce shortages, a COVID-19 spike in demand
and, in particular, that we now have a number of very long-stay patients who are occupying beds while they wait
for National Disability Insurance Scheme or aged-care assessment team assessments to make sure that they can
move to a different form of care. But we are meeting all these challenges because we have a first-rate, dedicated
healthcare workforce and great leadership in our hospitals. We will manage these challenges, Madam Speaker. The
great pity is that we have to do it with this continuous negative sniping from the opposition that is simply there to try
to undermine the Western Australian public’s confidence.
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ELECTORAL REFORM — REPRESENTATION — REGIONS
Petition

The SPEAKER: The Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA.
Mr D.J. Kelly: You’ve been busy, Shane.
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.07 pm]: I beg your pardon?
Mr D.J. Kelly: You’ve been busy.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Did you refer to me by an inappropriate name?
Mr D.J. Kelly: Member for Moore.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Both ministers! Under the standing orders you are required to address members by their seat, not
by their first name, not by another name.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you, Madam Speaker.
My petition has been certified by the clerks as conforming with the standing orders in the Legislative Assembly.
It contains 55 signatures and is couched in the following terms —
To the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia in
Parliament Assembled.
We, the undersigned, are strongly opposed to any cuts made by the McGowan Labor Government to
regional voices in our Parliament.
There is no doubt that regional WA is the engine room of our state and ripping away regional voices will
only be harmful to the communities which help this state to grow and prosper.
We therefore ask the Legislative Assembly to speak up for regional Western Australians and call
on the Government to ensure there is no reduction in regional representation.
And your petitioners as duty bound, will ever pray.
[See petition 12.]
BILLS
Assent
Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following bills —
1.

Financial Legislation Amendment Bill 2021.

2.

Legislation Bill 2021.

3.

Aquatic Resources Management Amendment Bill 2021.
PAPERS TABLED

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house.
GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Notice of Motion to Introduce
Notice of motion given by Ms R. Saffioti (Minister for Transport).
TREASURER — PERFORMANCE
Notice of Motion
Ms M.J. Davies (Leader of the Opposition) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house she would move —
That this house condemns the Treasurer and his government’s inability to address the multiple crises of
its own making after four years of underinvestment and bandaid budget solutions.
AGRICULTURE AND HEALTH — SKILLED WORKERS
Matter of Public Interest
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed
time of a letter from the member for Roe seeking to debate a matter of public interest.
[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.]
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MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [3.12 pm]: I move —
That this house condemns the failures of the Labor government to address chronic skills shortages in
critical sectors including agriculture and health, putting lives and the economy at risk.
Last week, Hon Alannah MacTiernan went on the WA Country Hour radio show and said, “It’s too hard; it’s too
difficult. I’ve tried, but I just can’t quite deliver it.” Then she started talking about how the federal government
potentially had a project in Bladin Village for some time in November, so it could cost the taxpayers of WA somewhere
around $20 million. She said all of it was just too hard and difficult. I have had that many phone calls from the
grain growers of Western Australia saying they could not believe the attitude that our Minister for Agriculture and
Food has demonstrated. She is meant to be working on their behalf, but, quite frankly, from the Premier’s answer
in question time today, it is pretty obvious that the ag minister has failed to keep the Premier briefed on what has
been going on. His arrogant response today was about stupid questions. We are talking about a $7 billion grain
harvest to come off and he was just throwing away lines that it was not an issue and it was a stupid question. I am
sorry, I am here on behalf of the grain growers of WA. They are worried. They have a harvest coming up predicted
to be one of the biggest WA has ever had, at 20 million tonnes. Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd, Arc Infrastructure
and everyone else are working towards the harvest, but the state government and agriculture minister do not seem
to care. They cannot seem to work through the quarantine arrangements. They cannot seem to make it happen.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! Minister!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Quite frankly, the farmers and grain growers of WA are feeling like second-class citizens.
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Firstly, the Premier forgot to include them in his —
Several members interjected.
Point of Order
Mr R.S. LOVE: We cannot hear the member for Roe because of the constant interjections back there. I request
that you settle the troops so that we can hear the member for Roe.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, deputy leader. Members, the member will carry on in silence.
Debate Resumed
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Firstly, the Premier forgot to invite the agricultural sector to his skills summit. That was the
first thing. Until he got reminded by members of the agricultural sector, he forgot to invite them to the skills summit.
Secondly, the Attorney General and the Premier are attacking regional representation in the other place. That was
not on the agenda coming up to the election either. The agricultural sector is feeling like a second-class citizen,
and from the response from the Premier today, I agree with that. His offhand response was a disgrace. If it is a boat
with iron ore or part of the iron ore industry, the state government seems to bend over backwards.
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: A boat with iron ore is not a problem, the government will work it out, but if there is a boat
with grain on it, the government will turn it back at the first opportunity and worry about it later.
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Recently in the other place, Hon Darren West said —
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Hon Darren West said —
I am really pleased that WA Labor is now the party of regional Western Australia and the party of agriculture.
I tell members what: I have not seen that demonstrated here today. When I scan the chamber —
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member!
Mr J.R. Quigley interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney General, thank you. Member for Burns Beach, I call you to order for the
first time.
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Regarding the party for agriculture, when I scan around the chamber today and think about
broadacre agriculture, I do not think anyone here, apart from maybe the member for Moore and a couple of others,
would have driven a $1 million harvester, but that is not the point.
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: When we recently spoke about the Agricultural Produce Commission Amendment Bill 2021,
in which the main item was broadacre farming, I heard about strawberries, avocados and citrus fruits; I heard about
everything else other than broadacre farming. Only the member for Geraldton acknowledged that there is some
broadacre farming around her electorate. This is the example of the party for agriculture!
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach!
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: If the Labor Party was the party for agriculture, it would have sorted out this issue by now.
Recently, we had the Newdegate field day. The Leader of the Opposition, the member for Moore and I were all
there. What was the number one item —
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach, I call you for the second time.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: What was the number one item that people were talking to us about? It was issues with the
Labor Party. There is genuine concern about getting the harvest. There is genuine concern about getting sheep shorn.
Many farmers have skilled operators in the northern hemisphere who have been coming to their farms for many
years. They understand the equipment, they understand the farm and they are part of those communities. They are
ready and waiting to come over and help bring this harvest in, but we have an agriculture minister who went on
the WA Country Hour and said, “It’s too hard; it’s too difficult. It’s going to cost us too much money.” There will
be a harvest worth potentially $7 billion, and she was talking about $20-odd million. Our calculations are for much
less than that. I do not believe this government has tried hard enough. Those people are ready and willing to come
in. They are vaccinated. I will give the Minister for Agriculture and Food some credit for organising the seasonal
workers from Tonga and Vanuatu, including recruitment, charter planes and quarantine. That was organised, but
we cannot seem to get it done for our broadacre sector. I am worried about the potential to lose somewhere between
$300 million and $500 million from quality and losses due to a delayed harvest. I am also worried about the mental
health and fatigue of members of our farming sector. At the Newdegate Machinery Field Days, our regional men’s
health group came to speak to us about exactly that. Shearers are waiting in New Zealand. They are keen to come
over. Just last week, I was talking to contractors; three have decided to sell their shearing runs because they cannot
staff them, which will make the problem worse. Animal welfare issues will come up from not being able to shear or
crutch sheep. There are also inconsistencies in the G2G PASS scenario. The Leader of the Opposition asked about
them today and the Minister for Police gave the same robotic answer. There are so many inconsistencies. People
are genuinely looking to come over and help.
I will quote again from Hon Darren West. Last year, he said that the COVID pandemic has reinforced the importance
of agriculture for our state and for our country. Last year, agriculture was deemed an essential service. Now, for some
reason, it does not seem to be an essential service, but I can assure members that the growers who have contacted
me from Esperance, Kukerin, Dumbleyung, Wagin, Narrogin—wherever you like—are really concerned. They
are worried about the attitude. They are probably almost more worried about the Minister for Agriculture and Food’s
attitude because, when she came on Country Hour last week, she threw her hands up in the air and said, “Look, it’s
too hard. The commonwealth has something happening in late November; therefore, we can’t really work it out.”
I think she needs to try a bit harder. She needs to give a proposal to the Premier to take to national cabinet. It has
been confirmed that Bladin Village is potentially an option, but this state government might have to put up some
money to help us with our $7 billion harvest.
To close, I was quite disturbed when I saw social media yesterday. I think the Premier and the government’s
advertising department should pay less attention to sending out data-gathering emails to people on Father’s Day and
turn their attention to the issues that have been gathering dust on the agriculture minister’s desk for the last 18 months.
It is not good enough.
MS L. METTAM (Vasse — Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party) [3.22 pm]: I rise to support this important
matter of public interest, which is —
This house condemns the failures of the Labor government to address chronic skills shortages in critical
sectors including agriculture and health, putting lives and the economy at risk.
Quite obviously, this motion points to the critical situation that we are seeing right now in hospitals across the
state. This morning, we woke to another concerning headline that 327 shifts were not covered over a two-week
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period at Royal Perth Hospital. The issues in the health sector, which are putting patients’ lives at risk, point to the
under-resourcing of the health sector at the hands of the McGowan Labor government. We have seen, in particular
during the McGowan government’s first term, that it has consistently underfunded and under-resourced the health
sector. It was more focused on the budget bottom line than ensuring that our hospitals were adequately staffed to
deliver services. An FOI document released by WAtoday highlights that fact.
In May 2021, hospitals were operating at 90 per cent capacity due to shortages in staff, equipment and funding.
We have heard excuse after excuse from the Minister for Health and the Premier about whether it is COVID
cleaning, excessive demand or increased mental health presentations, or blaming the federal government. Last
week, we heard it was because of respiratory illness. That raises some real questions about our health system if we
cannot cope with respiratory illness. We do not hear that this government has over-promised and underdelivered in
response to the crisis. The understaffing and skills shortages right across our health system are central to that. As
I pointed to, Royal Perth Hospital was on the front page of today’s The West Australian. About 327 shifts were not
covered over two weeks. It was extraordinary to hear the Minister for Health’s response in question time today. Again,
there was great spin, “Nothing to see here.” The Minister for Health claimed that the health system was operating
magnificently back in April this year. Quite obviously, this government is big on spin and very poor on the delivery
of dealing with real issues facing health workers and patients in Western Australia, putting Western Australian
patients’ lives at risk. We are talking about dire staff shortages. Today’s report by Charlotte Elton indicates that
an unprecedented deficit of 1 541 shifts suggests that there should be an overhaul of how casual staff are managed
and hired. Given the warnings we have had across our health system over not just the last few months, but also the
last few years, I would have thought those questions would have been raised well before the eleventh hour.
There have been warnings right across the health system. The clearest, most publicised and starkest example of the
situation was at Perth Children’s Hospital when staff shortage warnings were ignored on several occasions. In October
last year, senior clinicians met with health executives to raise serious concerns about patient safety due to staff
shortages, particularly at the Perth Children’s Hospital children’s waiting room. In December, the Australian Medical
Association and the Australian Medical Forum also warned about understaffing and resourcing. The AMF stated
that, at the time, it would take a catastrophic incident to occur before something changed. It felt staff would be
“thrown under the bus” when this happened. Of course, members of this place would be aware of the tragedy
surrounding Aishwarya Aswath, who tragically died at the beginning of April this year. The fact that in response
to issues raised, the minister stated that staffing was not an issue at that time was an insult to the health workers
who had raised these issues on several occasions. The minister had stated that the health system was performing
magnificently, which, again, was an insult to the very real issues that had been raised. Again and again, the government’s
response was to throw junior health workers under the bus to the Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency.
That adds to some of the real issues that we continue to see amongst the health worker cohort who are feeling
demoralised as a workforce and feeling that they are near breaking point, as quoted by Mark Duncan-Smith in his
opinion piece in WAtoday.
We know it is across the board. For midwives, there is a situation of maternity bypasses at our premium maternity
hospital, King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women. That is a result of being some 120 to 150 midwives
short. Recently, there was a protest in July at King Edward hospital. I quote from Mark Olson, who is reported to
have stated —
“The only reason this hospital behind me is surviving is because the nurses and the midwives are doing
record numbers of double shifts and overtime, and this cannot continue …
It cannot continue. Another outcome of this situation is the significant impact it is having on the morale of our health
workforce. Just over a week ago in late August, we saw another damning report released about the McGowan
government’s performance in supporting its workforce. It illustrates the fact that not only is there an issue in attaining
and attracting health workers, which is obviously well publicised and something that this government has dropped
the ball on, but also there is a real issue in retaining the workforce. Less than half of the respondents to the
Your Voice in Health survey stated that they feel that their organisation cares about their health and wellbeing.
Only one in three feel valued in the workplace and feel that they can speak up or challenge the operation of the
organisation. This is a situation that reflects what our health workers are telling us; that is, they are not feeling
supported. The poor response to this review is a damning indictment of this government. Another record benchmark
illustrates that the government’s management of this health workforce is one of the worst in the nation.
This health workforce, more than any other, has not been supported by the McGowan Labor government. We
certainly welcome any new commitment, including the $1.9 billion commitment to the health budget, although
part of that is for mental health and $500 million is for COVID. With this $1 billion commitment, we are playing
a desperate game of catch-up, when we consider that there has been record ambulance ramping of 6 500 hours,
which is over five times what our Minister for Health called a crisis several years ago, and ambulance response times
are at record levels. It is a damning reflection on this government that one in four priority responses are not met
on time and that we are seeing a high rate of code yellows due to capacity issues, which is completely unacceptable
and inexcusable. There have been 111 code yellows over the last 12 months as a result of capacity issues in our health
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system. This is a health system that is on its knees. We are playing a desperate game of catch-up. The real concern
that we are hearing on the street is that there is no COVID in the community and there has been no influx of the flu
in our state at this time. There are no more excuses. This is a health system that is on its knees. We desperately need
a full-time health minister who takes the issues and needs of this health workforce seriously.
DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [3.33 pm]: I rise to strongly support this excellent
motion put by the member for Roe. The problem for this government is that although it has focused on managing
COVID, it has forgotten to manage the rest of the economy, no matter whether it is health, housing, law and order
or supporting our agricultural industries. Boy, do we hear some spin in this place. Quite clearly, the Premier has no
idea whatsoever of what is going on with seasonal workers coming into the state, because, to be frank, his comments
today were complete bunkum and bore no relationship whatsoever to the issue raised by the member for Roe. The
Premier clearly has a very poor memory. He was a member of national cabinet back in September 2020 when all
the other state Premiers and the Prime Minister agreed to initiate a process to access over 25 000 visa-ready seasonal
workers from countries with low COVID rates or no COVID. In March this year, Victoria, the last state to do so other
than Western Australia, availed itself of that program and implemented the required arrangements so that those
workers could be safely brought into that state. Every other state in Australia has met the conditions that were
established back in September 2020. Which state is the only one in Australia that is holding its agricultural producers
to ransom over this? The only state in Australia is Western Australia. Why? It is because all we have had is politicking
from that side. We have had finger pointing and blame shifting. We have this pathetic argument and effort time
after time: it is the federal government’s response. This Premier was at national cabinet when he and all the other
Premiers agreed that each state would take responsibility for the cost of bringing those workers into their state.
What have we seen since? We have seen this nonsense game going on by the Minister for Agriculture and Food,
Hon Alannah MacTiernan, in the other place. Clearly, this Premier either approves of what she is doing or has no
idea what is going on, and it was pretty clear from his answer during question time today that he has no idea
whatsoever about what is going on. This is the only state in Australia that has not availed itself of this program.
As was pointed out by the member for Roe, this is a serious issue. As I have said in this place a few times, since
I was elected as the Leader of the Liberal Party, I have made it my business to travel all over the state. I was at the
Newdegate field days last week, and I have been to Dowerin, Esperance, Geraldton and all the points in between.
All the farmers in those areas are desperately concerned about their ability to get seasonal workers to get the crop
off. I spoke to representatives at Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd and it is expecting a crop of over 20 million
tonnes this year—the largest crop it has ever seen in this state. It normally shifts about 1.4 million tonnes a month
to the port to take advantage of the seasonal premium we get in the Southern Hemisphere. It will have to shift over
two million tonnes a month to the port and it does not know how it is going to do it because there are not the workers
in this state to take that crop off, as was well pointed out by the member for Roe. We have the dreadful prospect
of crop being left in the paddock. Also, there are not the workers to get that crop to the rail heads and to the port.
That is a direct failure of this Premier and the agriculture minister, who sits in the other place.
In relation to health, the government’s press release tomorrow should read “Thanks to the opposition for telling us
what we need to fix”, because we have been hammering the issues in health for over 18 months; in fact, we have been
hammering them for over three years. We have been hammering the issue of the lack of housing and the complete
failure of this government to provide proper housing for the people who are doing it tough in Western Australia.
We saw just the other week that another three people had died on the streets of Perth. A direct contributor to that
is a lack of adequate housing for people who are doing it tough and living on the streets in Western Australia. We
highlighted that issue back when I came to Parliament in 2018, and this government has done nothing about it. What
do we see now? What we see now is absolute panic by this government. It is patting itself on the back and saying,
“What a great job we have done.” It has done nothing for four and a half years. I see the Minister for Transport
over there. Has she laid any track for Metronet yet? We are four and a half years in. We hear lots of announcements
and spin. I will tell the minister what she has done; she has more than doubled the budget for that project. It is
$4 billion over the initial budget. I cannot wait to see the forthcoming budget and I cannot wait to see where the
minister is trying to hide the overrun for that project because she has already done it on a number of projects. Money
that was set aside for certain projects has already been pushed into road and other projects. I cannot wait to see the
spin on that.
Members on the other side should be thanking the members on this side for pointing out that they are not doing their
job properly. Finally, we have seen some reaction. Even in relation to housing, last year the government announced
a housing package worth $800 million-plus, and I think it has built something like four new houses, refurbished
three houses and rented some flats and units. That is what it has done. It has done nothing. It has reduced the amount
of public housing by 1 300.
Point of Order
Mr T.J. HEALY: My point of order relates to relevance. I believe the motion is about a skill shortage in the
Liberal Party leadership.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order.
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Debate Resumed
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Mr Deputy Speaker. Quite clearly, there is a clown on the other side raising
that point of order.
This government prides itself on training. The Labor Party reckons that it is the party of training. Let us look at the
record of this lot on training. It is an absolute disgrace. Government members should hang their collective heads
in shame. I will tell members what happened with apprenticeship completions under the member for Wanneroo’s
government. What has happened with apprentice training?
Ms A. Sanderson interjected.
Dr D.J. HONEY: Minister, that might have been an excuse two or three years ago but when the government is
four and a half years in, it owns it.
If we go back to 2016, 13 500 apprentices completed their training. What has happened under this government?
Year on year, we have seen reductions. That figure has gone down to 8 565. Under this government, we have seen
a 36.5 per cent reduction in apprentice completions. That is the Labor Party’s record. That is the party that beats its
chest about training. We have seen a 36.5 per cent reduction in apprentice completions under the Labor Party.
Then we heard a great boast. Members on the other side love to say that the number of apprentices who completed
their training when everything was shut down during the COVID-19 lockdowns increased. Members of the Labor Party
are beating their chests, saying there was a 20 per cent increase in apprentice starts. In fact, the government is not
even back to what it was in 2016. That is the record of this government. It has failed on law and order, it has failed
on health, it has failed on housing and it has failed to deliver for the people of Western Australia. It is an absolute
disgrace. It should hang its head in shame and thank members on this side for alerting it to the issues.
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [3.42 pm]: We will not be supporting this motion. I am sure
that will not come as any surprise to anyone in this chamber. It is important to look at some of the facts that underpin
this whole argument. I want to go to a headline that appeared in the newspaper this morning. Perhaps it is not
surprising to hear that those opposite utilised today’s paper to underpin their entire attack today. It is like they woke
up this morning, looked at the diary and said, “What am I doing? Oh, it’s Parliament. I think I better find something
to talk about in Parliament. What’s happening in The West today? Here we go; this is today’s debate.” It goes to
the observation made on the review of the Liberal Party, when they talked about lazy members of Parliament and
their lack of performance. One of the problems is that the media saw no policies worth reporting and no shadow
ministers who had done their jobs or who looked competent. I understand that the volume may have increased on
the other side, even if the facts have not actually come to mind.
It is important to look at today’s numbers. I understand that the idea of 327 nurse shifts sounds like a lot in the scheme
of things. On any given day, more than 2 000 nurses are employed at Royal Perth Hospital in patient-facing services.
Of those, approximately 422 nurses, excluding nurse administration and management roles, provide direct patient
care at Royal Perth Hospital. Given these figures, in terms of frontline nursing, we would have a deficit of no more
than five per cent of shifts not fully covered. That is the sort of detail that eludes those opposite. An important point
needs to be made; that is, we work in a big complex health system in which literally thousands of nurses are rostered
on each day to undertake shifts at a time when we have a significant workforce shortage and significant workplace
absences because of winter respiratory illnesses. From that point of view, it is a pretty good outcome at Royal Perth
Hospital. Hospital leaders work under difficult conditions to make sure that they continue to provide great quality
care for the patients.
At the end of the day, we know that it is tough in the health system at the moment, which is the reason we continue
to increase the number of nurses we employ year in and year out. Since 2016 to date, there has been a 12.9 per cent
increase in full-time equivalent nurses in our health system. Since 2015–16, we have seen a reduction of healthcare
workers in our healthcare system once, which was in 2015–16 and 2016–17, which occurred under the Liberal Barnett
government. Since then, every year there have been increases in nurses and healthcare workers; in fact, we have
had a 12.9 per cent increase in FTEs since 2016. We will continue to make sure that we employ more nurses and
doctors because we know that under our current workforce shortages, that will be the main constraint on our health
system. We have already announced a significant increase in beds—95 extra beds and chairs in our EDs. A total
of 158 beds have been implemented across the system. The final beds will be opened at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital this month.
The main constraint on our healthcare system is the workforce. We are not seeing the rich flow of overseas-trained
healthcare workers coming to Western Australia that we usually benefit from. In particular, this year we are seeing
a high level of fatigue in our healthcare workforce, which means we are seeing an increased number of absentees.
That is why we have seen an increase of 750 qualified nurses recruited by WA Health between January and June
this year. A total of 1 270 new graduate nurses have been employed across WA Health in 2021, which is a significant
uplift in the number of staff who are working in our system. We recently announced that 170 graduate nurses will
undertake roles, including in COVID-19 responses, particularly in our vaccination centres. This will allow qualified
nurses to return to our public hospitals, where they are most needed.
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To put this in perspective, in 2019, we employed just 763 graduate nurses. We have a record intake of graduate
nurses. A significant number of qualified nurses are being brought back into the system. This comes off the back
of a $71.6 million workforce attraction and retention strategy to employ more doctors, nurses and midwives. I am
sure that everyone will be pleased to hear that 209 doctors are on their way to WA. Seventy-six doctors have arrived,
with the balance of the arrivals now in hotel quarantine. A lot of these doctors have come from Ireland. They will
obviously make a welcome contribution to our medical workforce. We have a significant increase in the number
of doctors and nurses coming into our health system. Like never before, we have had opportunities for graduate
nurses to start working in our health system.
Just yesterday morning, 25 new nurses started working in the emergency department at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.
I am very pleased to say that 234 new staff will begin their time at East Metropolitan Health Service as part of the
recruitment process that is happening this year, with another 200 graduates being brought on next year.
Members opposite also talked about the Your Voice in Health survey and said that we ignore the voices of our
healthcare workforce, but we do not.
Ms A. Sanderson: Didn’t you start the survey?
Mr R.H. COOK: Exactly. Thank you, Minister for Environment. We are the ones who actually started the
Your Voice in Health program as an important way to show more transparency in our health system. It makes sure
that we empower our staff so their voices are heard. Obviously, something has happened to undermine their morale
and sense of wellbeing; it is called a global pandemic. We expect these things to happen but, of course, if we compare
the 2019 numbers with the 2021 numbers, they are roughly the same, with four points difference. We know that,
by and large, they are doing okay, but there is more to be done. We know that our healthcare workforce is fatigued.
We know that our health service providers have to do more to continue to support our doctors, nurses and allied
health and support staff in the workplace, but don’t you dare come in here, member for Vasse, and say that we do not
care about the workforce when we are ones who started the survey. We are the ones who said, “We care about how
our staff feel. Let us listen to our healthcare workers and make sure that we can respond to their concerns” so do not
come in here and say we do not care about them. Don’t you dare come in here and say that we are not being transparent
about our healthcare workforce because this is the absolute perfect example of the way we care about them and
the way that we are continuing to respond.
There is no doubt that times are tough in the health system at the moment, and that is being shared by every health
system in Australia. There is record ambulance ramping in South Australia and record emergency department
waiting times in Queensland. Let us not forget what is going on in New South Wales at the moment and the troubles
it is facing. It has to face the dual challenges of the demand on the health system plus the impact of COVID-19.
Just for a moment, would it not be nice if those opposite stopped undermining people’s confidence in our healthcare
system? Would it not be nice if those opposite acknowledged that we are providing a record investment in our
healthcare system? Would it not be nice if those opposite acknowledged that the only time the number of FTE workers
in our healthcare system dropped was during their time in government? Would it not be nice if those opposite, just
for a change, acknowledged that the McGowan government has kept people in Western Australia safe by making
sure we have strong borders so that our healthcare system can continue to provide great health care for the people of
Western Australia? We will not see that from them at the moment. The Liberal Party is an inwardly focused negative
team that is, quite frankly, so hopelessly divided that we will never see a good contribution from its members until
the member for Cottesloe does one of two things.
Member for Cottesloe, you either have to get your house in order and get Hon Peter Collier and Hon Nick Goiran
out of Parliament to stop them undermining you, or you have to resign, so prove your mettle and stand up to these
negative, undermining and eroding forces in your party.
Dr D.J. Honey interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Leader of the Liberal Party!
Mr R.H. COOK: You are not fit to sit in this chamber unless you do.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members to my left, I tried to keep things quiet whilst you were making your contributions.
Let us see whether you can do the same.
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [3.53 pm]: I am very happy to respond to the
debate on the matter of public interest on behalf of the government, as did the Minister for Health, the Minister for
Transport and the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education and Training. Members opposite who have
contributed to this debate highlighted a range of issues but, of course, as is their history, they failed to reflect on
their time in government.
The member for Cottesloe made comments about training. We know about the training disaster wreck that we
inherited when we were fortunately elected to government in 2017. A record number of people were leaving TAFE
or not applying for TAFE courses because of the outrageous fee increases inflicted on them by the previous Barnett
government. We know that that left a desert in the area of training for many young people in particular, many of them
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in my electorate. There was a 20 per cent–plus decline in applications for TAFE courses simply because they were
far too expensive. The previous Liberal–National government hiked up TAFE course fees, some by 500 per cent.
Members opposite have forgotten about that. Of course, when we came to power, we froze TAFE fees and then
dramatically reduced them and now we are seeing a massive increase in participation in TAFE training courses.
As stated in recent announcements, the government is making a massive investment in TAFE infrastructure so that
we can continue to train more and more young people.
The member for Cottesloe said we have done nothing. As he would remember, there is a three to four–year lag
between commencements and completions. The reduction to which the member for Cottesloe referred is, effectively,
largely due to the decline in commencements that occurred under his government’s watch. That is a fact, but the
member for Cottesloe failed to recognise it. The simple fact is that more people are now actively engaged in TAFE
because this government made it affordable, targeted the training and invested record amounts in TAFE infrastructure
to support courses. The member for Cottesloe need only go to a number of TAFE facilities, be they in regional
Western Australia or the metropolitan area, to see that happening.
Under the former Liberal–National regime, there were seven Ministers for Agriculture and Food. We have had one;
she has done a brilliant job and she continues to work hard. She is one of the hardest working people in Parliament
in terms of her ministerial responsibilities, but opposition members hate that. They hate the fact that she works so
hard and is so invested in supporting the development of our agricultural and food industries. They hate that. Of
course, we have seen what “The Clan” has said about some of the members in the other place, particularly women,
including the Minister for Agriculture and Food. We have seen what the “clan-destine” members in the other place
think of women in the Liberal Party; I think they referred to them as the sandwich brigade. We have also seen the
disgraceful and derogatory comments “The Clan” made in “The Clan” app about the Minister for Agriculture and
Food and the now President of the other place. Those are the sorts of comments that the member for Cottesloe’s
party has made about women.
When that information was released recently, we would have expected that the person who leads the Liberal Party
in this place and is Leader of the Liberal Party would have stood up and said, “It’s got to stop. It’s got to be a no.”
We know what those two particular individuals in the other place think about you, member for Cottesloe. We know
what they think about the preselection process that lead you into this place. Now is the time to stand up and say,
“It’s not good enough.” For the benefit of the Liberal Party and a viable opposition, you should stand up and say,
“The stuff that you’ve been going on with and the games that you’ve been playing with regard to the Liberal Party
have got to stop”, but we have not heard that from you at all. We have not heard from you about the derogatory
comments about Labor women and rank and file female members of the Liberal Party. You have not said anything
about that; you have not responded. That is a condemnation of you. The time has come when you should be standing
up and saying, “Those comments are not appropriate in a party that’s supposed to be an alternative to government.”
Western Australians will look at the way some Liberal Party members treat and talk about women and they will
desert the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party will have no future if it treats and talks about women in that way.
Dr D.J. Honey interjected.
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: You are happy to interject now. Why did you not stand up when you had the chance
five minutes ago and say that what those two clowns in the other place said about women in the Liberal Party and
about Labor women in Parliament is outrageous, is not on, and that you draw a line under it, and they should go?
That is what you should be saying. The majority of the Western Australian public think: how can those two guys in
the other place continue to be in Parliament when they behaved in the way that they behaved? It has all been laid bare
by what we have seen over the last few weeks. We would think that the person who seeks to lead the Liberal Party
in Western Australia, who seeks to ensure —
Point of Order
Dr D.J. HONEY: The minister’s comments bear no relationship to the motion whatsoever and I ask that he is
directed to respond to the motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member. There is no point of order. The minister is responding to matters
that were raised by the opposition in its 30 minutes. This is just his response to that. Carry on, minister.
Debate Resumed
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Let us remember that this motion relates to the agriculture portfolio and what we now
know members opposite think of women in general—and you are the Leader of the Liberal Party. Then, of course,
we have the references his members in the other place made to the Minister for Agriculture and Food. I will defend
her any time because I know that she is absolutely focused on ensuring that Western Australian agriculture and
food production is of the highest priority. She has worked day in and day out to make sure that she responds to the
challenges. We recognise that there are challenges with ensuring that there are skilled workers in the regions. But
when Littleproud and others in the federal government have been asked to come to the table and assume their
responsibility for quarantine responsibilities, they have been left bereft. That is what it is. Littleproud is bereft of
responsibility, and that is appalling. We know that the minister wrote to Littleproud and the federal government
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back in July saying that the federal government should open the quarantine facilities on Christmas Island and in
Darwin to respond to the need for skilled workers, and we had a deafening response from the federal government.
That is the response it gives us all the time because the federal government we know, including the Prime Minister,
does not see at all that Western Australia exists outside of New South Wales and Victoria. This is a terrible motion
that should be voted down.
MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River — Parliamentary Secretary) [4.02 pm]: I rise to address the ramblings of
the member for Cottesloe and the member for Roe in my capacity as parliamentary secretary to our very hardworking
and high-achieving Minister for Education and Training. I thank her for all the things she has done in her place and
Western Australia. Before I address the false claims made by those two members—I will draw on their two speeches
in a moment—I would like to address two of the outcomes of the conversations with, and leadership from,
Mark McGowan and Minister Sue Ellery. We held a very wideranging and well-received skills summit at Kings Park
recently. Last month, 130 business leaders and captains of industry came together at Kings Park and spoke about
and had great conversations about how regional and metropolitan Western Australia can move together to address
a number of the challenges that we face. One of the outcomes from that has been the conversations in regional
communities. There is a reason that the Nationals WA and the Liberal Party do not represent the regional areas
anymore. It is because they do not have those conversations. They are not active and they are not respected in
those areas.
The McGowan government has announced 10 regional skills summits. The first happened in Bunbury last week. It
was very well received in the south west. It was the first of many conversations we will have in regional areas. There
is one in Northam next week. The Geraldton skills summit is in September. We will go to Kununurra; Kalgoorlie;
Karratha; Port Hedland; Mandurah; Albany, Acting Speaker (Ms R.S. Stephens); and Broome. The Premier has
said that we would like to have these conversations before the end of the year. That is taking place and it is important
that industry leaders are coming together and talking about the challenges that they face. A number of outcomes
have come from each of those —
Mr P.J. Rundle: We need to harvest the crop before the end of the year.
Mr T.J. HEALY: The member for Roe is talking about agricultural crops. I refer now to one of the things the member
for Roe said earlier. It is from my own notes, not Hansard. The member said that the agricultural sector feels like
a second-class citizen. The member said that the agricultural sector was not invited to the skills summit. That is
incorrect. Shadow Minister for Education and Training, there is a reason you are not ready for government and why
you are a risk to Western Australia. The member said that they were not invited. The member told us that they were
not involved. I would just like to read out a quote.
Several members interjected.
Mr T.J. HEALY: You said Western Australian Farmers Grains Council was not involved.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms R.S. Stephens): Thank you, members!
Mr T.J. HEALY: I would like to read a quote from after the skills summit, which Mic Fels went to and said was
a great event. He told us publicly on ABC Country Hour how great it was. This has already been read in this
Parliament, but I know the member was not paying attention when it was referred to in question time. He said —
Due credit to the WA State Government, it was very clear at this summit on Friday that from the Premier down
that they understand the gravity of this situation and they … are committed to coming up with solutions …
I am not saying that every single thing will be resolved. The fact is that you do not understand the gravity of the
situation and acknowledge the fact that there are people who need to talk and engage with —
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, members. Members!
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Southern River, please be seated. Thank you, members. Please be respectful
for Hansard.
Mr T.J. HEALY: This is why the National Party and the Liberal Party are not respected in regional areas. I will
address what the member for Cottesloe said. The member for Cottesloe spoke about the decline in commencements
that occurred under the previous government. False claims were made. The member did not acknowledge the damage
that was done under the Liberal–National government at a time when he was a senior party member. I know he
was not in Parliament at the time; I was not in Parliament either. I was a teacher. I saw the horrible things the former
government did. The member stands here and says that the government is reducing the number of TAFE applications,
outcomes, commencements—every single thing. This is the problem. If the member were ever to be a minister in
a future government, no matter the portfolio, I worry, because the member takes one statistic, which is wrong in
the first place, and then he tries to make an argument that does not have any basis in fact.
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Do not forget that the former government raised TAFE fees by 500 per cent and reduced TAFE infrastructure.
I will clarify for the member so that maybe later the member for Cottesloe can look and correct his facts for next
time we have this debate. Overall commencements for apprenticeships have been in decline since 2015, largely
due to the huge TAFE fee hikes put in place by the Liberal–National government. As a result, the recent decline in
completions can be attributed to the downward trend in 2017. Commencements started to turn around—do members
know when? It was when we froze TAFE fees. It was when we invested in the sector. It was when we came to
government, threw you guys out, all your horrible ideas—it was a disaster. The opposition members say that we
should hang our heads in shame. Please look at yourselves and hang your heads in shame.
[Quorum formed.]
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [4.09 pm]: I rise to respond to some of the claims
made today in this chamber, but in particular the claim that we do not care about skills issues in the economy. It is
a fundamental priority for the government. That is why we held forums like the skills summit, and we are doing
what we can to deliver more skilled workers to the workplaces—all workplaces, members. There is pressure across
the economy because the economy is going very, very well. Do members know why? It is because we have handled
the COVID pandemic well in this state. Every step along the way the Liberal and National Parties have been trying
to undermine our response to the COVID pandemic—again and again, and again today.
An opposition member interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Why do they not get off their chairs, do some work and contact their federal colleagues and
get them to work with us to deliver better outcomes on quarantine? We asked that Christmas Island be properly
investigated. The federal government refused again and again, even though it used Christmas Island in March and
April last year. Overseas quarantine issues are matters for the federal government. We have wanted to work with
it. We have constantly put forward proposals and the federal government has been too lazy to work with us on
these issues.
Member for Cottesloe, thanks for walking out. Members opposite are so lazy that they cannot sit in this chamber
for even an hour to listen to debate; they are so lazy. It is the Liberal Party’s matter of public interest, yet its members
have walked out on issues relating to health shortages and agricultural workers. That is the priority given to this
MPI by members of the opposition.
I want to again outline the sexism and misogyny in the Liberal Party in this state. The fact that the Leader of the
Liberal Party said nothing to condemn the performance of and comments made by those members in the upper
house shows that he is under the control of those puppeteers in the other place. I felt sorry for him before, but
now I do not, because it has been demonstrated today that the Leader of the Liberal Party lacks the leadership to
deal with sexism and the divisive politics that those in his party are putting out to play. It is up to the Leader of the
Liberal Party and the Leader of the National Party, too, because the Leader of the National Party formed an alliance
with these people.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members!
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Leader of the Liberal Party has refused to stand up for common decency in this state. The
Leader of the National Party and the Liberal opposition leader, too, are allowing this type of conduct to happen in
their alliance—in their formal opposition. We have been lectured to death in the past by members on the other side
on all types of issues. Now this is the test. Will the Leader of the National Party and the Leader of the Liberal Party
stand by and allow those two characters who have now been found out for their corrosive, sexist behaviour to
continue to act in their alliance? That is the true test.
Dr D.J. Honey interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I did not interrupt on the member for Cottesloe. The only comments I agree with in “The Clan”
is when one of “The Clan” members said: “Your uncontrolled outburst along with the schoolyard bullying approach
really needs to be addressed”, member for Cottesloe. That is what it says in there.
Several members interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Again and again, they come into this place having done no research and no work; they are too
lazy to do any proper work. They accuse people on this side of doing this and that, and it has been demonstrated
again that the Leader of the Liberal Party is not fit to be the Leader of the Liberal Party. He is too afraid to take them
on. Despite all this, he is too afraid to take them on.
Dr D.J. Honey interjected.
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Look at you—interjecting on me. Go and take them on. You are too gutless to take them on!
You sit here with a glass jaw accusing us of everything, and when the test is actually there, you fail because you are
too gutless. You are no leader of this place—no Leader of the Liberal Party. You are too gutless. You need to stand
up for the Liberal Party.
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Division

Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Ms R.S. Stephens) casting her vote with the noes, with the
following result —
Ayes (5)
Ms M.J. Davies
Dr D.J. Honey

Mr R.S. Love
Ms L. Mettam

Mr P.J. Rundle (Teller)

Noes (47)
Mr S.N. Aubrey
Mr G. Baker
Ms H.M. Beazley
Dr A.D. Buti
Mr J.N. Carey
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke
Ms C.M. Collins
Mr R.H. Cook
Ms L. Dalton
Ms D.G. D’Anna
Mr M.J. Folkard
Ms K.E. Giddens

Ms E.L. Hamilton
Ms M.J. Hammat
Ms J.L. Hanns
Mr T.J. Healy
Mr M. Hughes
Mr W.J. Johnston
Mr H.T. Jones
Mr D.J. Kelly
Ms E.J. Kelsbie
Ms A.E. Kent
Dr J. Krishnan
Mr P. Lilburne

Mr D.R. Michael
Mr K.J.J. Michel
Mr S.A. Millman
Mr Y. Mubarakai
Ms L.A. Munday
Mrs L.M. O’Malley
Mr P. Papalia
Mr S.J. Price
Mr D.T. Punch
Mr J.R. Quigley
Ms R. Saffioti
Ms A. Sanderson

Mr D.A.E. Scaife
Ms J.J. Shaw
Ms R.S. Stephens
Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski
Dr K. Stratton
Mr C.J. Tallentire
Mr D.A. Templeman
Ms C.M. Tonkin
Mr R.R. Whitby
Ms S.E. Winton
Ms C.M. Rowe (Teller)

Question thus negatived.
VETERINARY PRACTICE BILL 2021
Receipt
Bill received from the Council.
MINISTER FOR COMMERCE
Ticket Scalping Bill 2021 — Personal Explanation
MS A. SANDERSON (Morley — Minister for Commerce) [4.21 pm]: I wish to make a personal explanation under
standing order 148. I bring to the attention of the house an error in the second reading speech for the Ticket Scalping
Bill 2021. The second reading speech was read into the Legislative Assembly on 24 June 2021 and included
a statement that offences relating to the use of software will incur a penalty of $1 million for a corporation. The
$1 million amount is incorrect and should have read $500 000. I have been advised by the Department of Mines,
Industry Regulation and Safety that this was a proofreading error.
TICKET SCALPING BILL 2021
Returned
Bill returned from the Council with an amendment.
Council’s Amendment — Consideration in Detail
The amendment made by the Council was as follows —
Clause 2
Page 2, line 8 — To delete “a day fixed by proclamation.” and insert —
the day after that day.
Ms A. SANDERSON: I move —
That the amendment made by the Council be agreed to.
Mr T.J. HEALY: I understand that we are talking about the commencement of the Ticket Scalping Bill and the
upper house’s amendment to allow the legislation to be relevant to the Perth AFL grand final later this month. Would
I be correct in saying that if we were to change this legislation today and if the AFL were to make the decision to
endorse Southern River Band to play at the AFL grand final, ticket scalpers could not charge a horrendous price
for members of my community to see the wonderful Southern River Band play at the grand final?
Ms A. SANDERSON: Yes, the member is correct. With the agreement of the opposition, before the member rises,
I might give an explanation of the amendment.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: If the minister does not mind, I would appreciate an explanation of the amendment—a bit
more detail. I will make a brief comment. I am concerned about the lack of notice. The Leader of the Opposition was
informed about this amendment this morning at, I think, 8.14 am, which was approximately the same time that the
minister was on 6PR telling the public that the legislation would be rushed through so that it could obviously apply
to the grand final and the like. I generally do not have a problem with that, but our shadow minister, the member for
North West Central, is away on urgent parliamentary business so we have not really had much time, I guess. I am
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a little disappointed because we received letters from the Leader of the House over the last week about forthcoming
legislation and I would have thought that this amendment could have been included in that correspondence. Before
the minister explains the amendment, I want to reflect my disappointment that we heard about it on the radio at
the same time that we were notified about it. I wanted to put that out there, thanks.
Ms A. SANDERSON: I am very happy to explain the amendment. It is a very minor amendment. I am not sure what
radio interview the member is referring to, but I was not on 6PR this morning—unless an old grab was used. I have
not done any radio interviews this week. I have not shown that discourtesy. I called the Leader of the Opposition to
tell her that we would be dealing with a message from the Council. We do not determine the order of business in the
Council or how it deals with its business. The legislation was coming back to the Assembly and I hoped that perhaps
the Nationals WA’s Council members would have had that discussion in the party room about this amendment
having gone through. It is not the case that I was on radio this morning talking about this bill.
It is a very small amendment that essentially changes when the legislation will become law. The original bill stated
that it would be on a day fixed by proclamation, which was intended to be about six months after the bill passed
to give the department time to draft the regulations. The Parliamentary Counsel’s Office has a longstanding approach
of not drafting regulations until bills have passed, and no matter how hard we try to convince it otherwise, it will
not start, so we have not had the opportunity to draft the regulations. When we introduced this bill in, I think, the
last sitting period, we did not know that the AFL grand final would be coming to Perth. The bill was sitting in the
Council. It was then made a priority bill in the Council and was passed and sent back to the Assembly. The only
amendment is that change from the legislation coming into effect on “a day fixed by proclamation” to “the day
after royal assent”. Essentially, once this chamber has seen fit to deal with the bill, it will be prepared immediately
for Executive Council and for the Governor to sign, and it will be in place. We want to protect the community
from the unscrupulous practice of ticket scalping, which is certainly a high probability for general admission tickets
for the AFL grand final, with an online organisation purporting to be selling tickets when they have not even been
released. We want to be able to protect the community as much as possible by getting this legislation in place.
Even without the regulations, it will be enforceable. We want to make sure that people can buy tickets and not be
disappointed when they turn up at the gates.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I thank the minister for explaining the mechanics. I want to ask a few little things, if I may; I will
stay roughly on the subject. We are certainly happy to support the amendment. We understand the mechanics of
why this needs to be done before the grand final, so there is no problem from that end of it. Could the minister explain
to me how the government will be conducting some sort of public awareness campaign? It is not so much about the
proclamation—the day the bill will go through and the like—but there is a very narrow window of opportunity, with
the time between the proclamation of the bill and the tickets going on sale being very short. Could the minister give
us a bit of clarity on that so that the public will have the opportunity to be informed? With reference to the 10 per cent
mark-up, I can see that there are tickets on Gumtree and other places, and I wonder whether there will be a public
awareness campaign so that people are not frightened about using those sites. As the minister has explained, certain
groups are potentially selling tickets that are not in existence yet. Can the minister let us know about that?
Ms A. SANDERSON: I thank the member for the question. It is a good question. The Consumer Protection division
has not waited for the bill to pass before launching a very public awareness campaign about where people can buy
tickets and advising them to buy them only from authorised providers. We are focusing on consumers, event
organisers and ticket-selling agencies. Every day, we are pushing out social media and media releases and doing
radio and television interviews. Gary Newcombe, the Commissioner for Consumer Protection, is very proactive
on this issue. That may be what the member heard on the radio this morning. We are certainly letting the department
take a very front-facing view on that. I have also done a number of interviews highlighting that people need to buy
tickets from authorised sellers. We also have a working group. The AFL is working very closely with my office
and the Minister for Sport and Recreation’s office, as well as VenuesWest, to make sure that any general admission
tickets are held back until this bill is passed. The AFL operates under this kind of legislation in Victoria and it has
been very cooperative. A multi-agency working group meets twice a week, comprising the Consumer Protection
division, the AFL, VenuesWest, the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the Australian Hotels Association,
the Public Transport Authority, the City of Perth, the football commission and WA police. The department continues
to educate people. The strong message, particularly for this event, is for people to access tickets via the AFL website,
which links to the authorised seller. In this case, there is only one authorised seller. In some respects, not having the
regulations will make things much easier. On the day, there will be QR codes at Optus Stadium, and if people find
that their tickets are invalid, they can scan the QR code and be taken directly to the website that they need to access
to seek remediation and advice from the Consumer Protection division. That will also help to protect box office staff,
to whom people might otherwise direct their fury and frustration. We are well prepared. The department continues
to engage publicly. We will be advertising and continuing our social media blitz on protecting the community.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I thank the minister for the clarification. One of my next questions was going to be about how
the government would deal with having to rush the legislation through and have people turn up at the gate who do
not have legitimate tickets, as we saw at the stadium with the third test a year or so back. The minister said that
those people can theoretically make a claim against the person who sold the ticket to them, but I noticed that there
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was a lot of discussion in the Legislative Council about the enforceability of prosecuting, if you like, these people.
I am worried about how the government will enforce that when there is such a short time frame. As the minister
mentioned, the regulations will not necessarily be complete. If someone does the wrong thing and sells on a ticket
to an unsuspecting person, how will the enforceability work from the government’s angle?
Ms A. SANDERSON: A compliance plan is already in place, and there will be very active monitoring of those websites.
When there is large-scale reselling, the commissioner can put forward a formal warning to those operators and they
can be prosecuted. The department will absolutely be in a position to prosecute. Not having regulations in place will not
in any way limit that ability. The key is to continue monitoring and watching compliance outside of the authorised seller.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: This is one of my last questions. Will there be a contract between the buyer and the seller? I am
talking about not only paper-based tickets, but electronic tickets as well. There is that little box that people tick that
says, “I acknowledge the conditions of the AFL”, and the like. Will the department make sure there is a contract
in place for both electronic and paper-based tickets?
Ms A. SANDERSON: The Consumer Protection division is currently in discussion with VenuesWest about making
the resale conditions very clear for buyers and sellers, so that both are fully aware of their obligations under the
legislation and the resale limitations on tickets.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have another question. I refer to Viagogo. It seems to appear at all times. Will the department
be on high alert for Viagogo’s involvement in ticket reselling et cetera leading up to the grand final? Is there any
methodology or anything in place to intercept that situation?
Ms A. SANDERSON: Yes, there is active monitoring of the Viagogo website. As we know, it comes up at the
top of any search. I am not embarrassed to say that I have also been scalped by Viagogo. It is very slick and
sophisticated in how it operates, particularly when people are time-poor and busy. The department is working very
closely with the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission, which has recently launched a prosecution
against Viagogo. The signals we have seen are that this legislation is altering Viagogo’s behaviour. It was claiming
on its site that it had grand final tickets for sale, but when it got wind that we were passing this legislation, it took
that information down. We are watching Viagogo closely and still sending very strong public messages that we do
not appreciate its activities and we are doing everything we can to protect the public from it.
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I refer to the fines and penalties, which have been listed as $20 000 for an individual and
$100 000 for a body corporate, and offences relating to software, which are listed as $100 000 for an individual
and $1 million for a corporation. With this legislation being rushing through, will the government have the ability
to enforce the size of those fines and the like as it stands?
Ms A. SANDERSON: I corrected the record earlier. It is not $1 million; it is $500 000 for the higher end fine.
Without the regulations, there is nothing to stop the department from prosecuting at that level. The only thing we
cannot do is issue infringement notices. We can still prosecute and seek to prosecute at that level.
Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to.
The Council acquainted accordingly.
ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr J.R. Quigley (Attorney General), and transmitted to the Council.
CRIMINAL APPEALS AMENDMENT BILL 2021
Second Reading
Resumed from 11 August.
MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Opposition) [4.42 pm]: I heard the end of that, then
thought I was in the wrong space. I rise to close the debate from the opposition’s perspective. Obviously, we have
contributed to this debate and there is no change in our views as the legislation has been brought forward. I think
the Attorney General covered the issues that we had and the bill has been debated in the other house. I do not intend
to hold up the process any further. I will just report that I have not done what I said I should have done when we
debated this last time and started proceedings to put together a will, but it is on the to-do list! I will get to it sometime
after 2024, I reckon. It is one of the things I will try to do after the winter break. We talked about its importance.
I thank the Attorney General for bringing this legislation to the house. I think it is something worthwhile. Without
any further ado, I commend the bill to the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms R.S. Stephens): Just to clarify, Leader of the Opposition, we are on the Criminal
Appeals Amendment Bill 2021.
Ms M.J. DAVIES: That is not what I am on. That is why I asked! My apologies. Sorry; I was under the impression
we were doing the Administration Amendment Bill, which is on our green sheet.
Mr D.R. Michael: We did do it, just very quickly.
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Ms M.J. DAVIES: I missed that. Right, I am clearly fast asleep. I am having a good day today! I will stand and talk
to this bill while our speaker makes his way to the chamber. Again, I am going to demonstrate my in-depth knowledge
of this legislation. My apologies; I was not paying attention and that is entirely down to me. The Attorney General
will be pleased to know that I was very supportive of the passage of the previous legislation! There are many moments
in this job, members, for people to look pretty silly. That was one of them.
Regarding the—let me double-check—Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill —
Mr D.R. Michael: Would you like one of our speakers to jump up?
Ms M.J. DAVIES: If that would be possible, because I am not the lead speaker on this bill. I can waste the house’s
time, but I would rather hear from somebody who has done the prep work on it. If I sit down, I will allow our lead
speaker to return to the house. Thank you.
MR D.A.E. SCAIFE (Cockburn) [4.45 pm]: I am only too happy to take up the challenge of wasting the house’s
time but I think the Leader of the Opposition’s contribution will turn out to be much more entertaining than mine
will be. Nonetheless, I am happy to do my bit.
This is a significant bill that we are introducing today but, more so, it is significant that this bill has been introduced
to this Parliament by this Attorney General. In that respect, I am pleased to speak to the Criminal Appeals Amendment
Bill 2021 and to do so in circumstances in which it has been introduced by the Attorney General who has a long history
of advocating for people who have been wrongfully convicted. I would like to acknowledge the Attorney General
for the work he has done in that regard and the work he has done in bringing this bill to this Parliament.
It is, unfortunately, the case that we have wrongful convictions in our criminal justice system. Our system of justice
is adversarial. It is not an inquisitive system. We, admittedly through that adversarial system, are searching for the
truth but, unfortunately, do not always find it. The justice system, as a result, does sometimes make mistakes, which
can lead to wrongful convictions. Sometimes, though, there are also deliberate cases of corruption or misconduct that
result in wrongful convictions. This bill sets up a new and modern process for making sure that wrongful convictions
in particular can be challenged. Obviously, the consequences of a wrongful conviction can be very serious. In
his second reading speech, the Attorney General referred to the case of Andrew Mallard. Mr Mallard spent almost
12 years in prison after being convicted of the murder of Pamela Lawrence when he was, in fact, not guilty of that
crime. Even after Mr Mallard was released, the Director of Public Prosecutions still named him as the prime suspect
until a cold case review identified that Simon Rochford was much more likely to be the offender. Reflecting on
Mr Mallard’s case has caused me to reflect on the fact that the consequences in his case were serious, but the
consequences can be much more serious in other jurisdictions. I am particularly referring to those jurisdictions that
have retained capital punishment.
There are countless stories in Australia and across the world of people who have been wrongfully convicted. As
a result, in jurisdictions that retain capital punishment, there are undoubtedly cases in which innocent people have
been executed by the state. That is one of the reasons I have always opposed capital punishment. There is no
punishment that is more final than capital punishment. Our justice system, in my opinion, simply cannot reach the
state of certainty and satisfaction that could possibly justify capital punishment. I also put on the record my view that
capital punishment is an uncivilised form of justice. It is also a form of punishment that disproportionately affects
poorer people and people of colour. Our system of justice is based on a fairly firmly held principle—the principle
that justice must be done, or, what I might call substantive justice or justice on the merits. This is the idea that we
hold people responsible for their crimes. We do not simply give in to any kind of mob rule. We expect that people
will be only held responsible and only punished for their own behaviours.
There is another principle that underpins our justice system, and that is the principle of finality. The principle of
finality is essentially the principle that once somebody has been tried for a crime in our criminal justice system,
they cannot be tried again at a later stage. Members will no doubt be familiar with this. The term I am referring to is
“double jeopardy”, although that is more an Americanised term than one that is used commonly in Western Australia.
The principle of finality and the principle of substantive justice can be in tension, and that is because we cannot
endlessly be litigating or disputing matters in the courts. However, at the same time, we do not want wrongful
convictions. If a case has been litigated or prosecuted and it has reached the wrong outcome, we still want to have
an avenue to ensure that the proper outcome—the just outcome—is reached.
This bill seeks to strike the balance between the principle of substantive justice and the principle of finality, while
also removing politicians from the process of deciding cases that should be the subject of, say, a further appeal.
It will allow a person who has been convicted and who has exhausted their rights of appeal to bring a new appeal
when there is new and compelling or fresh and compelling evidence. It will also ensure that past convictions—
past decisions—are not unnecessarily disturbed. In that respect, I note that the core process can be very traumatic
for victims of crimes and their families, so it is important that we do not needlessly go through appeals processes.
Those appeals processes can cause victims and their families to have to relive the experiences that led to
a prosecution in the first place, so it is important that we do not subject victims or their families to further trauma
through unmeritorious appeals.
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Indeed, my contribution today will be about the principles of finality and substantive justice and then I will look
at particular cases in a Western Australian context that are examples of when a bill like this would have made
a difference and also discuss the protections in this bill against unmeritorious appeals.
As I said at the outset, there are various principles that underpin our justice system, and the first principle that I refer
to is substantive justice or justice on the merits. This is, as I said, the principle that states that in our justice system,
we want to achieve the right outcome. We want to attribute responsibility for a criminal act to the right person. We
want to punish the wrongdoer, not innocent parties. It is what people would think of as an ordinary conception of justice.
But the principle of finality is essentially the principle that disputes should not constantly be reopened and re-argued.
There is a variety of reasons for the principle of finality. It allows people to move on and put disputes behind them.
It also allows for the efficient use of the courts’ resources. Courts have limited resources. They are publicly funded.
There are only so many hours and so many judicial officers available. The principle of finality also ensures that we
are not constantly using the justice system to deal with disputes that should have already been resolved. Indeed, the
law has a variety of methods for satisfying the principle of finality—concepts such as estoppel, abuse of process and,
as I mentioned, double jeopardy or otherwise known as a plea of autrefois acquit. I would like to refer to a passage
from the case of Barrow v Bankside Agency Ltd [1996] 1 SLR 257 at page 260. In that case, the court said —
The rule in Henderson v Henderson … requires the parties, when a matter becomes the subject of litigation
between them in a court of competent jurisdiction, to bring their whole case before the court so that all
aspects of it may be finally decided (subject, of course, to any appeal) once and for all. In the absence of
special circumstances, the parties cannot return to the court to advance arguments, claims or defences which
they could have put forward for decision on the first occasion but failed to raise. The rule is not based on
the doctrine of res judicata in a narrow sense, nor even on any strict doctrine of issue or cause of action
estoppel. It is a rule of public policy based on the desirability, in the general interest as well as that of the
parties themselves, that litigation should not drag on forever and that a defendant should not be oppressed
by successive suits when one would do. That is the abuse at which the rule is directed.
Those last couple of sentences in particular outline the public policy purpose behind bringing proceedings to a final
conclusion—having a final result at the end of a prosecution and its appeals process. A slavish devotion to the
principle of finality, however, may mean that there are miscarriages of justice, and this means wrongful convictions.
Of course, it might also mean wrongful acquittals. Equally, a slavish devotion to justice on the merits creates
inefficiency, it does not allow the victims or the accused to move on and it also demands a standard of perfection in
the law that is very likely unachievable. The justice system must resolve that tension between the need for finality
and the need to achieve substantive justice.
In recent years in civil litigation in particular, there has been a move towards efficiency and finality over a preference
for justice on the merits. However, the considerations are somewhat different in the criminal justice system. In the
criminal justice system, we are obviously dealing with crimes, and in many cases serious crimes. We are also
dealing with punishments that are very serious. We are talking about terms of imprisonment—punishment that will
deprive a person of their liberty. It is arguably more important in criminal cases that the courts achieve the correct
outcome. But, as I have said, court proceedings themselves can be traumatic and we do not want them to drag on
forever. That tension is most obvious in the case of possible wrongful convictions. It is obviously important for
victims and their families to have finality, but it is also critical that we do not have innocent people serving time
in prison. It is also, I note, critical to the victims and the families that the right result is achieved. Victims and families
want the right person to be punished, deterred and, in the case of terms of imprisonment, taken out of society so
that they cannot reoffend against others.
One way of resolving the tension between the principle of finality and the principle of substantive justice is
obviously just the appeals process. The appeals process really grows out of the tension between the two principles.
It acknowledges that courts ordinarily get it right, but appeals also provide a process to correct errors if they occur.
Of course, eventually the appeals process exhausts itself and if a wrongful conviction, for example, has been sustained
throughout an appeals process, the wrong result remains. There are also some limitations to appeals. There is an
ordinary rule in most appeals that new evidence cannot be adduced or that a party cannot run their case in a way
different from how they ran it before.
Currently, for people in Western Australia who believe that they have been wrongfully convicted and have exhausted
their appeals, only one option is available to them to challenge their conviction—that is, to lodge a petition for the
royal prerogative of mercy with the Attorney General. The Attorney General then has a discretion to refer the matter
to the Court of Appeal for consideration. I think the name of that process indicates that it is out of date—being
a royal prerogative. A person’s only real remedy at the moment in circumstances in which they believe they have
been wrongfully convicted, and perhaps new evidence has become available, is that they have access to a royal
prerogative. It is also a process that inserts politics into a process that really should be free from it. Most, if not all,
members would agree that we want to see a dispassionate consideration of the merits of a case by our criminal
justice system, not a consideration of any politics. The bill will now provide that option by enabling the dispassionate
judicial reconsideration of a case. This follows similar reforms in South Australia, Tasmania and Victoria. It will
allow the Court of Appeal to hear an application for a further appeal in cases in which fresh and compelling or
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new and compelling evidence has been found. In doing so, the Court of Appeal will first have to determine whether
to grant leave for that appeal. Once leave has been granted, the appeal against the initial conviction, which had
been upheld on appeal, can then be heard.
There are many well-known examples of wrongful conviction, such as Mr Mallard’s, which were later resolved
through petitions for a royal prerogative of mercy. I would like to speak about some of those examples. My purpose
for speaking about some of those examples is to tease out how the process of a petition for a royal prerogative of
mercy works, to explain why we need this bill and also to explain some of the features of the bill, such as the
difference between new evidence on the one hand and the concept of fresh evidence on the other.
[Member’s time extended.]
Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: The first case that I would like to discuss is described in a judgement called von Deutschburg
v The Queen [2013] WASCA 57. This case relates to events that happened in Western Australia. It highlights the
way that advances in science in Western Australia contributed to fresh evidence, and therefore to a successful petition
and appeal against a conviction. The facts of that case are as follows. On 1 June 1983, Mr von Deutschburg burgled
the home of 86-year-old Mr Stavros Kakulas. Mr von Deutschburg assaulted Mr Kakulas, causing him the following
injuries: bruising to the arm, chest and right eye; and four fractured ribs. About 18 hours after the assault, Mr Kakulas
was examined by his general practitioner, who then admitted him to hospital. Sadly, Mr Kakulas later died in hospital.
He died from internal bleeding from an acute duodenal ulcer. The prosecution’s case at trial was that the ulcer
that led to Mr Kakulas’s death was caused by the physical and psychological stress caused to Mr Kakulas during
the assault by Mr von Deutschburg. That part of the case was supported by the following extract from the report
of Dr Hainsworth —
The direct cause of his death was bleeding into the intestine from acute duodenal ulceration—ie a ‘stress ulcer’.
This ulcer had arisen after the injuries and was the result of the deceased having undergone physical &
(psychological) stress.
That argument was accepted by the jury and Mr von Deutschburg was convicted of Mr Kakulas’s murder on the
basis that his assault had somehow aggravated the ulcer, causing it to bleed, leading to Mr Kakulas’s death.
Since those events in 1983, there have been significant advancements in knowledge about the causes of ulcers.
Much of that work has been done here in Western Australia by Professor Barry Marshall and Dr Robin Warren. Those
two researchers established that stomach ulcers, which had long been thought to be caused by stress, almost always
or much of the time are caused by a bacteria known as Helicobacter pylori. Professor Marshall and Dr Warren won
a Nobel prize for that discovery. The two of them are among Western Australia’s few Nobel prize winners.
It turns out that 29 years after the event involving Mr von Deutschburg and Mr Kakulas, Professor Marshall deposed
an affidavit in 2012 in relation to his review of Mr Kakulas’s condition. In summary, he found that there was a less
than five per cent chance that stress alone would cause a duodenal ulcer. He found that although Dr Hainsworth’s
view was consistent with the medical opinion at the time, it is now considered highly unlikely that an ulcer would
be caused by an assault. Professor Marshall also stated that, in his opinion, the injuries inflicted on Mr Kakulas by
Mr von Deutschburg did not contribute to or accelerate the development of bleeding of the duodenal ulcer. In addition
to that affidavit, Dr Clive Cooke, a pathologist, deposed an affidavit after having reviewed microscope slides of
tissue samples from Mr Kakulas. Dr Cooke deposed that the ulcer showed features of chronicity and therefore had
existed before the assault. Dr Cooke’s conclusion was that the ulcer was likely to have been pre-existing. Dr Cooke
also stated that it was essentially unknown whether an injury to or the psychological stress that had been experienced
by Mr Kakulas contributed to the bleeding of the ulcer.
The Court of Appeal took that fresh evidence into account and accepted that the only reasonable conclusion that
would have been open to the jury was that there was such doubt that Mr von Deutschburg should not have been
convicted of murder. As a result, Mr von Deutschburg’s wrongful conviction was overturned. That was a good
outcome in that case but it was obviously a long time in the making. Importantly, it points to the variety of ways in
which evidence can change. It was not a case of fraud or corruption being exposed; in fact, it was just that, as a result
of scientific advancements, better evidence became available. That highlights the distinction in the bill between fresh
and new evidence. Under the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021, Professor Marshall’s evidence would be
classed as fresh evidence and that is because fresh evidence is evidence that was not and could not have been tendered
at trial despite the exercise of reasonable diligence. In this case, Professor Marshall’s evidence was not available at
the original trial in the 1980s because the science in that area had yet to advance. That is different from “new evidence”
in the bill, which is evidence that was not tendered but which could have been tendered with reasonable diligence.
The second case that I would like to briefly mention is that of Scott Austic, who was convicted in 2009 of the murder
of Stacey Thorne on 9 December 2007. Mr Austic was sentenced to life imprisonment with a minimum non-parole
period of 25 years. His appeal against that conviction was dismissed. In 2012, Mr Austic submitted a petition to
Hon Christian Porter, who was then the Attorney General, but the petition was rejected. In September 2013, he
submitted another petition to Hon Michael Mischin, who was the new Attorney General, but his petition was
again rejected. He submitted another petition in substantially the same terms as the petition he had submitted to
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Hon Michael Mischin to the current Attorney General in 2018, who decided to act on it and referred the matter to
the Court of Appeal. In May 2020, the Court of Appeal overturned the conviction. In doing so, the Court of Appeal
found that there was credible, cogent and plausible evidence that various pieces of evidence were planted. Those
pieces of evidence included a knife that was found in a field after it had been previously thoroughly searched by the
State Emergency Service and also a bloodstained cigarette packet that was not in the original photos of the crime
scene but mysteriously appeared 30 hours later when the scene was reviewed. Mr Austic’s case is very troubling.
Although his conviction was ultimately overturned, what is important about Mr Austic’s case is that it demonstrates
why the petition for royal prerogative is not the appropriate way of reviewing these cases. Six years passed between
Mr Austic’s original petition and his ultimately successful petition to the Attorney General. His successful petition
was in substantially the same terms as the rejected petition. That shows that the failure or success of a petition is
somewhat arbitrary; it may hinge on the views of the particular Attorney General of the time. Arbitrariness is
something that we want to avoid in our justice system.
The cases of Mr von Deutschburg and Mr Austic underline that there is unfortunately a need in Western Australia
for legislation that provides an avenue for wrongful convictions to be challenged. Nonetheless, cases such as those
of Mr Austic and Mr von Deutschburg cannot lead to a system of constant appeals. As I said at the outset, we do not
want to subject victims and families to ongoing court processes and for that reason there is a number of protections
in the bill to prevent unmeritorious appeals. I will outline a number of those. As I said earlier, the appellant must
first seek leave to appeal and leave must be granted in relation to each specific ground of appeal. The starting position
is that the application for leave needs to be determined in advance of the substantive hearing, so leave must be
granted first. Obviously, it is a requirement that the appellant identify evidence that is both compelling and fresh or
new and, in respect of new evidence, the Court of Appeal must be satisfied that in light of all the evidence it has been
established that the appellant is innocent. That is a higher bar because the Court of Appeal has to be positively satisfied
of the appellant’s innocence. I am satisfied that that is a rigorous regime that will provide options for the review of
cases in which there is compelling and new or fresh evidence while also preventing unmeritorious appeals. For that
reason, I congratulate the Attorney General for introducing this bill to Parliament and I commend it to the house.
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.14 pm]: I rise to speak in the second reading
debate on the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 on behalf of the opposition, which I guess makes me the
lead speaker, although I do not think I will take an hour to run through this matter. This bill is similar to the
Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill that was introduced in 2019, about which we had extensive discussions.
The bill will amend the Western Australian Criminal Appeals Act 2004 by introducing a new right for offenders
who are convicted of an indictment, on appeal, to bring a second or subsequent appeal to the Court of Appeal against
their conviction if there is either fresh and compelling or new and compelling evidence relating to the offence. The
Attorney General is well-acquainted with what happens in the justice system. He knows that miscarriages of justice
occur from time to time and attempting to right those types of miscarriages of justice is something that he has long
championed, and that is acknowledged by all sides in Western Australian politics. It is fitting that with his firsthand
experience in these types of situations, the Attorney General has brought this bill to the chamber.
I understand that under the current legislation, the appeals process involves going to the Attorney General or the
Governor when others appeals have been exhausted. The Attorney General can allow for a review or a second or
subsequent appeal of a matter at their discretion. There have been delays in the consideration of such cases and
sometimes a new Attorney may make a different decision when a right to appeal has been denied by the former
Attorney General. A change of political position might mean a difference in the exercise of discretion, and that
does not lead to a great deal of certainty or provide a clear path, which is very important. We also know that delays
in these types of situations can cause trauma to the individual who has been convicted of a crime, perhaps wrongfully,
and that continually going over these issues and undoing what might have been sealed—overturning the principle
of finality—can reinforce the trauma for the families of victims, survivors and the extended community because
they have to go through what has been a very difficult time, which brings back bad memories.
There are a number of quite famous cases in which miscarriages of justice have occurred. As far as I am aware,
many of these cases required the Attorney General of the day to use their discretion to decide whether there should
be a second appeal. Some of those cases are well known in the annals of Western Australian legal practice. Just about
every Western Australian will remember some of these miscarriages of justice and can talk about what they heard
and can recall some of the impacts that the case may have had on the victims and the person who was wrongfully
convicted. One of the cases that comes to mind is the case of John Button, who was accused of murdering his
girlfriend. The murder was later attributed to Eric Edgar Cooke. As we know, Cooke made a confession about the
murder, but a number of unfortunate decisions were made in the investigation and the lead-up to John Button
eventually having his conviction overturned.
Darryl Beamish was accused of murdering a victim who had been slain by Eric Edgar Cooke. He was exonerated in
2005 after the Button case had been appealed. We know of the so-called Perth Mint swindle for which brothers Peter
and Ray Mickelberg were convicted. After police corruption came to light, their convictions were quashed in 2004. The
Andrew Mallard case is no doubt very familiar to the Attorney General. In another case, Mr Gibson was jailed for
five years before being released, and was eligible for quite a payout; I believe it was about $13 million. Nonetheless, he
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was a victim of a miscarriage of justice. In another case, Scott Austic was found guilty of stabbing his then pregnant
lover. He has had his conviction recently quashed due to the planting of evidence. As that is quite a recent case, it is
perhaps quite well known to people now. It has been spoken about already in the chamber. I know that that particular
case occurred in the electorate of the Leader of the Nationals WA, so I am sure that she would also be well aware of it.
It is good to just pause at this point and think about what has happened for Mr Austic. He has had his case heard and
the appeal has led to his conviction being quashed. However, I do recall the grief of the family of Ms Stacey Thorne
when that occurred, and I think any feeling person would have nothing but sympathy for them. The conviction
would have given them a sense of closure, and they could say that the person who did the crime had been convicted.
Now, regardless of whether they accept what the court has said, I am sure that they have gone through a lot of grief
and trauma as a result of all that has happened. I know that the impetus for this bill was cases like the Austic and
Mallard cases and, as I have said earlier, other court cases that have been brought to the attention of the public; almost
every Western Australian knows of these cases.
In 2019, when this bill was being debated in the other place, former member for the Legislative Council
Hon Alison Xamon asked one rather large question on notice, which was really a series of questions. The only real
answer she got was to wait for the briefing. There is no response to Hon Alison Xamon on record, as far as I am
aware. I will let the Attorney General know that question on notice 2650 asked on 4 December 2019 raises a few
issues that might play out, and I might ask about it at the consideration in detail stage. I will allow the Attorney General
to know that now, just for his benefit.
Mr J.R. Quigley: Which question was it?
Mr R.S. LOVE: It was question on notice 2650 asked by Hon Alison Xamon on 4 December 2019.
Mr J.R. Quigley: I will have to look for it.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Getting back to some of these other cases, we know that some people in the community may feel
that some of the people who have had their convictions overturned are in fact still guilty. For everybody, there will
always be a lingering sense of an unfortunate situation for all those people who get caught up in this type of thing.
Ideally, we would like to have a criminal justice system in which these sorts of mistakes do not happen. When
miscarriages of justice occur, I think it is important that these matters are reviewed and looked into to ensure that
what went wrong in the investigation or the trial of the person does not occur again. We need to do everything we
can to ensure that it does not occur again.
I refer to the case I mentioned before about Mr Gibson. When that conviction was overturned, a report on ABC
online news looked at some of the matters relating to the conviction. At the end of the report, it said —
There were further questions being asked again about Mr Gibson and a group of people he was with that
night by the police.
Even though his conviction had been overturned, there seemed to be some mindset in the Western Australia Police
Force that it needed to continue to consider that he may have been involved, even after the state had paid $13 million
in compensation and the conviction had been quashed. I found that to be quite strange. The report was in the media;
I am not making it up. But it seemed rather strange to me that that would be the case. I think it is very important
that police and prosecutors and the legal profession look very carefully at ensuring that cultures are set so that these
types of miscarriages are as few as possible and there is respect for the outcome of the appeal process. I know that
we must consider how the victims, the families and communities will be supported and managed, and how their
trauma is supported as these cases proceed.
Another matter that I may ask about at the consideration in detail stage is the effect on persons who have been
granted some level of compensation for injury resulting from a criminal act when the conviction is overturned.
Will this legislation in any way affect the compensation payment that they received earlier? I will probably ask
the Attorney General about that matter at the consideration in detail stage. I heard that other members have gone
through many of these cases and I do not want to take up people’s time by going through and reading reports that
many members will know very thoroughly already. However, I will refer to the Austic case. I will read from an
ABC report released on Monday, 23 November 2020. It states —
Western Australia’s highest court has revealed its reasons for ordering a new trial for a man who was
wrongfully convicted of murder, finding that there was “credible, cogent and plausible evidence” that crucial
evidence against him was planted.
In spite of that finding, at the end of this report—again, getting back to the need to learn from what happens in these
matters—are quotes from the Western Australian Commissioner of Police Chris Dawson, who said —
… the matter of Ms Thorne’s murder was being discussed with state prosecutors.
“We will discuss this with the Director of Public Prosecutions, there’s already been some preliminary
discussions,” he said.
“Ordinarily, police will accept the outcome of any criminal trial.
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“We accept that the criminal justice system has a duty to do their job and so do jurors.
“And at times, they issue ‘guilty’ verdicts and at times, ‘not guilty’ verdicts. That’s the way the justice
system works.”
In a previous inquiry, the state’s Corruption and Crime Commission formed no opinions of misconduct
by the police or the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions.
But it noted there were potential concerns in relation to aspects of the evidence against Mr Austic,
including the cigarette packet and the knife.
The Commissioner suggested there was no need for a review of the investigation itself.

I found it surprising that that would be the position of the commissioner in such a case. It goes on to say —
“This was not a trial about police corruption, this was a trial of a person charged with a homicide,” he said.
“The matter has been, in terms of any allegations, I know, thoroughly reviewed by the CCC previously.
I’ve got no other new, fresh information.
“[If] there’s any new information that’s come forward, well of course we’ll review that, but I’ve not had
any new matters brought to my attention.”
I thought that was very strange given that the Court of Appeal had ruled that there had been a miscarriage of justice
and gave reasons that there had been “credible, cogent and plausible evidence” that crucial evidence against him was
planted. I would have thought it was extraordinary that in those circumstances, the Commissioner of Police said there
should not be a further review. It worries me that the reason something like that happens is that perhaps there might
be “enthusiastic” investigations, shall we say, that should be stamped out. There should be a ruthless investigation
in such a situation, I would have thought, to get to the bottom of exactly what happened. The Corruption and Crime
Commission did a review and came back with an opinion.
Mr J.R. Quigley: I think that review was for the appeals.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. It referred to its previous inquiry. Even then “it noted the potential concerns in relation to
aspects of the evidence”. That is in a report by the ABC; they are not my words. I find it strange that in that situation
the police commissioner has said that he does not see any need for a further review of the investigation.
Mr J.R. Quigley: I agree.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I think there should be such a review and an investigation in those circumstances as a matter of
course. I do not know what the Attorney General may say about that, if anything, but if he would undertake to look
into that, I would be very appreciative.
I will wind up my contribution at this point, noting again that this is a bill that had been introduced previously.
I know some aspects of this Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 are a little different from the 2020 bill. There
has been a change of wording in a couple of provisions that we will discuss in consideration in detail. I will allow
the Attorney General to explain to me the reasons for those changes when we go into consideration in detail.
I will finish with a quote attributed to Sir Ronald Wilson, the crown prosecutor against John Button in 1998 when
he said that “the search for justice is as old as humanity. It is not an activity confined to any particular group of
human beings. Indeed, the longing for justice is characteristic of all that is best in human nature.”
DR J. KRISHNAN (Riverton) [5.32 pm]: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I rise today to commend the
Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 to this house. To start with, I congratulate the Attorney General for bringing
such an important bill to this house. I second the comments made by the member for Cockburn that our Attorney General
has a long history of supporting credible bills and he has stood up and spoken with expertise time and again.
We have been discussing the case of von Deutschburg, whom the previous speaker spoke about. The debate
was whether a duodenal ulcer and the bleed was caused by stress or bacteria. Please let me share my experience,
Mr Deputy Speaker. When I went to medical school, my professor taught me and my batch of students that gastric
and duodenal ulcers are caused by hurry, curry and worry! He believed that strongly, and that is what we were
trying to explore when we were getting patients’ history to find out whether they had any hurry; if they were regularly
having curry; and if they did worry. In those days, we did not have the internet. Helicobacter pylori came to our
knowledge much later in my career. To give members a bit of background about how H. pylori came into existence,
Barry Marshall, Nobel prize winner, who comes from Kalgoorlie in Western Australia, said in 1982, “We have
discovered bacteria Helicobacter pylori.” The whole world laughed at him. How could bacteria survive in an acerbic
environment in the stomach? People refused to accept that concept. To prove his point, Barry Marshall consumed
the bacteria and exhibited the symptoms of a bacterial infection. That is the extent to which he went. Winning
a Nobel prize was not easy. That Nobel prize changed the wrongful conviction of von Deutschburg, who had been
convicted of the ulcer being caused by stress, when that was not the case. I am trying to say that when new and
evolving evidence is presented that could significantly change a previous judgement when a person was wrongfully
convicted, an opportunity should be given for that.
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I know of a young adult who worked very hard and had a passion for being at sea. During his first assignment as
a fourth engineer on a ship, he was arrested in a foreign country where he did not even know the language because
some things were found on the ship that were not supposed to be on it. The whole crew was convicted because of
a language barrier. The young man was not aware of what was going on, but the punishment was 15 years in jail
although the fourth engineer had no responsibility for and no involvement in the consignment on the ship. He was
there for maintenance on the ship. It was not the captain; it was the fourth engineer who was given a 15-year sentence.
He was fortunate to have an opportunity to appeal and when the decision was overturned, the young boy’s life was
given back to him.
We understand that in rare circumstances corruption is involved and wrong evidence is provided and a wrong
judgement is given. We also need to accept that, unfortunately, there is no perfect system to provide justice. We
have a lot of trust and belief in our criminal justice system. Our judges do an exemplary job by providing the best
judgement they can based on the evidence that is presented at that time. However, if the evidence changes, the
same judge would definitely provide a different judgement. That is what this bill is about. When there is a significant
change in the evidence that will have a significant impact on the outcome or judgement, an opportunity needs to
be given. The current provision does not allow a second right of appeal. The only option the appellant has is to
seek royal prerogative of mercy from the Attorney General. We have discussed previous examples of how an
Attorney General can dismiss something. There can be various reasons for that. There may be pressure from the
press and pressure of public opinion that interferes with the person having access to an appeal. This bill is about
finding the right answer for correcting mistakes.
How will the bill work? For a new jurisdiction to be created on the count of appeal, there has to be fresh and
compelling evidence to have a significant impact on the judgement and evidence that was not presented or could
not have been presented at the trial—that is, new evidence. An appellant will have to seek leave to appeal with fresh
and compelling evidence. It is in the interest of providing justice that the judicial system may allow or deny access
to an appeal like this based on what has been presented and taking into account whether the evidence is fresh and
compelling enough.
We discussed the case of Scott Austic, who was convicted in 2009. His appeal in 2010 was dismissed. In early
2012, the then Attorney General did not accept the appeal. The appeal was referred back again in 2013. The then
Attorney General also refused to refer the case. In February 2018, Austic again appealed. Our current Attorney General
believed that fresh evidence had been presented and that a wrongful conviction had been made, and referred the
case to the judicial system. In May 2020, the conviction was overturned and, in November 2020, Scott Austic was
acquitted. It was a clear case of the court taking into consideration fresh evidence. Although the appeal process
was not significantly different from that undertaken with the previous Attorney General, I congratulate the current
Attorney General for having an eye for detail and a passion for providing justice and making sure that people who
are wrongly convicted are given an opportunity to change that judgement.
What safeguards are in this bill? We have spoken about someone who was wrongfully convicted. We also need to
take into consideration the victim and their family who have been through this process. We cannot re-traumatise
them by going through the whole process again. There has to be leave for each ground of appeal. The evidence
cannot have been presented during the trial or previous appeals and has to be fresh and compelling. The appellant
has to pay the respondent’s costs, so there is a cost barrier. An application for leave has to be heard in advance except
in exceptional circumstances in which the court decides to hear both the appeal and the application for leave together.
There is a higher bar for new evidence of positively having to prove innocence. Taking all this into consideration,
in the interest of providing justice and giving people another chance when a wrongful conviction is made, I commend
the bill to the house. I am confident that the government will have an overwhelming majority in this chamber and
I hope that this bill will pass through the upper house as well.
MR S.A. MILLMAN (Mount Lawley — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.43 pm]: I rise to make a contribution to
this debate on the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021. I thank the preceding speakers for the government, the
members for Cockburn and Riverton, for their contributions. They touched on a number of the matters I was
hoping to cover in my contribution. I also listened to the contribution of the lead speaker for the opposition, the
member for Moore. When the equivalent bill, the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2019, came on for debate in
the fortieth Parliament, the lead speaker for the opposition was the former member for Hillarys Peter Katsambanis,
who said that the opposition would support the bill. I did not catch that in the contribution from the member for
Moore so I will make my contribution bearing in mind that we have not yet heard whether the opposition will
support the bill. As the member for Riverton just said, when the bill comes on for debate in the Legislative Council,
the opposition should indeed support it. I say that because it deals with two fundamental philosophical principles
that our society holds —
Mr R.S. Love: Member, I think you will find that a fair reading of what I said is that the bill has already been
debated and I was not going to go over what had been debated.
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I heard all of that.
Mr R.S. Love: Obviously, we support the bill.
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Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I thank the member for the interjection. I am glad that I took the interjection and am very
happy to hear that the opposition is supporting the bill. I will tailor my comments accordingly. I thank the member
and I am very happy to hear that sentiment expressed. I did not hear it expressed so clearly in the member’s
contribution. I heard that the member did not want to go over old ground, which is fair enough. I also do not propose
to go over old ground at great length, but I want to comment on a couple of things. They turn on the question of
why this chamber and this Parliament more generally should support this legislation. Previous speakers have already
addressed quite extensively and more than sufficiently the question of what has happened in the past. Members
referred to the Austic and Mallard cases and cases that have had political intervention by exercise of the right of royal
prerogative on the part of the Attorney General to have matters reconsidered by a court. The member for Cockburn
very clearly articulated the importance in our democratic system of the separation of powers. These are the last
sorts of considerations that we want to be politicising.
I am glad to see the member for Cockburn has returned to the chamber to appreciate my commendation of his
contribution. During the course of the debate in the previous Parliament, the member for Kalamunda said —
Having a politician make a decision on a matter as serious as this in the court of public opinion is not ideal
to say the least, particularly when the person seeking the appeal has been convicted of murder or a similar
heinous crime.
I am talking about the separation of powers. Our current Attorney General has been prepared to exercise the courage
necessary to use the power that is granted to him under the royal prerogative, but it would be so much better to
have a system in place that makes this whole process much more objective. For us to legislate to create that system
would not be unique or abnormal; it would follow the example that has been set. When we debated the 2019 bill,
we were able to refer to the fact that both South Australia and Tasmania had already introduced similar provisions,
together with the United Kingdom. I am advised that we can add Victoria to the list of jurisdictions that have
something similar. Removing that ministerial prerogative—the royal prerogative—of mercy and placing it in a firm
statutory context is incredibly important because it speaks so fundamentally to the separation of powers between
the legislature and the judiciary.
The other very important fundamental democratic principle at play here is that we want to convict only those people
who are guilty. We live in a free society and we want to celebrate that freedom. According to the notes that I wrote
down, the member for Riverton said that there is a high degree of trust and belief in our criminal justice system. He
also said that no system is perfect. I will refer again to the contribution from the member for Kalamunda; he said —
It is commonly understood and generally accepted by the legal profession that the rate of wrongful
conviction runs at about one or two per cent. In most areas of human endeavour, an accuracy rate of 98 to
99 per cent would be seen as close to perfect; I think everyone would agree with that. However, that is
not the case for a person who has been wrongfully convicted of a crime and sentenced to imprisonment.
I want to invite commentary on that point. The member for Armadale who is now Minister for Finance is unlikely
to make a contribution to the debate on this legislation but as a legal practitioner he made an excellent contribution
to the last debate. He quoted the great British jurist William Blackstone who said that it is better for 10 guilty
persons to escape than one innocent one suffer. This proposition was advanced by someone as learned and revered
in legal circles as Blackstone. It is the 10 to one rule. I think other members touched on the South Australian case
of Henry Keogh. He was found guilty of drowning his fiancée in the bathtub. There were numerous appeals and
so forth, then the case came before the South Australian Court of Criminal Appeal—R v Keogh [No 2] (2014) 121
SASR 307. The appeal looked at the issue of granting leave for permission to pursue a second or subsequent appeal
pursuant to section 353A of the Criminal Law Consolidation Act of South Australia. Our bill goes further than that
section. What happened in the Keogh case has informed the decision of the McGowan government to bring this
legislation before the house.
I refer to the contribution made by the member for Armadale in debate on the previous bill. In the Adelaide Law
Review, Emily Carr states —
Traditionally, Australian courts have been reluctant to infer any authority to entertain appeals against criminal
convictions beyond their statutorily conferred jurisdiction. The courts have been at pains to emphasise,
as was stated in R v Edwards, that an appeal court ‘should not attempt to enlarge its jurisdiction beyond
what Parliament has chosen to give it.’ Thus, the notion that criminal appeal courts have the jurisdiction
to hear subsequent appeals on the basis of fresh and compelling evidence has been firmly rejected by the
High Court. This issue was further considered in Mickelberg v The Queen, where the High Court held
that it does not have jurisdiction on appeal to consider fresh evidence which has not been put before
a criminal appeal court. Therefore, subject to a single right of appeal against conviction, there was no further
avenue for appealing on the basis of fresh and compelling evidence other than by way of the petition
referral procedure.
That is the problem encapsulated, because of the common law jurisprudence that had been handed down by the
High Court. We are saying to the courts: have this power to review these matters when they meet the necessary
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thresholds. The member for Cockburn outlined in clear and unambiguous terms exactly what safeguards are in
place to ensure that this power is referred to and exercised by the courts in appropriate circumstances. There was
an interjection in the 2019 debate to the contribution of the member for Kalamunda by the member for Hillarys.
The member for Kalamunda used the word “floodgates”, but the member for Hillarys said he had not used the
word “floodgates”. There was concern that this would lead to significantly more cases, which would put pressure on
the justice system. The response to that is that there is no evidence to support that contention, referring to the fact
that only one per cent to two per cent of people have been subject to wrongful conviction, so, as I said earlier, this
legislation will not affect thousands of people, but it does speak to two really important philosophical positions.
One of the most high profile cases and one that the Attorney General and members of this chamber know so well
is that of Mallard. I said I would return to the question about what the court’s jurisdiction was. In the foreword to
the book Miscarriages of Justice: Criminal Appeals and the Rule of Law in Australia, His Honour Justice Kirby,
former Justice of the High Court, made this observation of himself —
As a judge of a final court of appeal, the Mallard case reminded me once more of the heavy obligations
that rest upon all judges to be vigilant for error and possible miscarriages of justice so that we can prevent
or repair wherever possible.
He asks himself the question whether, with further assistance and more time to consider the first application
10 years prior to the second application, he might have spared Andrew Mallard a decade of needless and unjustified
imprisonment. Michael Kirby goes on to reflect on the circumstances of individual persons wrongfully convicted
and those who remedy wrongful punishment of the innocent. He says —
Sitting in their lonely cells, the victims of apparent miscarriages of the criminal justice system witness
the power of the law over their freedom. When they protest their innocence, they are reliant on the operation
of a complex system of law and justice that provides checks at many levels against the nightmare of serious
errors and wrongs. Yet, human justice is always prone to serious error and mistaken outcomes. The lawyer
assigned to the case may have been incompetent, inexperienced or overworked.
I pause to say that the legislation provides specific provision for circumstances of negligence on the part of the
practitioner representing the appellant, which was also addressed by the member for Cockburn. Justice Kirby goes
on to say —
The trial judge may have made mistakes that misled the jury but which the appeal judges were willing to
excuse as harmless or immaterial. The appeal bench may have been so overwhelmed with cases that the
judges did not have the time to notice a basic flaw in the evidence. These facts may have made the judges
over-dependent on lawyers who themselves lacked the time or imagination to consider the enormous
detail about which the prisoner was endlessly protesting.
Justice Kirby also observed —
When even conscientious judges provided with inadequate support by advocates and working under
pressure with inadequate time for self-initiated speculation fail to perceive crucial flaws, it is clear that
there is an institutional weakness that needs to be addressed.
That brings me back to my earlier point about whether the institutional weakness is addressed in circumstances in
which we do not preserve the important principle of the separation of powers. All previous speakers talked about
the importance of making sure that we do not have political interference in the judicial process. This is one of
those last remaining bastions of those circumstances. The Austic case provides a good example. We did not have
this information to hand when we debated the legislation in 2019, but Austic was subsequently successful in the
appeal, so ultimately justice has prevailed. The issue is that the appellant in that circumstance first went to one
Attorney General in the previous government, a subsequent Attorney General in the previous government and then
to the current Attorney General with the appeal for the exercise of the royal prerogative of mercy. The current
Attorney General had the courage of his conviction to say that it would be allowed. We are not saying that this
person is innocent. All we are saying is that this matter was of sufficient interest, there was sufficient material here,
to warrant an investigation, because the consequences are so abhorrent to a free society—that is, an innocent person
has been imprisoned—that we needed to look at it. But we are not always going to have this Attorney General. We
are not always going to have this government. The wheel will turn, circumstances will change and there will be new
people. We want to remove that subjective element. We want to make sure that we are protecting the innocent in
the future. The benchmark has been set, and we can see how important this will be in the operating of a fair, just
and civilised society.
Great examples have already been given of the Nobel prize winner Barry Marshall and the research he undertook.
It was particularly impressive to hear the contributions from the member for Cockburn and the member for Riverton,
who speak with such experience about these sorts of things. There is the idea of fresh and compelling and new and
compelling evidence. These terms will play an important role in the way this legislation operates. The safeguards that
exist in the legislation are there to ensure that the subjective power being created by it is not susceptible to abuse.
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I will quickly go through some of the checks on the exercise of this power. I go to proposed section 35E under
division 2, which states —
… an offender convicted of an offence on indictment may bring a 2nd or subsequent appeal to the Court of
Appeal against conviction if —
(a) there is fresh and compelling evidence relating to the offence; or
(b) there is new and compelling evidence relating to the offence.
Under division 3, “Commencing and deciding appeals”, proposed section 35F(1) states —
Leave of the Court of Appeal is required for each ground of appeal in an appeal brought under this Part.
So every time there is an appeal brought and the representatives of the appellant complete the grounds of the appeal,
each of the grounds of the appeal will require leave from the court before the appeal can proceed. The Court of Appeal
must decide whether to give leave to appeal on a ground of the appeal prior to hearing the appeal. It needs to see
that the matters, the fresh and compelling or new and compelling evidence that the appellant seeks to bring forward,
satisfy the test. Proposed subsection (3) provides that there may be, only if the Court of Appeal considers it necessary
or desirable, the opportunity to give leave at the hearing and when giving judgement on the appeal. The hearing can
be combined, but only if the Court of Appeal considers it necessary or desirable. Proposed section 35F(4) states —
After an appeal has commenced, the Court of Appeal must not give leave to appeal on a ground of appeal
unless it is satisfied —
(a) the ground identifies fresh and compelling evidence or new and compelling evidence that should,
in the interests of justice, be considered on an appeal; and
(b) the ground has a reasonable prospect of succeeding.
I think the member for Cockburn has already discussed at length the question of the shifting of the onus. Proposed
subsection (5) states —
Unless the Court of Appeal gives leave to appeal on at least 1 ground of appeal, the appeal is taken to
have been dismissed.
Automatically in proposed section 35F of the legislation there are a number of checks in place to make sure that
this legislation will only operate appropriately.
[Member’s time extended.]
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: The final check on the exercise of the discretion by the court and an opportunity for appellants
to reflect on the consequences of their actions in bringing these sorts of matters before the court is that costs may
be awarded against the appellant. If an appeal is dismissed under section 35F(5), the court may order the appellant to
pay another party’s costs of or relating to the appeal. We can see there are a number of checks and balances in place
to make sure that this legislation is applied appropriately.
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm
MR P. LILBURNE (Carine) [7.00 pm]: I rise in support of the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021, brought
to the house by the Attorney General of Western Australia. As a fifth-generation Western Australian, I am personally
very proud to have our current Western Australian Attorney General, Mr John Quigley, creating bills for the citizens
of Western Australia to protect the key concepts of justice and the associated right of appeal.
What does the bill seek to do? The Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 seeks to amend the Criminal Appeals
Act 2004 by introducing a new statutory right for a person to make a second or subsequent appeal against a conviction
on indictment in circumstances in which fresh and compelling or new and compelling evidence has come to light.
As a starting point to developing this bill, consideration was given to the schemes introduced in South Australia
in 2013 through the Statute Amendment (Appeals) Act, Tasmania in 2015 with the passing of the Criminal Code
Amendment (Second or Subsequent Appeal for Fresh and Compelling Evidence) Bill, and, lastly, in Victoria in 2019
with the Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Appeals) Bill.
There are four key principles behind Australia’s justice system. Firstly, all individuals are equal before the law.
Secondly, individuals have the right to a fair hearing. Thirdly, the judiciary—the court system—is independent
and impartial. Fourthly, individuals have the right to a reasonable appeal. The goal of these four key principles
behind Australia’s justice system is justice. People in our society want to believe in the concept of justice. In an
attempt for cases to be resolved in a fair and unbiased manner, the Australian court system allows people who are
dissatisfied with the outcome of their case to appeal to have their case reviewed by a higher court, providing
reasonable grounds for an appeal exist.
The concept of justice—what does it look like? Throughout my career in teaching and at the former Department
for Child Protection and Family Support, I utilised the concept of mind maps in my lesson structures because the
features of a concept are inherently complex. When we are dealing with a concept such as justice, we start to look
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at concepts and thoughts of morality, boiling down to what is inherently right or wrong. The bill before the house
is attempting to resolve the very key element of what is right or wrong in an individual case. Justice is inherently
important for our society. It makes active citizens believe in the structures for an effective community. When we
discuss justice, we must think of equality, in that we are all equal before the law, and that any inequality before
the law cannot be tolerated. When some people think of justice, they think of rich versus poor. It is very important
that all people in our society feel protected by the justice system. When we think of justice, we have to look at the
different perspectives. We heard from the previous speakers, whom I acknowledge, that different perspectives in
the quality of evidence are critical and, on appeal, new avenues or new, different perspectives on that evidence
may well be gleaned, which give good grounds for appeal.
Within justice, we have the concept of the socialisation process to form a functioning community. Within that
socialisation process, the core is families. Families, be they rich or poor, must be treated equally for a functioning
community. They must feel supported and trust the system that they have before them in Western Australia and
Australia under the Constitution. Within the justice concept and the socialisation process subtopic, there is family
and peer pressure. People must feel that they are able to approach the justice system when there is some inequality
and they feel that the mood is asking them just to be quiet. The justice system reinforces that belief in our society.
Lastly, in terms of the justice system, it is important that socialisation is taught in schools. I have had the pleasure and
honour of being associated with schools all my life. From an early age, students are taught about the consequences
of their actions. If someone at primary school or high school is unjustly accused of an action, they are able to access
an appeal system through the internal structures within a school, be that the head teacher, the deputy principal or,
ultimately, the principal. Schools in this state reflect that belief in the concept of justice. When we think of justice,
we must think about fighting prejudice. Later in my speech in support of this bill, I will come to the subset of
prejudice. When we think of justice and appeals, we must think about rehabilitation. Is there sufficient recourse?
Is there sufficient compensation for a poor judgement or a judgement made with inaccurate evidence? Retribution
further reinforces the concept of justice in our society.
I had the pleasure of knowing a former Australian Army colonel who had served during World War II. He used to
visit my grandfather’s home. He was involved in dealing with criminal acts that had occurred during World War II.
People used to refer to him as “The Colonel” when he visited my grandfather’s home. I found out later that he was
indeed involved in those criminal proceedings. Justice is inherently associated with historical events.
We heard today that some appeal processes can take years and years. We heard today that some efforts to get justice
have taken three terms of Attorneys General. It is historical. When we think of justice, we also think of injustice.
That is why I support this bill in its entirety. It attempts to reinforce the mechanism in our society that says that if
a mistake has been made, we will endeavour to fix it; we are but human.
When we think of justice, we place our trust in judges. We have trust in the justice system and judges because we,
as a society, hope that unbiased decisions will be made. We have mechanisms in this state, which I am proud of,
that ensure a corruption-free environment. If anyone dares to go down a corrupt path, there are mechanisms to deal
with those people. As a citizen of this state, I believe that is fantastic.
As a child growing up in the Carine electorate, I was a distant neighbour to the Mickelbergs. I used to ride down
Mullaloo Drive and see the media outside their home. I would watch the Channel Seven news, amongst others, and
followed the intrigue associated with that case. In Mickelberg v The Queen [2004] WASCA 145, the appeal was
upheld partly on the basis of fresh evidence that showed that crucial police testimony was false and that the notes
of interview had been rewritten to include falsely supplied incriminating statements. I hope that is a good example
that reinforces some of our belief in the justice system. How are the Mickelbergs associated with the concept of
justice? They fought for what they believed in—that is, morality about what is right or wrong. They held, ultimately,
that the judges would not allow incriminating evidence to stand. I believe that there has been appropriate retribution
and rehabilitation for those victims.
What is justice? Justice is just behaviour or treatment; a concern for justice, peace and genuine respect for people.
Justice is often used interchangeably with the word “fairness”. In any situation, be it in a courtroom, the workplace
or in line at the local canteen at school, members of society want to be treated fairly. We should not be judged
more harshly because of the colour of our skin, we should not be paid any less because of our gender and we
should not wait longer for a drink because of what we are wearing. As humans, we feel that we deserve equal and
impartial treatment.
Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi was born on 2 October 1869 and lived through to 30 January 1948. He was venerated
as Mahatma. This honorific means “great soul” or “venerable”. It was first applied to him in 1914 in South Africa,
and is now used throughout the world. Mr Gandhi was an Indian lawyer, an anti-colonial nationalist and a political
ethicist who employed nonviolent resistance to lead the successful campaign for India’s independence from British
rule and, in turn, inspired civil rights and freedom movements across the world. He said that if someone does
something bad to you, do not do it back, as then you would be as bad as they are; treat others the way you want to
be treated, not the way they treat you.
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We also see systems and symbols of justice, such as Lady Justice herself. She represents the statement “innocent until
proven guilty”. She has three significant objects. The first is a blindfold, which symbolises objectivity so that justice
is or should be meted out without fear or favour, regardless of money, wealth or power—I mentioned these things
earlier. Lady Justice also has a set of scales, which symbolises a balanced trial. Lastly, she has a sword. It symbolises
punishment. It is held below the scales to show that evidence and the court is always held before punishment.
Nelson Mandela taught us a few lessons about fighting for justice. He dedicated his life to fighting for equality and
justice in South Africa and, today, his legacy lives on not only in his country but also across the entire world. The
inspiring lessons about passion, courage and leadership that he left behind are especially relevant in the world we are
living in right now. Though best known for his struggle to end the racist apartheid system in South Africa, Mandela
fought tirelessly throughout his life on the broader issue of equality for the world’s most vulnerable populations.
[Member’s time extended.]
Mr P. LILBURNE: In honour of Nelson Mandela, here are just a few of the infinite lessons the brilliant leader taught
the world about fighting for justice. Firstly, it always seems impossible until it is done. That links perfectly with appeal.
Secondly, it is not where you start but how high you aim that matters for success. This would suggest, in relation to
the matter before us in the Legislative Assembly, that if wrong has been done to you by the court system, hold strong
because you have the right of appeal. Thirdly, he said that we must use time wisely and forever realise that time is
always ripe to do right; in other words, this would suggest, like in the Mallard case, which others have given a very good
account of, go forth if you believe you have been wronged. Fourthly, he said that a winner is a dreamer who never
gives up. Lastly, in a letter sent to his then wife, Winnie, while he was still incarcerated in 1969, he wrote —
Remember that hope is a powerful weapon even when all else is lost.
When discussing former President of South Africa Mr Nelson Mandela, former President of the United States of
America Mr Barack Obama described President Mandela as a symbol of justice, equality and dignity. I quote from
The Guardian of Friday, 6 December 2013 —
The story told by Mandela’s life is not one of infallible human beings and inevitable triumph. It is the story
of a man who was willing to risk his own life for what he believed in, and who worked hard to lead the
kind of life that would make the world a better place.
In the end, that is Mandela’s message to each of us. All of us face days when it can seem like change is
hard—days when our opposition and our own imperfections may tempt us to take an easier path that avoids
our responsibilities to one another. Mandela faced those days as well. But even when little sunlight shined
into that Robben Island cell, he could see a better future—one worthy of sacrifice. Even when faced with
the temptation to seek revenge, he saw the need for reconciliation, —
That connects to my earlier point —
and the triumph of principle over mere power. Even when he had earned his rest, he still sought to inspire
his fellow men and women to service.
I would like to speak on the Andrew Mallard case and, indeed, his legacy. An article in The Sunday Times of Sunday,
2 June 2019 titled “Appeal law offers new hope” states —
THE grieving family of Andrew Mallard—who spent 11 years in jail over a wrongful murder conviction
before being killed in a California hit-and-run—hope WA’s new “second appeal” laws could become his
life’s greatest legacy.
…
The genesis for its introduction in WA came through Attorney-General John Quigley’s involvement in
the Mallard case, which began with his conviction in 1995 for the murder of Pamela Lawrence, and ended
with the High Court ruling quashing the conviction 10 years later.
Andrew Mallard walked free after 11 years in prison. In relation to my topic of justice, Andrew Mallard inherently
believed in the concept associated with right and wrong. He had a different perspective and he must have lived
with that perspective for 10 years, waiting for something to change. I cannot begin to quantify the peer pressure that
he and his family experienced. Within the concept of justice, there is rehabilitation and some form of compensation.
Mr Quigley said that he did not believe a second appeal based on new, fresh and compelling evidence should be in
the gift of a politician. He said also that as it stands, it might be that, for a political reason, that person might want to
keep it from court, and that this way is more pure and will stand as a legacy to Andrew Mallard’s life. How poignant.
Reverting back and discussing the Mickelbergs’ victory after their 20-year fight to clear their names, an article in
The Sydney Morning Herald of 3 July 2004 states —
Ray and Peter Mickelberg were not present in the West Australian Supreme Court of Criminal Appeal
today when their eighth appeal was upheld.
…
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The brothers had always maintained their innocence, and in a 2–1 split decision, Chief Justice David Malcolm
and Justice Christopher Steytler today agreed the conviction should be quashed and no retrial ordered.
…
The justices’ findings centred largely on the sworn confession of self-confessed crooked detective
Tony Lewandowski, who admitted in June 2002 that he and another detective—former Perth chief of
detectives Don Hancock—had framed the three Mickelbergs.
“In these circumstances, and given my conclusion that the fresh evidence now available plainly casts doubt
upon the police evidence of admissions made … it seems to me, once again, that there is a substantial
possibility that the jury reached its verdict in reliance upon false evidence and was consequently misled
in the manner in which it reached its conclusion,” Justice Steytler wrote in his judgement.
He went on to state, “I would consequently allow both appeals and quash the convictions of Raymond
and Peter”.
The article demonstrates that enhanced appeal mechanisms are needed in the Western Australian legal system and
our Attorney General, Mr John Quigley, is solving that very need. I commend the Criminal Appeals Amendment
Bill 2021 to the house and I thank the Attorney General for his efforts.
MS C.M. ROWE (Belmont) [7.28 pm]: I rise this evening to make a contribution also to the Criminal Appeals
Amendment Bill 2021. I, too, would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the Attorney General for not only
his work in bringing this important bill, along with so many others before it, to our house, but also his important
work before coming to this house, as many of us already know, in rectifying miscarriages of justice that have occurred
and, most notably, the Mallard case in the state of WA.
This bill seeks to provide a framework for a further appeal against conviction. The bill will allow an opportunity for
an appeal to be provided. The absence of such a mechanism would lead to a significant injustice. It will give someone
convicted of a crime the right to a second chance to appeal against a conviction if fresh and compelling, or new
and compelling, evidence has come to light. As other members have already touched on, the evidence cannot have
been tendered at the original trial or any of the previous appeals, and it must be compelling; that is, it is very likely
to have a material impact on the ultimate outcome of the case. Importantly, the threshold for new evidence is much
higher in this instance of appeal. This is designed, of course, to act as a deterrent to a person going to trial in the
first instance when they are ill-prepared for the trial.
Currently, once a person’s avenue of appeal is exhausted, the person has no right to a second appeal against that
conviction even if evidence later emerges that could potentially exonerate them, or it becomes obvious that a substantial
miscarriage of justice occurred. Imagine a person serving a jail sentence for a crime that they did not commit and
their options were exhausted for appeal, even if new technology or scientific advancement could prove they were
not guilty. That person’s only option would be to lodge a petition with the Attorney General of the day to seek his
or her support in referring the matter to the Court of Appeal. The Attorney General, however, is not required to refer
a petition to the Court of Appeal. This bill will mean that the Court of Appeal will determine a second or subsequent
appeal instead of the matter being considered simply by the Attorney General.
It does not make sense that a decision like this should be made by a politician. Politics should, quite simply, not
be part of the equation at all. The last thing we would want is a decision of this magnitude, when somebody’s life
and freedom are truly in the balance, to be politicised. This was no more evident than in the case of Scott Austic,
who, in 2009, was convicted of wilful murder. In 2010, Mr Austic’s appeal against his conviction and sentence were
dismissed. Mr Austic lodged a petition with the then state Attorney General, Hon Christian Porter, at the start of 2012.
In 2013, the new Attorney General, Hon Michael Mischin, refused to refer the case. In February 2018, the current
Attorney General, Hon John Quigley, received the same petition from Austic. It was almost identical to the one that
was refused by the former Attorney General. In April 2018, two months after Austic lodged his petition with the
Attorney General, the Attorney General referred his case to the Court of Appeal, upon advice from the then
Solicitor-General. In May 2020, the Court of Appeal overturned the conviction and, in November 2020, Mr Austic
was acquitted after a retrial. Tragically, though, it was six long years after the initial petition to Mr Porter and
Mr Austic’s second petition to the current Attorney General. It is clearly a major flaw that a right of appeal is at
the mercy of the politics of the day. The member for Mount Lawley went into quite a lot of detail around this point:
it should not be something that is subjective. Prior to the introduction of this legislation, it has been very much
subjective and highly political.
Although it is crucial that our criminal justice system can be trusted to find the right answer, it also needs the ability
to correct previous mistakes, especially when these mistakes are so devastatingly life-changing. Unfortunately,
history shows mistakes like this happen. The names John Button, Darryl Beamish, the Mickelbergs and Andrew Mallard,
and, most recently, Scott Austic will be forever etched in our history. John Button and Darryl Beamish were convicted
of murders that were later found to have been committed by Western Australia’s most notorious serial killer,
Eric Edgar Cooke. Members will recall that 19-year-old John Button was convicted of the 1963 hit-and-run murder
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of his teenage girlfriend, Rosemary Anderson, in Shenton Park. Darryl Beamish, an 18-year-old deaf-mute, was
convicted of the 1959 murder of Jillian Brewer in Cottesloe. Both served long sentences in Fremantle Prison before
they were paroled. It was not until years later that the truth was finally revealed.
I now refer to a case that is very close to the heart of our Attorney General—Andrew Mallard. As members know,
Mr Mallard spent 12 years in jail for the 1994 murder of Pamela Lawrence at her jewellery shop. Mr Mallard endured
a lengthy fight to have his name cleared. The High Court finally quashed his conviction in 2005. Like Mr Button,
Andrew Mallard moved away from his home in Western Australia because of the difficulties he had in being accepted
by society. Tragically, his freedom was cut short when he died in a hit-and-run car accident in 2013 when he was
living overseas, I think in Los Angeles. As the Attorney General has previously said, this legislation could well be
Mr Mallard’s lasting legacy. There are clearly no winners in wrongful conviction cases. The impact of a wrongful
conviction and the time served in prison does not end with acquittal. John Button has described the devastating and
long-lasting impacts he lives with in his day-to-day life—the nightmares, struggling to find work or make friends,
ongoing depression, and being shunned from the community. Despite all this, when a person is finally acquitted,
they might finally feel as though justice has been done. But, of course, the victim’s family have had to relive the
distress through the appeal, only to be left with more unanswered questions and without probably any sense of justice.
Understandably, victims want reassurance that someone has been found guilty; however, we can assume that victims
want the right person to be found guilty. They want the right person to be punished for the awful crime.
This bill strikes an important balance between correcting miscarriages of justice and the public interest in the finality
of the justice system and providing justice for victims’ families. It is an important part of our justice system that
once a court hands down the decision that it is final. However, as the Attorney General outlined in his second reading
speech, it is important that the principle of finality must be put aside in some circumstances for the purpose of
allowing justice to be served, however belatedly. The legislation contains important safeguards to protect against
appeal applications that are without merit or are vexatious or frivolous, ultimately to protect victims and their next
of kin from re-traumatisation. A really important element of this bill are the safeguards that have been built into its
framework. Amongst other things, this includes that the evidence must not have been raised at the trial or at any
previous appeals. The court has the power to order the applicant to pay the other party’s costs. One would assume
that would act as a significant deterrent to frivolous or vexatious claims coming forward. It also requires leave to
be obtained for each ground of appeal, and for the application for leave to be heard in advance of the appeal itself.
We all want our justice system to get it right and we want to see guilty people punished and innocent people retain
their freedom. When we get it wrong, innocent people and their families suffer unimaginable anguish, and for many
years, well beyond the time since they were exonerated. We also want to protect the victims and their families.
We want them to have peace that justice has been served. Those people who were wrongly convicted, people such
as John Button and Andrew Mallard who had their lives turned upside down and, quite frankly, torn apart, are
victims, too.
Unfortunately, this legislation cannot prevent wrongful conviction, but it is about ensuring that innocent people who
find themselves in the nightmare of a wrongful conviction will have a fair opportunity to prove their innocence. It
seeks to do this in a way that is fair and just for everyone involved and, indeed, the wider community. I commend
the bill to the house.
MR G. BAKER (South Perth) [7.39 pm]: I rise to speak in support of the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021,
introduced by the Attorney General. The Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 seeks to amend the Criminal Appeals
Act 2004 by introducing a new statutory right for a person to make a second or subsequent appeal against a conviction
on indictment in circumstances in which fresh and compelling or new and compelling evidence has come to light.
It was my privilege in the last term of government to work for some time for the former Minister for Police and
current Speaker, the member for Midland, and to play a small part in the administration of the justice system in
Western Australia. It was eye-opening to see the Western Australia Police Force at work. Their professionalism in
tackling the extremely wide range of crimes is extraordinary. “Volume crime” is a term I wish did not exist, but it
is the daily duty of the WA Police Force to investigate and prosecute these crimes. Further, I was impressed by the
meticulous way in which the WA Police Force investigates the most serious of crimes, such as homicide. One need
only look at the newspapers to see stories of investigations that have examined the most minute details of crime
scenes for forensic clues, to solve murders and find evidence essential to a successful prosecution.
Above this, I cannot imagine a better Commissioner of Police than our current commissioner, Chris Dawson. It is
a very difficult role, with additional burdens added all the time, yet I cannot imagine anyone exercising better or
more consistent judgement than he has. I know that he holds himself to the highest standards of integrity. The
Western Australia Police Force and the Director of Public Prosecutions serve the WA community in the pursuit of
justice. However, there are rare cases in the justice system in which someone has been convicted and, after the appeals
process has been exhausted, fresh evidence comes to light that calls into doubt the conviction, and it becomes clear
that justice has not been served. For these rare cases, this bill is a sound reform.
Currently, once a person’s avenue of appeal is exhausted, the person has no second right of appeal against conviction,
even if evidence later emerges that could potentially exonerate them, or it becomes obvious that a substantial
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miscarriage of justice has occurred. The convicted person’s only option in those circumstances is to lodge with
the Attorney General a petition for the exercise of the royal prerogative of mercy, and for the Attorney General to
refer the matter to the Court of Appeal. However, the Attorney General is not required to refer a petition to the
Court of Appeal.
This process has flaws. It is possible for the views of an Attorney General to be tainted by the politics of the day.
It is not so difficult to imagine that some Attorneys General, in weighing their decision, may consider matters
outside the facts before them. For an Attorney General to get involved in a topical court case might, in the language
of Yes Minister, be considered courageous. This bill takes the decision-making nexus for such appeals from the
Attorney General and gives it to the courts. This reform removes politics from the process, so instead of the Mallards,
Mickelbergs, Buttons or Beamishes of the justice system waiting for an objective Attorney General to consider
new, fresh evidence, they can expect a different, fairer and more objective process.
Let us look at one particular case—that of Scott Austic; this case has been mentioned several times already in this
debate this evening. He was convicted in 2009 of a murder committed in 2007. He was imprisoned, but subsequent
to conviction, fresh evidence came to light. Three Attorneys General were petitioned with the same new evidence,
in 2012, 2013 and finally in 2018. In 2020, the Court of Appeal overturned the conviction, with the jury acquitting
the defendant after only two and a half hours. As a result, Scott Austic was released from prison in 2020, after
13 years of imprisonment.
The same new evidence was given to three different Attorneys General, and on two occasions it was knocked back;
it was only on the third occasion that it went forward, and the case was referred to the Court of Appeal. This case, as
much as any other case, highlights the limitations of the current system and also highlights the need for justice to
be served by removing the politics of the Attorney General from the process. It is very brave for the Attorney General
to actually remove himself from a step in the appeals system, and I congratulate him for that. With the passing of
the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021, a convicted person may submit an appeal directly to a court and
avoid the political step of submitting to the Attorney General.
How will this scheme operate? The proposed legislation will confer a new jurisdiction on the Court of Appeal
to determine a second or subsequent appeal by a person convicted of an offence on indictment. An offender may
bring a second or subsequent appeal against such a conviction if there is fresh and compelling evidence, or new
and compelling evidence, relating to the offence. The offender must seek leave to appeal. In order to obtain leave,
the applicant must satisfy each of the following criteria: the ground identifies fresh and compelling, or new and
compelling, evidence; it is in the interests of justice to consider the evidence; and the ground has a reasonable
prospect of succeeding.
I am mindful that this may be regarded by some as an automatic right to a second appeal; I would consider that to
be a worse outcome. If it were an automatic right to a second appeal, it would painfully prolong the justice process
for many victims of crime, which would be horrible and serve no purpose. It would also result in excessive
consumption of the resources of the Western Australia Police Force and the Director of Public Prosecutions, so
I was pleased that the Attorney General included safeguards against unmeritorious appeals. The safeguards are
a requirement to obtain leave for each ground of appeal; that the evidence must not have been raised at the trial or
any previous appeal; that the court has the power to order the appellant to pay the respondent’s costs, which are
a significant burden; that the application for leave is to be heard in advance of the appeal itself; and the higher bar
for new evidence of positively having to prove innocence on the balance of probabilities. That is a very high bar
to clear.
Given these safeguards, I feel that this bill will not open up an automatic right to a second appeal; but, most
importantly, the bill will provide justice to those people who have been unjustly convicted. This is an overdue reform,
and I commend the bill to the house.
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [7.47 pm]: I rise to speak on the Criminal Appeals
Amendment Bill 2021. I think it is a very important bill, and one that will make a good, important contribution to
the development of law in Western Australia. I take this opportunity to commend some of the contributions that
have been made tonight. The member for Carine did a very worthy job in a very difficult and complex area. The
member’s insights into the principles associated with this legislation were very important. As he said, all these things
are embedded in the principles of justice, and he drew upon some very worthy contributions from people such as
Gandhi, Nelson Mandela and so on. The members for Belmont and South Perth also provided very important insights
and foundational contributions that really pointed to the important issues as they affect us all, whether in respect
of the Mallard case or others that the Attorney General has been involved with. I commend the bill to the house.
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [7.48 pm] — in reply: I thank the Deputy Premier for his helpful
contribution, as I thank all members for their contributions. As a society and community, we are all offended when
we learn that someone has been imprisoned wrongly and had years of their life stolen from them as a result of false
imprisonment. Until now, and until the passage of this bill when it eventually gets through the other place, as the
member for Belmont and I have said, the gift of further appeal has been the gift of a politician, which should never
be the case. If something has misfired in the courts of law, those errors should be corrected within the halls of justice.
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It should not be left to politicians to decide a person’s fate when other issues might be bearing down on them like
fealty to the prosecution service or to the police or whatever. As the member for Carine said, it should be looked at
objectively blindfolded and, in the interests of justice, balanced. In these particular cases of second appeal, I think
that the operative word to new and fresh evidence is that it must be “compelling” of a person’s innocence.
With that, because I know that we will be going into consideration in detail, I commend the bill to the house and
suggest that we get on with it.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
[Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading.]
Consideration in Detail
Clause 1: Short title —
Mr R.S. LOVE: With a bit of forbearance on the Attorney General’s part, I would like to raise some general
points in this discussion on the short title about some issues that I have not seen outlined anywhere in the briefing
note that I received from Hon Nick Goiran, who had a briefing through the Attorney General’s department, or in
the explanatory memorandum or in any other documents that I have read. I refer to the potential impact of the bill
on the victims of crime who may have received some compensation in the past. What will potentially be the effect
on them if the conviction that led to their compensation is overturned? Can the Attorney General explain whether
there will be any ramifications for either the victims or the families who may have received some compensation in
the past on the understanding that an offender had caused an offence and damage to a particular person or family?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Criminal Injuries Compensation Act does not authorise the assessor to recover the money.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I thank the Attorney General. To follow up on the subject of the victims of crime, in the consultations
that the Attorney General has had around the bill, did he receive any information or feedback from victims of crime
and also the Commissioner for Victims of Crime, and can the Attorney General detail them?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes and no. The feedback that I have had from the victims of crime comes from those victims
whose cases I have been involved in. The feedback has been only about the stress and unhappiness over that which
they thought had been resolved, and having moved on with their lives after having obtained resolution, it was then
re-ventilated in all its gory detail. I was personally the subject of that sort of vitriol during the Andrew Mallard
matter. I am sure that the family of Pamela Lawrence detested me and Colleen Egan, my chief of staff, who was
the chief mover for it at the time, but I understand that the daughter later reached out full of remorse when she found
out that Andrew Mallard was innocent. It is a mixed bag for the victims of crime. The secondary victims feel bad
that they had channelled their antipathy towards an innocent person.
We have consulted with the Commissioner for Victims of Crime. She was helpful in the Scott Austic matter because
relatives of the deceased were terribly upset that I was even contemplating referring the matter back to the court.
It was the Commissioner for Victims of Crime who went and saw the family and explained the necessary processes.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Part 3A inserted —
Mr R.S. LOVE: During the second reading debate, I referred the Attorney General to questions on notice that had
been asked in the other place by Hon Alison Xamon. I might ask the Attorney General to answer those questions
here, as they did not get much of a response on the record anywhere that I can see. They might have been responded
to in a briefing given to Hon Alison Xamon, but there is no response on the record. I will put these questions to
the Attorney General to see whether he can give a response.
Mr J.R. Quigley: I have the questions here and can go through them one at a time.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Is the Attorney General happy to do that?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes. I will go through the questions (a) to (n).
Mr R.S. Love: We have covered (n) already.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Okay.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(a)

can a Royal Commission quash the conviction;

In Western Australia, royal commissions are a form of non-judicial and non-administrative governmental investigation
under the Royal Commissions Act 1968. The powers of a royal commission are outlined in the act. A royal commission
does not have the power to quash a conviction, only to investigate matters referred to it under its terms of reference.
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Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(b)

will the Bill apply to who have already completed their sentence;

Yes. The bill applies to anyone who has been convicted of an offence on indictment, including those who have
completed their sentence.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(c)

in what “special circumstances” can the decision on the application for leave be made during the
appeal or when giving judgment on it, rather than as a separate matter;

Under the 2021 bill, the decision on an appeal can be given at the same time as the application for leave when
the court considers it necessary and desirable to do so. This is a matter for the court to determine based on the
circumstances of the particular case before it, and what will be the most expedient way to deal with the application.
The intention of the requirement for the court to consider it necessary or desirable is that appeals that are obviously
unmeritorious can be dismissed without the court having to hear the full appeal. Conversely, when there is strong
evidence that the person is innocent, the matter can be heard as one and the conviction quashed as soon as possible.
In other words, the application for appeal and the appeal itself can be heard jointly.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(d)

is the special leave decision itself appellable:
(i)

if yes to (d), in what circumstances; and

(ii)

if no to (d), what is the policy reason …

The answer is yes. Appeals will be allowed against the decision of the Court of Appeal to refuse leave to appeal
in accordance with the ordinary principles. That is, the decision of a single judge of an appeal can be reviewed by
the Court of Appeal and a decision by the Court of Appeal can be reviewed by the High Court. We keep all those
steps of appeals in place.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(e)

is the special leave decision reviewable under South Australia’s similar law;

The information is not available but it is most likely that appeals will be allowed in accordance with the ordinary
principles of that jurisdiction, but I do not have the detail of its legislation here.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(f)

regarding the requirement that the application for special leave must be served on any other
person the court requires (as well as the parties to the trial):
(i)

who is this likely to be; and

(ii)

if it could include victims, what would their role in the proceedings be and what is the
position of the Victim Support Service regarding that;

This is for the court to determine in the circumstance of the case. Yes, “any other person” could include victims. It
allows the court to order that the application be served on anyone the court thinks fit. The victim’s role depends
on the case. On occasion, the victim will be a witness. At other times they might just be interested in the proceedings.
This bill contains safeguards to help prevent successive meritless claims that have the potential to re-traumatise
victims. The victim support services advise that they will continue to provide their usual services to victims during
second and subsequent appeals.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(g)

what if any impact does the Bill have on either the criminal injuries compensation or civil
damages process, for example:
(i)

is there any change regarding when or how the victim can apply;

(ii)

what happens if the victim has received compensation/damages and afterwards the
conviction is quashed …

We have already dealt with that, member, by saying there is no ability for the assessor to recoup the money. The
question continues —
(iii)

what happens if the previously convicted person has reimbursed criminal injuries
compensation paid to the victim or paid damages to the victim, and afterwards the
conviction is quashed, especially if it’s on the basis the person is likely innocent;

The Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 does not seek to alter the current operation of the Criminal Injuries
Compensation Act. There will be no change to the victim’s right to apply for criminal injuries compensation. That
can be awarded even when the perpetrator has not been identified.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I would like to hear a little more from the Attorney General.
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The ACTING SPEAKER: I gather that the member for Moore has another question for you, Attorney General.
Your time has restarted, so you can continue your answer.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I did not realise I was taking so long, sorry. Thank you very much.
Regarding the payment of a fine, if an appeal is allowed against conviction, the consequential effect would at least
be, generally, that the orders made at the first instance by the court that convicted the person, consequential upon his
conviction, such as those sentencing a person, would no longer have effect, except in possibly very limited purposes.
In ordinary course, a fine is paid into the consolidated account. In these circumstances, it is open to the accused to
recover the fine from the state; however, under section 67 of the Sentencing Act, if a fine is retained as required
under section 6 and then paid to a person, fund or account other than the consolidated account, it is not recoverable
from the state even if on appeal the sentence concerned has been set aside or quashed. That is obviously because
the money has passed on to a third person. Depending upon the circumstances of the case it may, in any event, be
open to a person whose conviction was set aside to bring civil recovery action to recover a fine actually paid by
way of restitution or compensation to another person.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(h)

if the appeal is successful, is there (still) no compensation for the previously convicted person
unless an ex gratia payment is made by Government;

The Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021 does not seek to provide an avenue for compensation of a wrongly
convicted person. An ex gratia payment from the government is the only avenue to pursue compensation for
a wrongly convicted person in Western Australia. The bill will not change this position. However, certain legal costs
are recoverable under the Suitors’ Fund Act when there is a successful appeal quashing a conviction for an indictable
offence, but this does not provide compensation for wrongful conviction; it just pays for the lawyers’ fees at the
trial that misfired.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(i)

regarding legal aid:
(i)

in what circumstances will legal aid be available for these criminal appeal cases;

(ii)

how many cases are expected to be brought immediately; and

(iii)

does Legal Aid WA need increased resources to meet this need;

The availability of legal aid will remain the same for first appeals to the Court of Appeal. There is no way to ascertain
the number of convicted people who may seek leave to appeal under the new provision. A consideration of appeals
brought under the legislation in Tasmania and South Australia that introduced somewhat similar provisions as
contemplated in this bill has shown a relatively small number of criminal appeal applications as a result, with six in
South Australia and one pending in Tasmania. Although no additional resources have been budgeted for this bill
in particular, the Department of Justice will keep a close eye on whether any future resource requirements arise,
which will then form any part of the usual budgetary process.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(j)

was the 2012 report of the South Australian Parliament’s Legislative Review Committee on the
Criminal Cases Review Commission Bill 2010, which discussed a variety of models in other
jurisdictions for dealing with this sort of issue, considered when developing this Bill:
(i)

if yes to (j), is any of the information about those models now outdated;

The department has reviewed the report and noted the committee’s recommendation that a criminal cases review
commission not be established in South Australia and that a statutory further right of appeal be created instead.
This was subsequently implemented in South Australia with the Statute Amendment (Appeals) Act 2013, in Tasmania
with the Criminal Code Amendment (Second or Subsequent Appeal for Fresh and Compelling Evidence) Act 2015,
and in Victoria with the Justice Legislation Amendment (Criminal Appeals) Act 2019. The government agrees
with this approach and has no plans to introduce a criminal cases review commission.
Hon Alison Xamon asked —
(k)

what was the motivation for the Attorney General’s amendment in the other place to include
negligence/incompetence of defence as a ground;

Mr R.S. LOVE: I would like to continue to hear from the Attorney General if possible.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Thank you, member for Moore.
In light of the principle that the client should not have to bear the consequences of having ineffective legal
representation, this amendment is proposed to provide that evidence that was not tendered at trial or on a previous
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appeal due to the incompetence or negligence of the offender’s lawyer, constitutes fresh evidence. In the usual
course, an alleged error by an offender’s lawyer in failing to tender evidence would relate to new, not fresh, evidence.
As provided in proposed section 35H(4), in order to be successful on appeal based on new evidence, the offender
has to prove that he or she is innocent. The second category means that evidence that was not tendered at the trial
due to the incompetence or negligence of the offender’s lawyer instead constitutes fresh evidence and thus attracts
a lower threshold of having to prove a miscarriage of justice. This is a different situation to a case when an offender
has made an informed decision not to deploy evidence known to the offender at the time, which, rightly, should have
a higher bar. Sometimes, a tactical decision might be taken in a trial not to call certain evidence, because it is too
risky to call that evidence. The accused cannot appeal after that sort of tactical decision, but if their lawyer has
been negligent or incompetent and not gone to the right evidence, that should not hold an innocent person away
from the Court of Appeal.
The next question asked by Hon Alison Xamon was —
(l)

what is the policy reason for Western Australia taking a different position on substitute verdicts
from Tasmania’s version of this law;

Our bill will give the Court of Appeal the same powers as it has when hearing an initial appeal. The Court of
Appeal therefore has the option of entering a substitute verdict when it is satisfied that the jury must have been
satisfied on the elements of the substituted offence. This will create consistency with initial appeals and have the
effect of saving resources, as the court does not have to order a retrial if the substitute verdict is clear. If the Court of
Appeal is not convinced that a jury would have been so satisfied, it will have to order a retrial. It is also noted that
given that the Court of Appeal provides written reasons for its decision, this process is more transparent than a jury
verdict. However, it is also possible for leave to appeal to be granted without any reasons being provided. That
often happens in the High Court. It either grants or rejects leave to appeal, but it does not give reasons; people just
have to wear it. That deprives counsel of having a set of rules that will show when special leave will be granted or
not granted. However, it also provides the High Court with the flexibility in justice of saying yes or no without
having to fit it into a menagerie of rules.
The next question was —
(m)

will this Bill apply to a case of tainted evidence as that term is understood in section 46H
Criminal Appeals Act 2004; and

Section 46H refers to tainted acquittal rather than tainted evidence. A tainted acquittal is when the accused has
committed an administration of justice offence—in other words, he has got his acquittal by perjury or by conspiring
with defence witnesses to tell a crook story, and this has been subsequently unmasked—which is likely to lead to
them being acquitted.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I would like to hear more from the Attorney General.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: An administration of justice offence includes threatening a witness or jury members,
corruption, bribery, perjury or perverting the course of justice et cetera. If any of those offences is committed with
the object of having the person acquitted, that is a tainted acquittal. The question is wrongly framed as “tainted”
evidence. It is not tainted evidence. It is dealing with people who have been acquitted, but on tainted evidence.
The next question is (n). The member is right. I have answered that. I hope that has been helpful for the member.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I did have some further questions on clause 4, but I have to say that the Attorney General has
knocked out most of my reading from the early hours of this morning to try to get on top of this stuff. Still on
clause 4, the Attorney General mentioned the difference between fresh and new evidence. Proposed section 35D,
“Fresh, new and compelling evidence”, states in subsection (1)(b)(ii) that evidence is fresh if —
the failure to tender the evidence was due to the incompetence or negligence of a lawyer representing the
offender.
Subsection (2) states that evidence is new if —
… the evidence was not tendered at the trial of the offence or any previous appeal but, with the exercise
of reasonable diligence, could have been tendered at the trial of the offence or any previous appeal.
The Attorney General touched upon that in answering the previous questions from Hon Alison Xamon. I am trying,
as a layman, to get a bit more of an understanding of what the exercise of reasonable diligence actually means. Does
that refer simply to the offender or could it also refer to the offender’s legal counsel or to a combination of both? How
far beyond the point of exercise of reasonable diligence could we go before we get to incompetence or negligence?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It is very hard for me here at the minister’s table to give a descriptor that would cover it all,
but I could give the member examples.
Mr R.S. Love: That would be good.
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will give the member an example. In today’s criminal investigation law, a lot of technology
is used. Since the Mallard case, there has been a lot of obligation on the prosecution to disclose everything to the
accused person. The member might remember that in the Mallard case, there was a pig’s head test that was not
revealed to the defence. In the Austic case, what happened is that all the materials were bundled up in a box and
served upon Austic or his lawyer. Those materials included a DVD, on which every photograph and video that had
been taken during the investigation was loaded. Mr Austic was sitting in his cell without access to something that
could play a DVD, and his lawyers were working hard. On that DVD, which had gigabytes of images on it, there
was the movement of a camera as it had passed over a table. At trial, no-one saw that there had been a cigarette packet
on that original video. After Austic had been convicted and his appeal had been disallowed, his parents were still
saying, “We know our son didn’t do it”, so the lawyers pored over every little thing again and found the cigarette
packet and said, “Oh! Look at this!” That is new evidence. That evidence was available back then in that box, but
in using reasonable diligence in looking through the box of all the materials that were going to be used against
their client, it could be overseen.
Mr R.S. Love: Does that then constitute fresh evidence?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, that is new evidence, because it was there and available but it was overlooked. When we
ask what is reasonable diligence, it is an attempt to strike a balance between conducting efficient legislation and
ensuring that the parties are properly prepared. It reflects the principle that there might be an end to litigation and
recognises that the pursuit of perfect justice can come at too high a price if it prolongs the litigation with attendant
cost, interference or uncertainty. It also prevents parties who have gone to trial underprepared from being rewarded
for their lack of diligence with a second chance before another jury, since the trial is not a dress rehearsal for a second
trial. If someone was paid to sit down for two days to go through all these DVDs, they might find it, but if they went
through the brief with due diligence, there is every chance they would not see it.
Mr R.S. Love: I think I’m getting an understanding of what you are saying.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Fresh evidence is evidence that was not available at the original trial. If I can take the member
to a classic example of fresh evidence, this was in the Mallard case. This did not come up in the appeal, because
we did not find out about it until the cold case review, which came after the appeal. The palm print of the murderer
was fresh evidence, which the police had the whole time but in a different file.
Mr R.S. LOVE: I would appreciate hearing more from the Attorney General.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It was fresh in the sense that it was not available at the original trial. If fresh evidence comes
forward, it can affect the appeal. People can be imprisoned and, years later, come up with scams as to why they are
innocent—I have heard it all—but if the fresh evidence is to sway an appeal, it has to be compelling of the person’s
innocence. If we take that Mallard case again, and the palm print of a convicted murderer who was convicted of
murdering another woman a week after Pamela Lawrence’s murder, the defence could say, “The palm print’s there;
what’s he doing in that shop?” That was compelling.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Further, on the same point, the Attorney General previously mentioned that the offender and the
legal team could exercise a tactical move and knowingly not bring evidence. Perhaps that is always done by the
offender and the legal team making the decision together; I have not been in that situation, so I do not know. But
if there were advice to not include certain evidence, could that advice itself be negligent enough to actually trigger
the provisions of the fresh evidence?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes, it could be. It certainly could be, if there were evidence available and the lawyer advised
the defendant not to call it. The Mallard trial took about 28 days before the Court of Appeal. His murder trial was
over in three days. Decisions were made along the way. One could say that they were pretty poor decisions. It can
amount to negligence. Whether a lawyer’s considered decision not to tender certain evidence was incompetent or
negligent depends upon what a reasonable person in the position of the lawyer would or would not have done in the
same circumstances. That is someone with the same knowledge, of course; what would a reasonable lawyer in the
same circumstances have done? If there is a reasonable explanation for the lawyer’s decision, even if the decision
is regretted with hindsight, it is not going to constitute incompetence or negligence. They may have had a reason
for doing it. But if someone said, “I didn’t know what I was doing”; “That thought never occurred to me”; or, “I never
thought of that point of law”, that on the other hand could be incompetent or negligent.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Again, on this same point, I am just trying to get an understanding of the differences here. If this
is to be considered as either fresh or new evidence, at what point is that decision made? Is it made by the Court of
Appeal when someone is seeking leave to appeal? Is it part of the argument that the person would put? Can the
Attorney General explain the mechanics of how this would actually play out?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Sure. It depends firstly on how the court deals with it, because the court will get the paperwork
and decide whether it is going to go before the full Court of Appeal or before a single judge or two judges of the
Court of Appeal. Some cases are totally unmeritorious. There are people in prison drawing up grounds of appeal
all the time. Some of them might have no credibility in law because the law is wrong or whatever. They might just
send one judge in there to hear the application for leave.
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At the leave application, the defendant has to make out their grounds. At the leave application, they will have to
identify whether the evidence is fresh or new and whether it was available at the original trial or whether this is
something fresh that has come up out of the garden. That is going to have to be identified to the court so that the
proper test can be applied by the court.
Looking over the page, proposed section 35F(4) states —
After an appeal has commenced, the Court of Appeal must not give leave to appeal on a ground of appeal
unless it is satisfied —
(a) the ground identifies fresh and compelling evidence or new and compelling evidence that should,
in the interests of justice, be considered on an appeal; and
(b) the ground has a reasonable prospect of succeeding.
It does not have to be a lay-down misère, but there is a reasonable prospect of it succeeding. If I take the member
back to the Mallard case, what had been kept from the defence was the fact that the state pathologist, Dr Cooke,
had asked the police to go away and purchase a wrench that Mallard had drawn in interview as the murder weapon,
and acquired a pig’s head to see whether he could inflict the same wound pattern as found on the deceased, the late
Mrs Lawrence. They went to the abattoir and got the head and to Bunnings to get the wrench, and they kept on belting
the pig’s head. They put a report back to the police saying that this weapon could not have caused the injuries.
That was never shown to the defence. The Court of Appeal in Western Australia got it wrong, but as soon as the
High Court of Australia saw this, it said, “We won’t go through all the other grounds of appeal. At the very least,
shouldn’t this have been shown to the defendant? You’ve put his drawing of the wrench to the jury and said that’s
what he confessed to killing her with. Shouldn’t you have shown the defence the report that said that it was
impossible?” When the High Court looked at that, it said that he is going to get leave, because there is a reasonable
prospect of success. Having said that, I was in Canberra for the appeal. The lead application was heard in Perth,
and that was put to Mr Justice Hayne, as I recall. As soon as he saw that, he said to the prosecutor, as I recall,
“Mr Prosecutor, you’ve got a bit of lead in your saddlebags, haven’t you? I’m going to grant special leave.”
Mr R.S. LOVE: I turn to proposed section 35E(2), which states —
Evidence is not precluded from being admissible on an appeal brought under this Part just because it
would not have been admissible in the earlier trial of the offence resulting in the relevant conviction.
Could the Attorney General explain a little of the circumstances that that provision may apply to?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Certainly. Section 35E(2), which the member has taken us to, provides that evidence is not
precluded from being admissible just because it would not have been admissible in an earlier trial. It confirms that
the admissibility of evidence can be tested in the further appeal, and the admissibility of evidence that had been
tendered at the previous trial plays no part in this inquiry. The provision is similar to that under current section 46I(3),
which is part of the double jeopardy provisions, and is also consistent with the provisions in South Australia. Just
because a judge at the trial has ruled the evidence to be inadmissible—“I’m not going to allow that into the trial
because it’s not relevant enough”, or whatever—the Court of Appeal is not bound by that ruling. Just because it was
not admissible in the earlier trial does not tie the hands of the Court of Appeal. It is looking at the matter de novo.
Mr R.S. Love: That is a provision in other acts.
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is correct.
Mr R.S. LOVE: Proposed section 35H(3) states —
… the Court of Appeal, may dismiss the appeal if it considers that no substantial miscarriage of justice
has occurred.
Proposed section 35H(4) refers to the balance of probabilities being a test in other cases. Again as a layman, I would
like an understanding of the difference between those two matters. What constitutes a substantial miscarriage of
justice? I do not expect the Attorney General to explain all the principles of common law, because the explanatory
memorandum says that it is a test that is used by courts in other ways. Perhaps the Attorney General could explain
the key differences between what constitutes a substantial miscarriage of justice and what on the balance of
probabilities would establish an offender to be innocent?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will proffer this answer on proposed section 35H(3). The High Court affirmed in
Van Beelen v The Queen [2017] HCA 48 that the test for a substantial miscarriage of justice in the context of fresh
and compelling evidence is that in Mickelberg v The Queen [1989] 35–167 CLR 259; that is, there was a significant
possibility that a jury, acting reasonably, would have acquitted the appellant had the fresh evidence been before it
at the trial. This has to be established by the accused on the balance of probabilities.
A finding that there is no miscarriage of justice usually means that the accused would, but for the error, inevitably
have been convicted, although there are instances when even that conclusion would not be sufficient—that is,
when there has been some significant departure from a fair trial, according to law. If on the balance of probabilities,
after looking at all the evidence—not to a criminal standard—he probably would be innocent, there would have
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been a substantial miscarriage of justice. But some people bring forward technical legal grounds for an appeal—
little things that happened in the trial. The court can say, “Yes, yes, we see all these little errors, but looking at the
bulk of the evidence, he is guilty, so there has been no miscarriage of justice. Although, Mr Quigley, you can identify
five or six small errors in the trial, there has been no miscarriage of justice because the guilty person has been
convicted.” That is the difference between the two. Although in the latter, if the trial is not conducted fairly, under
proposed section 35H(4), the Court of Appeal must allow an appeal based on new and compelling evidence. The
high bar is because there is no miscarriage of justice in a failure to call evidence in the trial if the evidence was
available or, with reasonable diligence, could have been available. There is no miscarriage of justice if due care
has not been exercised. Because the accused at a criminal trial is entitled to decide how the case will be conducted,
in particular what evidence will be called at the trial, there must be powerful reasons for disturbing a conviction.
He was there making the calls, so there has to be powerful reasons to disturb the conviction, which is what occurs
after a proper trial.
It also prevents parties who have gone to trial underprepared being rewarded for their lack of diligence with a second
chance before another jury, since the first trial is not a dress rehearsal. In the trial, the accused will have the benefit
of the presumption of innocence with the prosecution having to prove his or her guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.
By contrast, in a further appeal based on new and compelling evidence, the appellant will have to prove, on the
balance of probabilities, that he or she is innocent. If they cannot prove that, there is no miscarriage of justice.
Mr R.S. LOVE: That concludes my questioning on clause 4.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 5: Section 53 inserted —
Mr R.S. LOVE: This provision deals with the review of amended provisions. Proposed section 53(1) states —
The Minister must review the operation and effectiveness of the amendments made to this Act by the
Criminal Appeals Amendment Act 2021, and prepare a report based on the review, as soon as practicable
after the 5th anniversary of the day on which the Criminal Appeals Amendment Act 2021 section 4 comes
into operation.
The minister said that there were very few cases in some other jurisdictions. I wonder whether five years is
a reasonable time frame or whether, in fact, there should be a number or a rolling number of reviews, given the small
number of cases likely to be captured. There will not be a Mallard case or some such case every year. I know other
cases will not be successful and make the papers in the same way, but I wonder whether five years is a sufficiently
lengthy time or whether there should be another review period?
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I do not think there should be another review period within five years for the very reason
that the member explained—that is, there will be a dearth of these cases. We certainly hope that there is not going
to be a flood of these cases. Because they are rare, as the member identified, there must be a number of years in which
several of these cases can come up. We think that five years is appropriate so that things do not get lost in the mists
of time and so that any comments that come from the court—because often the court will say, “This section is a bit
difficult”, or “I do not understand”, or “This is poorly drafted”—can be dealt with in a reasonable time.
As for the number of cases, as we said, there are six in South Australia, one in Tasmania and there will be a welter
of them in Victoria coming from the Witness X case. Victoria introduced the legislation in 2019 because of
Witness X and her outrageous conduct of taking all her clients’ instructions back to the police. We think there might
be a few banked in the system from people who write to me from time to time. Whether they will get by the special
leave points will be another issue altogether. We know the predilection in the other place for review clauses, but
we think that five years is a proper time within which to do it.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 14 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
[Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.]
Third Reading
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [8.40 pm]: I move —
That the bill be now read a third time.
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.40 pm]: I want to wrap up the debate tonight
by thanking the Attorney General for the manner in which he answered my questions about the question asked by
Hon Alison Xamon previously that I mentioned in my contribution to the second reading debate I wanted to go
through. Obviously, he has researched all of that. I do not know whether it was there before, but it certainly —
Mr J.R. Quigley: We researched it.
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Mr R.S. LOVE: Very good; it was a good effort and it saved a lot of time in going through various parts of the
legislation. I thank the Attorney General’s advisers for their efforts in doing so.
I want to correct a couple of things from my contribution to the second reading debate, if I may. Apparently, I did
not make it clear to the member for Mount Lawley that the opposition supports the Criminal Appeals Amendment
Bill 2021. Member for Mount Lawley, for the record, we support the legislation.
I was going to do this by way of a personal explanation, but given that we are now talking about the bill, I might
do it now. During my contribution to the second reading debate, I noted that a police commissioner had not backed
a review of a police investigation of the Gibson case. That was an error on my part. It was the Austic case, and I then
went on to refer to it. I apologise if anyone was offended by that. I had intended to highlight that in the Gibson case,
the police commissioner —
Mr J.R. Quigley: Which case was that?
Mr R.S. LOVE: The case of Gibson and Josh Warneke. My concern was the eventual promotion of the police
officers who were involved in that flawed investigation. That was what I was trying to get to, but I picked up the
wrong article and read from it, so I apologise for any confusion that may have arisen with that particular matter. It
was to do with the subsequent promotion of those detectives rather than a failure of police to undertake a review
of the investigation.
With that, I conclude my contribution to the debate and commend the bill to the house.
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [8.42 pm] — in reply: I would like to thank all members
who have spoken on the Criminal Appeals Amendment Bill 2021: the members for Moore, Cockburn, Riverton,
Mount Lawley, Carine, Belmont and South Perth and—how could I forget?—the Deputy Premier, who saved me by
stepping in at the last moment while I went to the bathroom. I thank them for the passion with which they spoke, because,
as I said in my reply to the second reading debate, the thought of our whole system imprisoning an innocent person
and that person languishing in a cell for a decade or more horrifies all of us sitting in this Parliament. Back in the mists
of time, when it was a different town, I can understand that it was pretty hard when it was up to the Attorney General
to grant or not grant an appeal. It might have been unremarkable, but in this day and age we have moved on.
As you would know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr D.A.E. Scaife), the Criminal Code was written by Sir Samuel Griffith,
copying the Criminal Code of India. A lot of people do not know that. He wrote it, of course, while he was the
Attorney-General of Queensland. A little known fact is that while he was the Attorney-General of Queensland,
he also appeared as the appellant’s counsel to appeal against the death sentence, which his own government was
responsible for invoking. We cannot imagine an Attorney General today going down to the courts to defend
a criminal or to conduct an appeal. I think the member for Moore would have something to say if I waltzed out of
here to go and do that as Attorney General. The point that I am trying to make is that time has moved on. Although
that might have been acceptable in about 1898, I think, it is certainly not acceptable in 2021. It is certainly not
acceptable in 2021 that a politician can have the appeal papers sitting on the desk in his or her office. They are
burdensome to look at. It is very difficult for the Attorney General to sit there, almost as a single judge of the
Court of Appeal, and determine whether there are reasonable prospects, especially when they are getting advice
from the Director of Public Prosecutions, who will always seek to argue—because, as has been said in the debate,
it is an adversarial system—the integrity of the conviction that they secured at trial. The Attorney General listens
to their director, but they have to come to an independent decision. It is enormously stressful and hard.
Some cases have been referred to in this place. I think there has been one referral by a Liberal Attorney General.
I think it was Hon Cheryl Edwardes, the former member for Kingsley, who referred one of the Mickelberg appeals.
Apart from that, conservative Attorneys General have always sought to protect the conviction. Jim McGinty sent
Button, Beamish and Mallard to court. It should not happen anymore, and it will not happen anymore when this bill
passes. I think we will all be relieved in that if there is a misfire in the courts, the courts will fix it, not this Parliament
and not the executive.
I commend the bill to the house.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.
BILLS
Returned
1.

Arts and Culture Trust Bill 2021.

2.

Family Court Amendment Bill 2021.

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.
House adjourned at 8.46 pm
__________
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF

46.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
47.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
48.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
49.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;
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(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
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Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)

[See tabled paper no 454.]

(b)

[See tabled paper no 454.]

(c)–(f) This detailed information is not readily available and to collating this information would divert staff away
from their normal duties, including the important job of supporting the community and the State’s economy.
Therefore, it is not considered to be a reasonable or appropriate use of government resources and I am not
prepared to allocate the State’s resources to provide a response. If the Member has a particular question
about a specific location, I will endeavour to answer it.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
50.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
51.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
52.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
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MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF

53.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:
For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)
Total number of staff in each department or agency;
(b)
Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;
(c)
Position title of each staff member based regionally;
(d)
Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;
(e)
Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and
(f)
For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 49.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
54.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:
For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)
Total number of staff in each department or agency;
(b)
Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;
(c)
Position title of each staff member based regionally;
(d)
Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;
(e)
Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and
(f)
For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
56.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:
For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)
Total number of staff in each department or agency;
(b)
Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;
(c)
Position title of each staff member based regionally;
(d)
Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;
(e)
Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and
(f)
For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
58.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:
For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)
Total number of staff in each department or agency;
(b)
Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;
(c)
Position title of each staff member based regionally;
(d)
Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;
(e)
Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and
(f)
For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
59.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
60.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
62.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
63.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?
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Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF
64.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

For the date 13 March 2021, please provide the following staffing arrangements for each of the Minister’s
departments and agencies:
(a)

Total number of staff in each department or agency;

(b)

Total number of staff who were based regionally per department or agency;

(c)

Position title of each staff member based regionally;

(d)

Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally;

(e)

Employment level of each staff member based regionally; and

(f)

For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 49.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
65.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government funded
services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
66.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
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MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
67.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
68.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)–(b) There are numerous funding streams and grant programs across Government that support not-for-profit
groups, as well one-off grants and contracts for services.
Collating this detailed and significant information would require considerable time, and would divert staff
away from their normal duties, including the important job of supporting the community. Therefore, it is
not considered to be a reasonable or appropriate use of government resources to provide this information.
If the Member has a particular question about a specific funding stream, grants program, contract or grant,
or a particular not-for profit group, I will endeavour to answer it.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
69.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and
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(iv)

(b)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
70.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
71.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
72.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and
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(iv)
(b)
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For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 68.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
73.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)–(b) Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
74.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr P. Papalia replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
75.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and
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(iv)

(b)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
77.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
78.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
79.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;
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(b)
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(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
81.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
82.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

(b)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — NOT-FOR-PROFIT GROUPS
83.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

I refer to the engagement of “not for profit” groups in the delivery of government services in the State and ask:
(a)

For each of the portfolios under the Minister’s responsibility can the Minister outline the following:
(i)

List the name of, and funding given to, regional “not for profit” groups in 2019–20 and 2020–21
financial years;

3458

(b)
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(ii)

List the total resources paid for “not for profit” groups delivering government services for each
of the 2019–20 and 2020–21 years, broken down into regional and metropolitan areas;

(iii)

List those “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing services in the 2019–20
and 2020–21 financial years; and

(iv)

For each of the “not for profit” groups who have been dropped from providing government
funded services, list the basis for the decision to no longer fund them; and

Of the “not for profit” groups that have been dropped from government funding for the 2019–20 and
2020–21 financial years, can the Minister outline whether the service has been brought “in house”, is no
longer provided, or is provided by another “not for profit” provider?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 68.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
84.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
85.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
86.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
87.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;
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(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

3459

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)

Agencies create a significant number of reports on a whole range of matters every year, both internal and
external, including on an ad hoc basis. If the Member has a particular question about a specific report
produced, I will endeavour to answer it.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS

88.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)

Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS

89.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
90.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
91.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)

Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 87.
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS

92.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)

Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS

93.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr P. Papalia replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
94.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
97.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
98.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;
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(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?
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Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
100.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
101.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — REPORTS
102.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

What reports, if any, have your departments or agencies stopped making publicly available since 2017:
(i)

What were the topic(s) of those reports;

(ii)

What financial year did the departments or agencies stop releasing those reports publicly;

(iii)

What justification has been made to stop publishing those reports publicly; and

(iv)

Are you likely to return to publishing those reports publicly in the foreseeable future?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 87.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS —
KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
103.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 106.
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MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

104.
Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
105.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
106.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:

(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)
In accordance with section 61(1)(b) of the Financial Management Act 2006, key performance indicators
are included in the Annual Report of each agency. Annual Reports for the 2020–21 financial year will be
tabled in Parliament as per usual arrangements.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
107.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
108.
Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
109.
Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
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Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
110.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 106.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
111.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
112.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
Mr P. Papalia replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
113.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
115.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
116.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:
I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)
For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)
If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?
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Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
117.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
119.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
120.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
121.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

I refer to all departments or agencies under your responsibility as a Minister of the Crown and ask:
(a)

For the 2020–21 financial year to date, have any departments or agencies under your portfolios failed to
meet internal key performance indicators (KPIs):
(i)

If yes to (a), please indicate which KPIs were missed and the reason why?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 106.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
122.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 125.
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MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
123.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
124.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
125.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)–(f) It is unclear what the Member means by “team building activities”. Agencies may conduct staff meetings or
training events on a regular basis, which may or may not have related to machinery of government changes.
If the Member has a question regarding any particular activities, I encourage her to ask a more specific
question.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
126.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;
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(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
127.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
128.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
129.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 125.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
130.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;
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(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?
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Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)–(f) Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
131.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr P. Papalia replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
132.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
134.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES

135.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
136.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
138.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
139.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and
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Professional development activities?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — TEAM-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
140.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

I refer to machinery of government changes which have impacted staff and all departments or agencies under your
portfolios and I ask, to please detail the date, type and time any of the following took place since 2017:
(a)

Team building activities;

(b)

Team building activities without executive managers or directors;

(c)

Team building activities specifically targeted at achieving the goals of machinery of government;

(d)

Team building activities across directorates;

(e)

Social or casual within departments or agencies, including events such as Christmas parties; and

(f)

Professional development activities?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 125.
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
141.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
142.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
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MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS

143.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
144.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)–(e) Departments and agencies conduct staff surveys on a range of topics. It is not considered a reasonable or
appropriate use of Government resources to compile a breakdown across the entire history of each
agency. These surveys are commonly included in the relevant agencies Annual Report.
If the Member has a particular question about a specific survey, I will endeavour to answer it.
MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
145.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?
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Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)–(e) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
146.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
147.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
148.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)–(e) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 144.
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ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS

149.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
(a)–(e) Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
150.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr P. Papalia replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
151.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
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MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
153.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
154.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
155.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Youth:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr D.J. Kelly replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
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MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS

157.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
158.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 144.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF SURVEYS
159.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

I refer to department and agency surveys and ask:
(a)

For all departments or agencies, please detail the opening date, form of delivery and closing dates of the
following:
(i)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, excluding mental health specific surveys;

(ii)

Staff health and wellbeing surveys, focusing exclusively on mental health; and

(iii)

Staff satisfaction surveys;

(b)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail how many responses were received;

(c)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please indicate whether these surveys were published publicly or not;

(d)

For all surveys in (a)(i)–(iii), please detail whether any issues raised were flagged for immediate action
and what those issues were; and

(e)

What actions were taken to address those issues?

Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 144.
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PUBLIC SECTOR — GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES
160.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

As of the end of the 2020–21 financial year:
(a)

What was the average staff level across Ministerial departments and agencies;

(b)

What were the highest wage for all Ministerial departments and agencies;

(c)

What were the lowest full time equivalent (FTE) wages for all Ministerial departments;

(d)

What were the number of staff on a Public Sector Senior Executive Service (SES) wage grade or
equivalent; and

(e)

What were number of casual staff for all Ministerial departments?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)

Refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 49(a).

(b)

$558,250. This is base salary excluding other remunerative allowances such as superannuation and
vehicle allowance.

(c)

$27,869. This is the salary prescribed for Level 1 staff under 17 years.

(d)

As of March 2021, there were 400 SES officers (headcount) sector wide. End of financial year data is not
yet finalised.

(e)

8,667 (headcount).

Note: All figures are as reported to the Public Sector Commission as at end of March 2021. End of financial year
data is not yet finalised.
ELECTORAL AFFAIRS — CONSCIENCE VOTES
161.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier:

Will all Government members have a conscience vote on any future electoral affairs legislation introduced during
the 41st Parliament?
Mr M. McGowan replied:
I refer the member to the answer for Legislative Assembly Question without Notice #445 on Wednesday,
18 August 2021.
McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS
162.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier:

I refer to the private members bills introduced in the Fortieth Parliament and ask:
(a)

Will the Premier commit to returning any of these private members bills to the Parliament; and

(b)

If no to any of the private members bills from 1(a), will the Premier please explain why not for each bill?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)–(b) The introduction of Private Members Bills is a matter for private members.
CORRECTIVE SERVICES — ELECTRONIC MONITORING
163.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Corrective Services:

I refer to the Electronic Monitoring Scheme:
(a)

How many Full Time Equivalent (FTE) are budgeted for under this scheme;

(b)

How many FTE have been hired, to implement this scheme to date;

(c)

Have there been any unforeseen issues with the scheme; and

(d)

If yes to (c) please detail?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
(a)

25

(b)

21

(c)

No, there have been no unforeseen issues.

(d)

Not applicable.
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MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
164.

Ms M.J. Davies to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Education and Training:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr T.J. Healy replied:
Department of Education
School debt collection information for 2021 is not available until the end of the calendar year. As such, the
Department’s response has been based on the 2020 calendar year.
(a)

(b)

For the calendar year ended December 2020, the Department of Education engaged debt collectors through
the Debt Recovery Services Common Use Arrangement CUADRS2018. This is a whole-of-government
contract managed by the Department of Finance which is mandatory for the Perth region, with a panel of
three contractors:
(1)

Baycorp (WA) Pty. Ltd.

(2)

National Credit Management Ltd.

(3)

Ilion Australia Pty. Ltd.

For the calendar year ended December 2020, the Department initiated debt recovery actions for $652,851.55.

Department of Training and Workforce Development
(a)

(b)

National Credit Management Limited

$59,698.00

North Metropolitan TAFE
(a)

(b)

National Credit Management Limited

$236,818.12

South Metropolitan TAFE
(a)

(b)

National Credit Management Limited

$10, 695.85

North Regional TAFE
(a)

(b)

National Credit Management Limited

$7,107.00

Central Regional TAFE
(a)

(b)

National Credit Management Limited

$4,719.00

South Regional TAFE
(a)

(b)

Albany Credit Collections Trust

$12,071.00

Australe Pty Ltd as BCA Debt

$56,832.00

Construction Training Fund
(a)

(b)

Nil

Not applicable
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

165.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and
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If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Office of the Chief Psychiatrist for Western Australia
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Nil.

Mental Health Commission
(a)

National Credit Management Limited (NCML)

(b)

Total outstanding debt as at 31 May 2021 is $6,041.20

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
166.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to the answer provided for Question on Notice 170.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
167.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Department of Treasury:
(a)

The Department of Treasury use Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd under the Debt Recovery Service Common Use
Agreements.

(b)

As at 31 May 2021, the total value of debt sought was $1,894.

Insurance Commission of Western Australia:
(a)

Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd.

(b)

$3.6 million – debts owed for damage to Government assets. $236.4 million – debts owed for injuries to
motorists. *
* The Insurance Commission has a statutory obligation to pay the costs of motor injury insurance claims,
where someone is injured due to the negligence of another driver, and where that driver was:
unlicensed; or
intoxicated; or
driving a vehicle:
that was uninsured; or
unsafe or damaged; or
for a purpose outside the insurance policy.
The Insurance Commission seeks to recover the costs of the claim from the driver/third party and debts
regularly arise where recoveries are not possible.

Premier & Cabinet, Public Sector Commission, Infrastructure WA, Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, Lotterywest,
Economic Regulation Authority, Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund, Government and Employees
Superannuation Board, Auditor General and Western Australian Treasury Corporation:
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Nil.
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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

168.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Medical Research; State Development,
Jobs and Trade; Science:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Department of Health and health services providers advises:
(a)

The National Credit Management Limited (NCML) is used for debt collection services provided under
a WA Health Common Use Agreement.

(b)

The total value of debt sought by NCML as at 31 May 2021
For the North Metropolitan Health Service is $5,864,399.00
For the South Metropolitan Health Service is $1,355,138.10
For the East Metropolitan Health Service is $4,726,261.00
For the Child and Adolescent Health Service is $431,821.00
For the Health Support Services is $41,749.02
For the Department of Health is $154,600.00
For the WA Country Health Service is $978,744.00
Debts are often overseas patients/ineligible for Medicare, complex to contact/negotiate
international debts.

Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation, Animal Resources Authority, Health and Disability Services
Complaints Office, ChemCentre and Healthway advises:
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

169.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
The Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board
(a)

Illion Australia Pty Ltd trading as Milton Graham

(b)

$43,377.45

WorkCover WA
(a)

Illion (formerly Dun & Bradstreet)

(b)

Currently facilitating debtor repayments for a $48,313 outstanding debt. ($31,313 paid)

Department of the Registrar, WA Industrial Relations Commission.
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

170.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?
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Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)

The debt collection agencies that currently have contractual agreements are as follows:
(i)

The Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development (DPIRD) has engaged
Baycorp, under Common Use Agreements (CUADRS2018).

(ii)

The Rural Business Development Corporation (RBDC) has engaged National Credit Management
Limited (NCML), under Common Use Agreements (CUADRS2018).

No Regional Development Commissions (RDCs) have contractual agreements with debt collection agencies.
(b)

At 31 May 21, outstanding debt collection was:
(i)

DPIRD (with Baycorp) – 24 cases totalling $29,415.31.

(ii)

RBDC (with NCML) – 1 case for $13,050.00.

There are no active debt recovery actions associated with the RDCs.
MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
171.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries
(a)

None.

(b)

Nil.

Art Gallery of Western Australia
(a)

None.

(b)

Nil.

Western Australian Museum
(a)

None.

(b)

Nil.

Perth Theatre Trust
(a)

National Credit Management Limited (NCML)

(b)

Nil.

State Library of Western Australia
(a)

None.

(b)

Nil.

Tourism WA
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 168.
Rottnest Island Authority
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 179.
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 175.
National Trust of Western Australia
(a)

None.

(b)

Nil.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

172.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

3480

[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 7 September 2021]

Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
Western Australian Electoral Commission
(a)–(b) Nil.
Department of Justice
The following information is inclusive of the State Solicitors Office and the Equal Opportunity Commission.
(a)

National Credit Management Ltd and Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd.

(b)

National Credit Management Ltd has 3 debt recovery actions with a total outstanding debt of $5,293 for
the Department.
Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd has 240,846 enforcement warrants concerning 33,582 debtors with a total
outstanding debt of $140,312,079.
Baycorp is contracted by the Department to assist the Sheriff’s Office in enforcing outstanding fines and
infringements subject to enforcement warrants issued by the Fines Enforcement Registry (FER). FER
enforces outstanding infringements for 140 prosecuting authorities including state government agencies,
local government authorities and tertiary education institutions. Infringement payments collected under this
arrangement are forwarded to the prosecuting authorities. The above total debt amount of $140,312,079 is
therefore a collective debt to the prosecuting authorities and not just to the Department of Justice.

Corruption and Crime Commission
(a)–(b) Nil.
Legal Practice Board
(a)

Tottle Partners.

(b)

$86,489.70.

LegalAid WA
(a)

The debt collection agency with which Legal Aid currently has contractual agreement is Baycorp.

(b)

Baycorp does not have any active debt recovery action on behalf of Legal Aid as at 31st May 2021.

Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People
(a)–(b) Nil.
Office of the Director of Public Prosecution
(a)

Nil.

(b)

There are no active debt recovery actions. The total value of debt sought by the ODPP, as at 31 May 2021,
totals $3,610.

Office of the Information Commissioner
(a)–(b) Nil.
MINISTER FOR POLICE — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
173.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Police; Road Safety; Defence Industry; Veterans Issues:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr P. Papalia replied:
Western Australian Police
(a)

Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd.

(b)

At 31 May 2021, $18 039 726.20, the majority of which is impoundment related debt.

Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 168.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
174.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?
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Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS)
(a)

National Credit Management Limited (NCML)

(b)

Yes, there are active debt recovery actions. The total values of active debts the Department of Mines,
Industry Regulation and Safety has endorsed to NCML is $49 187.33 as at 31 May 2021.

Mineral Research Institute WA (MRIWA)
(a)–(b) Not applicable, MRIWA has no contract with any debt collection agency and there are no active debt
recovery actions.
Gold Corporation
Gold Corporation does not use debt collection agencies to recover debts.
Corrective Services
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 172.
Supervised Release Review Board (SRRB)
Nil return for the SRRB on both (a) and (b).
Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services
(a)

None.

(b)

N/A.

Energy Policy WA (EPWA)
(a)

Nil.

(b)

There are no active debt recover actions.

Western Power
(a)

As at May 2021, Western Power has two contracted debt collection agencies, Baycorp and Illion Australia
Pty Ltd

(b)

The active balances out for collection as of 31 May 2021 are:
Baycorp – $429,291.32
Illion – $2,910,519.91

Synergy
(a)

Synergy has two mercantile credit agencies: Credit Clear Pty Ltd and Milton Graham.

(b)

The total value of debt sought was $3,789,607.1.

Horizon Power
(a)

Credit Solutions.

(b)

As at 31 May 2021 Horizon Power’s total outstanding was $0.
MINISTER FOR FINANCE — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

176.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Finance; Lands; Sport and Recreation; Citizenship and
Multicultural Interests:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
Department of Finance
(a)

Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd
National Credit Management Ltd
Illion Australia Pty Ltd (formally Dun & Bradstreet).

(b)

$149,761.93

Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 175.
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DevelopmentWA
(a)

N/A.

(b)

N/A.

Landgate
(a)

Baycorp

(b)

Nil.

Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries
Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 171.
Venueswest
VenuesWest has a debt collection arrangement with BayCorp (WA) Pty Ltd.
As at 31 May 2021, there were 21 active debt recovery actions with a total value of $2,100.
MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
177.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
This answer covers multiple Ministers’ portfolios, including Disability Services, Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering;
Housing; Youth; and Child Protection, Women’s Interests, Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence and
Community Services portfolios.
(a)

The Department of Communities is comprised of three legal entities which are the Department of
Communities, Housing Authority and Disability Services Commission.
The Department of Communities and Disability Services Commission use the State Solicitors Office for
their debt recovery.
The Housing Authority has one contractual agreement for debt recovery with Baycorp.

(b)

As at 31 May 2021:
The Department of Communities was actively managing, through the State Solicitors Office,
a debt of $13,168.
The Disability Services Commission had no active debt recovery actions.
The Housing Authority had a total debt of $63,083,425.99 and was actively managing, through
Baycorp, a debt of $12,615,333.40.
The Housing Authority offers the Debt Discount Scheme to previous and current tenants paying
back debts related to a previous tenancy. Through the Debt Discount Scheme the client will
repay 50 per cent of their debt through a repayment arrangement and when this has occurred the
remainder of the debt is discounted.
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

179.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Environment; Climate Action; Commerce:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Ms A. Sanderson replied:
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
(a)

Debtfix

(b)

$617.22

Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.
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Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.

Zoological Parks Authority
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.

Rottnest Island Authority
(a)

Baycorp (WA) Pty Ltd.

(b)

$10,685.60.
MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES

180.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Department for Communities
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 177.
Department for Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 171.
Metropolitan Cemeteries Board
(a)–(b) Nil.
MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
181.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s ICT portfolio, the Office of Digital Government advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Premier, Hon Mark McGowan MLA for Legislative Assembly
question on notice 167.
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Disability Services and Seniors and Ageing portfolios, the Department of Communities
advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Simone McGurk MLA for Legislative Assembly question on
notice 177.
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Fisheries portfolio, the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development
advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Alannah MacTiernan MLC for the Legislative Assembly question
on notice 170.
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Innovation portfolio, the Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation
advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Roger Cook MLA for the Legislative Assembly question on notice 168.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — DEBT COLLECTION AGENCIES
182.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:

As at 31 May 2021, for all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility, please identify:
(a)

The debt collection agencies which currently have contractual agreements; and

(b)

If there are active debt recovery actions and what are the total values of debt sought per agency or department?
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Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Department of Communities (Volunteering):
The Department of Communities advises to please refer to the response provided by the Hon Simone McGurk for
the Legislative Assembly Question On Notice 177.
Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries (Racing & Gaming):
The Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries advises to please refer to the response
provided by the Hon David Templeman for the Legislative Assembly Question On Notice 171.
The Department of Fire and Emergency Services:
(a)

National Credit Management Limited (NCML).

(b)

As at 31 May 2021, the total value of debt recovery under action by NCML is $2,760.93.

Small Business Development Corporation, Burswood Park Board, Racing & Wagering WA (RAWA),
Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association (WAGRA):
(a)

Nil.

(b)

Not applicable.
MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS

184.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
Office of the Chief Psychiatrist of Western Australia
(a)

Nil.

(b)

See above response to (a).

(c)

See above response to (a).

Mental Health Commission
(a)

Financial year: 2017/18 – Five
Infringement

Value of
Infringement

Damage to Vehicle

Exceed speed limit by not more than 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit between 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit between 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Financial year: 2018/19 – Eleven
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Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more than 10 and 19KM/H

$400

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H

$200

Nil

$200

Nil

Financial year: 2019/20 – Eight

Financial year: 2020/21 – Ten

Financial year 2021/22 to date – One
Exceed speed limit by not more that 9KM/H
(b)

(i)–(vi) Financial year 2017/18
Value of
Infringement

Damage to
Vehicle

Number of
Vehicles
replaced

Number of
injuries

All drivers
identified

No of
vehicles
seized by
WA Police

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

Financial year 2018/19
Value of
Infringement

Damage to
Vehicle

Number of
Vehicles
replaced

Number of
injuries

All drivers
identified

No of
vehicles
seized by
WA Police

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil
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$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

Financial year 2019/20
$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

Financial year 2020/21
$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

NiL

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$600

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$600

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$800

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

Financial year 2021/22 (to date)
$200

Nil

(c)
Total value of
infringements
2017/18

Total value of
infringements
2018/19

Total value of
infringements
2019/20

Total value of
infringements
2020/21

Total value of
infringements
2021/22 (to date)

$1,400.00

$3,800.00

$1,800.00

$3,800.00

$200.00

MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
185.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier representing the Minister for Regional Development:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:
(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;
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(c)

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

3487

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Please refer to Question on Notice 189.
PREMIER — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
186.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal–State
Relations:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
Department of Premier and Cabinet
(a)

[See tabled paper no 455.]

(b)

(i)

[See tabled paper no 455.]

(ii)

Nil.

(iii)–(iv) Not applicable.

(c)

(v)

The Department does not identify the driver on infringements; the Department notifies Police of
the custodians of vehicles.

(vi)

Not applicable.

2017–2018 – 86 infringements – total cost $17,943.70 (paid by driver)
2018–2019 – 53 infringements – total cost $9,368.50 (paid by driver)
2019–2020 – 58 infringements – total cost $14,221.90 (paid by driver)
2020–2021 – 63 infringements – total cost $17,943.70 (paid by driver)

Public Sector Commission
(a)

2017–18: 6
2018–19: 3
2019–20: 5
2020–21: 6

(b)

(i)

Drivers are responsible for all infringement payments. The Commission does not record the costs.

(ii)

Nil.

(iii)–(vi) Not applicable.
(c)

Drivers are responsible for all infringement payments. The Commission does not record the costs.

Infrastructure WA
(a)

Nil.

(b)–(c) Not applicable.
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Salaries and Allowances Tribunal
(a)

2

(b)

(i)

2 x $100

(ii)

Nil.

(iii)–(vi) Not applicable.
(c)

1 July 2017 – 30 June 2018 – Nil.
1 July 2018 – 30 June 2019 – $200
1 July 2019 – 30 June 2020 – Nil.
1 July 2020 – 30 June 2021 – Nil.
1 July 2021 – Current – Nil.

Lotterywest
2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

2

11

8

4

4

(i)

see below

see below

see below

see below

see below

(ii)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(iii)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(iv)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(v)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(vi)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

$600

$2,680

$2,080

$1,000

$1,000

(a)
(b)

(c)

Department of Treasury
(a)

2017–18 – $200, $200, $200, $400, $400, $200, $200
2018–19 – $400, $200, $200, $200, $200, $200, $400
2019–20 – $200, $200, $200, $200, $400, $400, $400, $200, $200
2020–21 – $200, $200, $200, $400, $200, $200, $200, $200, $200, $400, $200, $400

(b)

(i)

See (a).

(ii)–(vi) Not applicable.
(c)

2017–18 – $1,800
2018–19 – $1,800
2019–20 – $2,400
2020–21 – $3,000

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Fund
(a)

Nil.

(b)–(c) Not applicable.
Economic Regulation Authority
(a)–(c) The following traffic infringements were received by employees of the Economic Regulation Authority
in taxpayer funded vehicles in each of the years:
2016/17 – four infringement notices:
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
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2017/18 – four infringement notices:
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
2018/19 – four infringement notices:
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
2019/20 – two infringement notices:
Speeding – exceeding the speed limit between 10 and 19km/hr
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
2020/21 – one infringement notice:
Speeding – not exceeding the limit by more than 9km/hr
We are unable to give any details of the costs for any of the infringements as details of the driver were
provided to the Police Department and all infringement notices were sent directly to the drivers and all
associated fines paid directly by the driver.
There was no damage to any vehicle in any of the traffic infringements listed. No injuries occurred in any
of the incidents. All drivers were identified. WA Police did not seize any vehicle in any of the incidents.
Government Employees Superannuation Board
(a)–(b)

(c)

Financial Offence
Year

(ii)
(i) Cost of
Infringement Damage
Caused
to
Vehicle

(iii)
(iv)
Replacement Injuries
/ Repair
Occurred
Costs

(v) Driver
Could
Not Be
Identified

(vi) WA
Police
seized
vehicle

2018–19

Speeding –
1st Notice

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2018–19

Speeding –
1st Notice

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2019–20

Speeding –
1st Notice

$100

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2019–20

Speeding –
1st Notice

$100

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2020–21

Speeding –
1st Notice

$100

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2020–21

Speeding –
1st Notice

$100

Nil

Nil

Nil

No

No

2018–19 – $400
2019–20 – $200
2020–21 – $200

Office of the Auditor General
(a)

There were a total of 20 traffic infringements received by OAG employees over the four years from
30 June 2017. Details of each offence by financial year, cost of infringement, damage caused to the vehicle,
and the other information requested under part (b)(iii)–(vi) are broken down by calendar year in each of the
tables below. Note that under OAG policies, all fines incurred are payable by the employee.
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2017–18:
Damage Replacement Injuries
/repairs

Driver
identified

Vehicle
seized

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

11/08/2017

Parking fine

no

n/a

none

yes

no

18/08/2017

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

1/10/2017

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

18/12/2017

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

19/01/2018

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

13/05/2018

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

Date

Offence

Damage Replacement Injuries
/repairs

Driver
identified

Vehicle
seized

19/08/2018

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

8/01/2019

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

17/01/2019

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

21/01/2019

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

Date

Offence

Damage Replacement Injuries
/repairs

Driver
identified

Vehicle
seized

13/10/2019

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

26/11/2019

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

13/02/2020

Parking fine

80

no

n/a

none

yes

no

Date

Offence

Cost

Damage Replacement Injuries
/repairs

Driver
identified

Vehicle
seized

19/08/2020

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

31/08/2020

Speeding (10 to 200
19km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

19/11/2020

Parking fine

45

no

n/a

none

yes

no

22/12/2020

Parking fine

45

no

n/a

none

yes

no

13/02/2021

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

19/04/2021

Speeding (up to 100
9km/h over)

no

n/a

none

yes

no

Date

Offence

15/07/2017

Cost

60

2018–19:
Cost

2019–20:
Cost

2020–21:
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2017–18: $860
2018–19: $600
2019–20: $480
2020–21: $590

Insurance Commission of Western Australia
(a)

2017–18 – 14
2018–19 – 12
2019–20 – 17
2020–21 – 16

(b)

(i)

Nil cost to the Insurance Commission. Authorised drivers of Insurance Commission vehicles are
responsible for all parking and traffic infringements incurred whilst driving the vehicle whether
for business or private use.

(ii)–(vi) Not applicable.
(c)

See (a).

Western Australia Treasury Corporation
(a)

Nil.

(b)–(c) Not applicable.
MINISTER FOR ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
188.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Industrial Relations:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Dr A.D. Buti replied:
The Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board
Refer to the table below.
Infringe
ment
Number

Financial (b)(i) Cost of (b)(ii)
Year
infringement Damage
caused to
the vehicle

(b)(iii) If the vehicle
needed replacement
or repairs and if
yes, the cost(s)
associated

(b)(iv) If any
injuries occurred,
to whom and what
type of injury

(b)(v) If the
driver could
not be
identified

(b)(vi) If WA
Police seized
the vehicle
and for how
long

1

2017–18 $400.00

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

2

2018–19 $200.00

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

3

2019–20 $200.00

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

4

2019–20 $200.00

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

(c)

2017–18: $400.00
2018–19: $200.00
2019–20: $400.00
2020–21: $0.00
2021–22 Year to 23 August 2021: $0.00
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For The Department of the Registrar, WA Industrial Relations Commission:
(a)

Two (in 2017/18 – total cost $786.50 – no damage caused)

(b)
Financial
year

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

2017–18

(1) $293.25

No

No

None

NA

No

(2) $493.25

No

No

None

NA

No

2018–19

Nil

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

2019–20

Nil

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

2020–21

Nil

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

01 Jul 2021–
25 Aug 2021

Nil

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

(c)

Total value of
infringement

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

01 Jul 2021 –
24 Aug 2021

$786.50

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

WorkCover WA
(a)
Financial Year

Infringement No

Cost of Infringement

Damage caused to
Vehicle

2017

Nil

Nil

Nil

2018

1

$220

Nil

2018

2

$85

Nil

2018

3

$400

Nil

2018

4

$200

Nil

2018

5

$200

Nil

2018

6

$200

Nil

2019

1

$400

Nil

2020

1

$200

Nil

2020

2

$150

Nil

2020

3

$200

Nil

2020

4

$200

Nil

2020

5

$200

Nil

2020

6

$100

Nil

2021

Nil

Nil

Nil

(b)
(i) Cost of
Infringement

(ii) Damage
caused to
Vehicle

(iii) Vehicle
Replacement

(iv) Injuries

(v) Driver
Identified

(vi) Vehicle
seized by
Police

$220

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$85

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$400

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil
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$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$150

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$200

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

$100

Nil

Nil

Nil

Yes

Nil

(c)
Financial Year

Total Value of Infringements

2017

Nil

2018

$1305

2019

$400

2020

$1050

2021

Nil

MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE AND FOOD — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
189.

Ms M.J. Davies to the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Hydrogen Industry:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
(a)–(b) Refer to attached table.
(c)

Total infringements by financial year:
2017/2018 – $20,200
2018/2019 – $22,200
2019/2020 – $21,000
2020/2021 – $24,400
2021/2022 (as at 23 August 2021) – $1,400

Regional Development Commissions
Year of
Offence

(i) Cost of
Infringement

(ii) Damage
to the vehicle

(iii) Cost of
Damage to
Vehicles

(iv)
Injuries
Occurred

(v) Was the
Driver
Identified

(vi) Was the
vehicle seized
by WA Police
(for how long)

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development
Year of
Offence

(i) Cost of
Infringement

(ii) Damage
to the vehicle

(iii) Cost of
Damage to
Vehicles

(iv)
Injuries
Occurred

(v) Was the
Driver
Identified

(vi) Was the
vehicle seized
by WA Police

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$600.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2017/2018

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$600.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$600.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2018/2019

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$600.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2019/2020

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 7 September 2021]

3499

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$800.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$600.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No
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2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2020/2021

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2021/2022

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2021/2022

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2021/2022

$200.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2021/2022

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

2021/2022

$400.00

N/A

$0

N/A

Yes

No

MINISTER FOR TOURISM — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
190.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Heritage:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:
(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 7 September 2021]

(c)

3501

(iii)
If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;
(iv)
If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;
(v)
If the driver could not be identified; and
(vi)
If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and
What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr D.A. Templeman replied:
Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries
(a)
31
(b)
(i)
Financial Year

Number of Infringements

Cost of Infringement

2017/18

1

$400

2018/19

4

$400

1

$800

8

$200

4

$200

1

$400

1

$800

3

$400

8

$200

2019/20

2020/21

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
(ii)–(iv) Nil.
(v)
All drivers were identified.
(vi)
Nil.
(c)
Financial Year

Value of Infringements

2017/18

$400

2018/19

$4000

2019/20

$2000

2020/21

$2800

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
Art Gallery of Western Australia
(a)–(b) Nil.
Western Australian Museum
(a)
Six
(b)
(i)
Financial Year

Number of Infringements

Cost of Infringement

2017/18

1

$200

2018/19

1

$200

1

$400

1

$200

1

$400

2020/21

1

$200

2021/22

Nil

Nil

2019/20

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
(ii)–(iv) Nil.
(v)
All drivers were identified.
(vi)
Nil.

3502
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(c)
Financial Year

Value of Infringements

2017/18

$200

2018/19

$600

2019/20

$600

2020/21

$200

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
Perth Theatre Trust
(a)–(b) Nil.
State Library of Western Australia
(a)

Two

(b)

(i)
Financial Year

Number of Infringements

Cost of Infringement

2017/18

1

$200

2018/19

Nil

Nil

2019/20

Nil

Nil

2020/21

1

$200

2021/22

Nil

Nil

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
(ii)–(iv) Nil.
(v)

All drivers were identified.

(vi)

Nil.

(c)
Financial Year

Value of Infringements

2017/18

$200

2018/19

$0

2019/20

$0

2020/21

$200

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
State Records Office of Western Australia
(a)–(b) Nil.
Tourism WA
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 187.
Rottnest Island Authority
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 198.
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
(a)–(b) Please refer to Legislative Assembly question on notice 194.
National Trust of Western Australia
(a)

Three

(b)

(i)
Financial Year

Number of Infringements

Cost of Infringement

2017/18

Nil

Nil

2018/19

1

Nil

2019/20

Nil

Nil
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1

$224.10

1

Nil

Nil

Nil

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
(ii)–(iv) Nil.
(v)

All drivers were identified.

(vi)

Nil.

(c)
Financial Year

Value of Infringements

2017/18

Nil

2018/19

Nil

2019/20

Nil

2020/21

$224.10

Note: All costs were borne by the driver and not the State.
ATTORNEY GENERAL — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
191.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Attorney General; Minister for Electoral Affairs:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr J.R. Quigley replied:
The Department of Justice
The following information is inclusive of the State Solicitor’s Office and the Equal Opportunity Commission.
(a)–(b) [See tabled paper no 458.]
(c)

The value of the infringements paid by the Department of Justice is nil.

Corruption and Crime Commission
(a)

17

(b)
Year

(i) Cost

(ii)–(iv) Damage to vehicle,
repairs and Injuries

(v) Driver
identified

(vi) WAPF seizure
of vehicle

FY 17–18

$600.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$100.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$100.00

Nil

Yes

No

3504
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FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$100.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$100.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$80.00

Nil

Yes

No

The value of the infringements paid by the Corruption and Crime Commission is nil.

Legal Practice Board
(a)

None.

(b)

Not applicable.

(c)

The value of the infringements paid by the Legal Practice Board is nil.

Legal Aid WA
(a)

24

(b)

(c)

Year

(i) Cost

(ii)–(iv) Damage to vehicle,
repairs and Injuries

(v) Driver
identified

(vi) WAPF seizure
of vehicle

FY 17–18

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$90.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$100.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$54.10

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$151.60

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

The value of the infringements paid by Legal Aid WA is nil.

[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 7 September 2021]

3505

Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People
(a)

None.

(b)

Not applicable.

(c)

The value of the infringements paid by the Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People
is nil.

Office of the Director of Public Prosecution
(a)

(b)

(c)

Financial Year

Total Number of
Infringements

Total Cost of
Infringements

Damage Caused to
Vehicles

2017–18

13

$3,200

Nil

2018–19

7

$1,400

Nil

2019–20

28

$3,121

Nil

2020–21

17

$2,800

Nil

2021–22

1

$600

Nil

(i)

Refer to response provided for question (a);

(ii)

Refer to response provided for question (a);

(iii)

No vehicle required repairs or replacement;

(iv)

No injuries were sustained;

(v)

All drivers were identified; and

(vi)

No vehicles were seized by WA Police.

The value of the infringements paid by the Office of the Director of Public Prosecution is nil.

Office of the Information Commissioner
(a)

None.

(b)

Not applicable.

(c)

The value of the infringements paid by the Office of the Information Commissioner is nil.

Western Australian Electoral Commission
(a)

10

(b)

(c)

Year

(i) Cost

(ii)–(iv) Damage to vehicle,
repairs and Injuries

(v) Driver
identified

(vi) WAPF
seizure of vehicle

FY 17–18

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$400.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 18–19

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 19–20

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

FY 20–21

$200.00

Nil

Yes

No

The value of the infringements paid by the Office of the Western Australian Electoral Commission is nil.
MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS

193.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Energy; Corrective Services:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

3506
(b)

(c)
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For those in (a) please detail:
(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr W.J. Johnston replied:
Corrective Services
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 191.
Supervised Release Review Board (SRRB)
(a)

0

(b)

n/a.

(c)

n/a.

Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services
(a)

2017 – nil.
2018 – nil.
2019 – nil.
2020 – nil.
2021 – nil.

(b)

n/a.

(c)

n/a.

Energy Policy WA (EPWA)
(a)

There were three (3) infringements received by Energy Policy WA employees during this period.
All three (3) infringements were received in the 2020–21 financial year.

(b)

The details of the infringements are as follows.
(i)

Infringement Number: SCZ60209A0 – $400.00
Infringement Number: SCZ66073A9 – $400.00
Infringement Number: SDD79973A3 – $200.00

(c)

(ii)

Nil.

(iii)

Not applicable.

(iv)

Not applicable.

(v)

Not applicable. The driver was identified for all instances.

(vi)

Not applicable.

2017–18 – Not applicable, as Energy Policy WA was not established until September 2019.
2018–19 – Not applicable, as Energy Policy WA was not established until September 2019.
2019–20 – $0. No infringements received.
2020–21 – $1,000.00

Horizon Power
(a)

In 2020, one speeding infringement for $100 was issued to, and paid by, an employee operating
a Horizon Power vehicle for exceeding the speed limit by under 10km per hour. No damage was incurred
to the vehicle.
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(b)

(c)
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The table below provides the additional details requested.
2017/18

2018/19

2019/20

2020/21

2021 to date

(i) Infringement Costs

Nil

Nil

Nil

$100

Nil

(ii) Vehicle Damage

N/A

N/A

N/A

Nil

N/A

(iii) Replacement/
Repair Costs

N/A

N/A

N/A

Nil

N/A

(iv) Injuries Incurred

N/A

N/A

N/A

Nil

N/A

(v) Driver Identified

N/A

N/A

N/A

Yes

N/A

(vi) Vehicle Seized by
WA Police

N/A

N/A

N/A

Nil

N/A

The table below show the total value of infringements by financial year, however, the full amount was
paid by the employee responsible.
Total Value of
Infringements

2017/18

2018/19

2019/20

2020/21

2021 to date

Nil

Nil

Nil

$100

Nil

Western Power
(a)

Western Power employees have received 178 infringements since 30 June 2017. All Western Power
drivers who received an infringement were identified during the reporting period and identification
confirmed with police. Fines and points penalties are the responsibility of the driver, and therefore
Western Power does not keep these records.
2017 – 43 infringements, including:
Speeding
Driving in an emergency stopping lane
Drive contrary to traffic lane arrows at intersection
2018 – 42 infringements, including:
Speeding
Contravene a red arrow signal by proceeding beyond the stop line
Drive contrary to traffic lane arrows at intersection
2019 – 37 infringements, including:
Speeding
Contravene a red arrow signal by proceeding beyond the stop line
Drive contrary to traffic lane arrows at intersection
2020 – 38 infringements, including:
Contravene Section 23 Litter Act 1979 dispose of a cigarette butt (Keep Australia Beautiful Council)
Speeding
Contravene a red arrow signal by proceeding beyond the stop line
Drive contrary to traffic lane arrows at intersection
2021 – 18 infringements, including:
Speeding
Drive contrary to traffic lane arrows at intersection

(b)

(c)

(i)

N/A.

(ii)

N/A.

(iii)

N/A.

(iv)

N/A.

(v)

N/A.

(vi)

N/A.

Western Power does not pay fines incurred by employees, and does not have this data available.
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Synergy
(a)

70.

(b)

[See tabled paper no 459.]

(c)

Total value of infringements by each financial year:
(i)

Financial year 2017–2018 – $4,363.50,

(ii)

Financial year 2018–2019 – $5,790.65,

(iii)

Financial year 2019–2020 – $3,840.70, and

(iv)

Financial year 2020–2021 – $5,345.70

However, all fines were paid by the employee responsible.
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS)
The information provided is from 1 July 2018 – 3 August 2021
(a)

There have been 52 traffic infringements received by employees for taxpayer funded vehicles at the
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS).
(1)

2019–2020: Speeding

(2)

2019–2020: Speeding

(3)

2019–2020: Speeding

(4)

2019–2020: Speeding

(5)

2019–2020: Speeding

(6)

2020–2021: Speeding

(7)

2020–2021: Speeding

(8)

2020–2021: Speeding

(9)

2020–2021: Speeding

(10)

2020–2021: Speeding

(11)

2020–2021: Speeding

(12)

2020–2021: Speeding

(13)

2020–2021: Speeding

(14)

2020–2021: Speeding

(15)

2020–2021: Speeding

(16)

2020–2021: Speeding

(17)

2020–2021: Speeding

(18)

2020–2021: Speeding

(19)

2020–2021: Speeding

(20)

2020–2021: Speeding

(21)

2020–2021: Speeding

(22)

2020–2021: Speeding

(23)

2020–2021: Speeding

(24)

2020–2021: Speeding

(25)

2020–2021: Speeding

(26)

2020–2021: Speeding

(27)

2020–2021: Speeding

(28)

2020–2021: Speeding

(29)

2020–2021: Speeding

(30)

2020–2021: Speeding

(31)

2020–2021: Speeding

(32)

2020–2021: Speeding

(33)

2020–2021: Speeding
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(34)

2020–2021: Speeding

(35)

2020–2021: Speeding

(36)

2020–2021: Speeding

(37)

2020–2021: Speeding

(38)

2020–2021: Speeding

(39)

2020–2021: Speeding

(40)

2020–2021: Speeding

(41)

2020–2021: Speeding

(42)

2020–2021: Speeding

(43)

2020–2021: Speeding

(44)

2020–2021: Speeding

(45)

2020–2021: Speeding

(46)

2020–2021: Contravene a red arrow signal by proceeding beyond the stop line

(47)

2020–2021: Speeding

(48)

2020–2021: Speeding

(49)

2020–2021: Speeding

(50)

2020–2021: Speeding

(51)

2020–2021: Speeding

(52)

2020–2021: Speeding

See (b) below for cost of infringement and damage caused to the vehicle.
(b)

(i)

The following fines were paid by the registered drivers of the vehicles not the department:
(1)

$400.00

(2)

$200.00

(3)

$200.00

(4)

$400.00

(5)

$200.00

(6)

$200.00

(7)

$200.00

(8)

$200.00

(9)

$200.00

(10)

$200.00

(11)

$400.00

(12)

$200.00

(13)

$200.00

(14)

$200.00

(15)

$200.00

(16)

$200.00

(17)

$200.00

(18)

$400.00

(19)

$200.00

(20)

$400.00

(21)

$200.00

(22)

$200.00

(23)

$200.00

(24)

$200.00

(25)

$200.00
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(26)

$200.00

(27)

$200.00

(28)

$400.00

(29)

$200.00

(30)

$400.00

(31)

$200.00

(32)

$200.00

(33)

$200.00

(34)

$200.00

(35)

$200.00

(36)

$200.00

(37)

$200.00

(38)

$200.00

(39)

$200.00

(40)

$200.00

(41)

$200.00

(42)

$200.00

(43)

$200.00

(44)

$200.00

(45)

$224.80

(46)

$600.00

(47)

$200.00

(48)

$200.00

(49)

$200.00

(50)

$200.00

(51)

$200.00

(52)

$400.00

(ii)

No damage has been caused.

(iii)

No replacement or repairs to the vehicles have occurred.

(iv)

No injuries have occurred.

(v)

All drivers could be identified.

(vi)

There were no vehicles seized by the WA Police.

2019–2020: $1,400.00
2020–2021: $11,024.80

Mineral Research Institute WA (MRIWA)
(a)–(c) Not applicable. MRIWA does not have a taxpayer funded vehicle.
Gold Corporation
(a)

1

(b)

(i)

Nil (the infringement was redirected to the employee driving the vehicle).

(ii)

N/A.

(iii)

N/A.

(iv)

N/A.

(v)

N/A.

(vi)

N/A.

(c)

Nil.
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MINISTER FOR CHILD PROTECTION — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
196.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Child Protection; Women’s Interests; Prevention of Family and
Domestic Violence; Community Services:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Ms S.F. McGurk replied:
This answer covers multiple Ministers’ portfolios, including Disability Services, Seniors and Ageing; Volunteering;
Housing; Youth; and Child Protection, Women’s Interests, Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence and
Community Services portfolios.
Department of Communities:
(a)

A total of 1,187 infringement notices were received from 1 July 2017 to 2 August 2021.
A further detailed breakdown of this information would require an unreasonable and substantial diversion
of the agencies resources. [See tabled paper no 460.] for a breakdown of infringement type by year.

(b)

(c)

(i)

[See tabled paper no 460.]

(ii)

Nil.

(iii)

Nil.

(iv)

Nil.

(v)

Nil.

(vi)

Nil.

[See tabled paper no 460.]
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS

198.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Environment; Climate Action; Commerce:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?
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Ms A. Sanderson replied:
Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions
2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

(a)

70

52

67

65

Three

(b)(i)

42 x $200
26 x $400
1 x $800
1 x $1600

32 x $200
1 x $300
17 x $400
2 x $800

43 x $200
23 x $400
1 x $800

42 x $200
21 x $400
2 x $800

2 x $200
1 x $800

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

$21,200

$15,100

$18,600

$18,400

$1,200

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

(a)

One

One

Three

Nil

Nil

(b)(i)

$400

$400

3 x $200

Not applicable

Not applicable

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

$400

$400

$600

Nil

Nil

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

(a)

One

Nil

Nil

One

Nil

(b)(i)

$200

Not applicable

Not applicable

$200

Not applicable

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

$200

Nil

Nil

$200

Nil

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

(a)

Nil

Two

One

Nil

Nil

(b)(i)

Not applicable

2 x $200

$200

Not applicable

Not applicable

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

Nil

$400

$200

Nil

Nil

(b)
(c)

(ii)–(vi) Nil.

Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority

(b)
(c)

(ii)–(vi) Nil.

Zoological Parks Authority

(b)
(c)

(ii)–(vi) Nil.

Rottnest Island Authority

(b)
(c)

(ii)–(vi) Nil.

Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

(a)

31

20

26

28

Nil

(b)(i)

2 x $50
1 x $60
17 x $200
10 x $400
1 x $800

1 x $50
1 x $60
9 x $200
7 x $400
1 x $600
1 x $800

17 x $200
2 x $221.90
4 x $400
2 x $800
1 x $821.90

24 x $200
2 x $400
1 x $800
1 x $910.55

NA

2017–18

2018–19

2019–20

2020–21

2021–22

$8,360

$6,110

$7,865.70

$7,310.55

NA

(b)
(c)

(ii)–(vi) Nil
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MINISTER FOR HOUSING — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
199.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Housing; Local Government:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr J.N. Carey replied:
Department for Communities
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 196.
Department for Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 190.
Metropolitan Cemeteries Board
Financial (a) Offence Details
Year

(i) Cost of
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
Infringement Damage Cost of Injuries Unidentified
to Vehicle Repairs/
Driver
Replace
ment

(vi)
Vehicle
Seizure

2017/2018 Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$200.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$200.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

3

$500.00

(c) Total
2017/18

2018/2019 Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$200.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$219.90

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$219.90

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Contravene a red
traffic control signal
by proceeding beyond
the stop line

$300.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Contravene a red
traffic control signal
by proceeding beyond
the stop line

$300.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

5

$1,239.80

(c) Total
2018/19
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2019/2020 Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding over
10–19km/h over limit

$200.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Parking infringement

$80.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

7

$780.00

(c) Total
2019/20

2020/2021 Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$100.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

Speeding not more
than 9km/h over limit

$200.00

Nil

N/A

Nil

Nil

No

5

Total $600.00
N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(c) Total
2020/21

2021/2022 Nil

N/A

(c) Total
2021/22

Nil

Nil

MINISTER FOR DISABILITY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
200.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Disability Services; Fisheries; Innovation and ICT; Seniors and
Ageing:

I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)

How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;

(b)

For those in (a) please detail:

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringement;

(ii)

Damage caused to the vehicle;

(iii)

If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;

(iv)

If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;

(v)

If the driver could not be identified; and

(vi)

If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and

What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?

Mr D.T. Punch replied:
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s ICT portfolio, the Office of Digital Government advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Premier, Hon Mark McGowan MLA for Legislative Assembly
question on notice 186.
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For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Disability Services and Seniors and Ageing portfolios, the Department of Communities
advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Simone McGurk MLA for Legislative Assembly question on notice 196.
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Fisheries portfolio, the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development
advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Alannah MacTiernan MLC for the Legislative Assembly question
on notice 189.
For the Hon Don Punch MLA’s Innovation portfolio, the Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation advises:
Please refer to the response provided by the Hon Roger Cook MLA for the Legislative Assembly question on notice 187.
MINISTER FOR EMERGENCY SERVICES — PORTFOLIOS — TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENTS
201.
Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Emergency Services; Racing and Gaming; Small Business;
Volunteering:
I refer to all agencies or departments under the Minister’s responsibility and I ask for the period 30 June 2017 to date:
(a)
How many traffic infringements have been received by employees for any taxpayer funded vehicle within
any department or agency? Please detail each offence by financial year, cost of infringement and damage
caused to the vehicle;
(b)
For those in (a) please detail:
(i)
Cost of infringement;
(ii)
Damage caused to the vehicle;
(iii)
If the vehicle needed replacement or repairs and if yes, the cost(s) associated;
(iv)
If any injuries occurred, to whom and what type of injury;
(v)
If the driver could not be identified; and
(vi)
If WA Police seized the vehicle and for how long; and
(c)
What is the total value of infringements by each financial year?
Mr R.R. Whitby replied:
Department of Fire and Emergency Services
(a)
July 2017 – June 2018
121 total infringements. Total cost for financial year was $10,800 paid by individual drivers at no cost to DFES.
118 Speeding (47 covered under Emergency Exemption)
0–9 Kms over = 43 @ $100/fine = $4,300
10–19 Kms over = 27 @ $200/fine = $5,600
20–29 Kms over = 1 @ $400/fine = $400
1 Driving Contrary to Arrows = $100
1 Red Light Offence = $300
1 Speeding (0–9Km/hr fine = $100) where driver could not be identified
July 2018 – June 2019
97 total infringements. Total cost for financial year was $4,800 paid by individual drivers at no cost to DFES.
96 Speeding (64 covered under Emergency Exemption)
0–9 Kms over = 20 @ $100/fine = $2,000
10–19 Kms over = 10 @ $200/fine = $2,000
20–29 Kms over = 2 @ $400/fine = $800
1 Red Light Offence (covered under Emergency Exemption)
July 2019 – June 2020
87 total infringements. Total cost for financial year was $8,300 paid by individual drivers at no cost DFES.
83 Speeding (34 covered under Emergency Exemption)
0–9 Kms over = 32 @ $100/fine = $3,200
10–19 Kms over = 15 @ $200/fine = $3,000
20–29 Kms over = 1 @ $400
30–40 Kms over = 1 @ $ $800
4 Red Light Offences (1 covered under Emergency Exemption) 3 @ $300/fine = $900
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July 2020 – June 2021
104 total infringements. Total cost for financial year was $8,600 paid by individual drivers at no cost to DFES.
98 Speeding (41 covered under Emergency Exemption)
0–9 Kms over = 42 @ $100/fine = $4,200
10–19 Kms over = 14 @ $200/fine = $2,800
20–29 Kms over = 1 @ $400
5 Red Light Offences (1 covered under Emergency Exemption) 4 @ $300/fine = $1,200
1 Driving Contrary to Arrows covered under Emergency Exemption.

(b)

(i)

Refer to (a) for response.

(ii)–(iv) Nil.

(c)

(v)

One occurrence in 2017/18 where the driver could not be identified.

(vi)

Nil.

Summary of total value of infringements by each financial year:
Total value of infringements

17/18

18/19

19/20

20/21

$10,800

$4,800

$8,300

$8,600

Department of Communities (Volunteering):
The Department of Communities advises to please refer to the response provided by the Hon Simone McGurk for
the Legislative Assembly Question On Notice 196.
Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries (Racing & Gaming):
The Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries advises to please refer to the response provided
by the Hon David Templeman for the Legislative Assembly Question On Notice 190.
Small Business Development Corporation:
(a)

2019–20: 1 x infringement

(b)

(i)

Cost of infringement is unknown as the driver details were provided to WA Police who issued
the infringement direct to the driver.

(ii)

Not applicable.

(iii)

Not applicable.

(iv)

Not applicable.

(v)

Drivers were identified.

(vi)

Not applicable.

(c)

Refer to (b)(i) above.

Burswood Park Board:
(a)

2017/18: 1 x infringement
2020/21: 2 x infringements

(b)

(i)

1 x $100
2 x $200

(c)

(ii)

Not applicable.

(iii)

Not applicable.

(iv)

Not applicable.

(v)

Drivers were identified

(vi)

Not applicable.

2017/18: $100
2020/21: $400

Racing and Wagering Western Australia (RAWA):
(a)–(c) Not applicable.
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Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association (WAGRA):
(a)

2017/18: 4 x infringements.
2018/19: 4 x infringements.
2019/20: 10 x infringements.
2020/21: 5 x infringements.

(b)

(c)

(i)

Cost of infringements are unknown as the drivers details were provided to WA Police who issued
the infringement direct to the driver.

(ii)

Not applicable.

(iii)

Not applicable.

(iv)

Not applicable.

(v)

Drivers were identified.

(vi)

Not applicable.

Refer to (b)(i) above.
PUBLIC SECTOR COMMISSION — PSYCHOLOGICALLY SAFE AND INCLUSIVE WORKPLACES

202.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

I refer to the Public Sector Commission (PSC) document titled ‘Creating safe workplaces for everyone’ and ask:
(a)

Was this created internally or was this contracted to a firm to produce;

(b)

What was the cost to the PSC;

(c)

How were departments notified of the policy;

(d)

Was any training offered to the departments to implement this policy;

(e)

Please provide any direction, policy or requirement issued for departments to utilise the resources through
this program;

(f)

Referring
to
the
website
‘Psychologically
safe
and
inclusive
workplaces’
(https://www.wa.gov.au/government/multi-step-guides/psychologically-safe-and-inclusive-workplaces):
(i)

For each of the following please detail how many times these resources have been accessed:
(A)

Action card for staff;

(B)

Action card for human resources teams;

(C)

Action card for leaders and managers;

(D)

Action card for agencies;

(E)

Language matters;

(F)

12 great ideas to create a psychologically safe workplace;

(G)

Learning resources and tools; and

(H)

Mapping actions to the action plans;

(ii)

The number of interactions with the ‘workforceanddiversity@psc.wa.gov.au’ email address and
the dates of those interactions;

(iii)

Whether the issues raised via (f)(ii) were resolved or still remain outstanding; and

(iv)

The length of time in days before issues were resolved or if not resolved, how many days they
remain outstanding;

(g)

Who within the PSC is responsible for delivering the policy; and

(h)

Who within the PSC is responsible for measuring the outcomes of this policy?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
(a)

The guide was developed by the Public Sector Commission with Edith Cowan University contracted to
undertake research.

(b)

The contract value for the research was $32,879 plus GST.

(c)–(e) The guide is not a policy but rather a guide developed to assist agencies should they choose to use it.
Given its use is optional, no training has been offered. The Commission made it available to Chief Executive
Officers via CEO Gateway message. A news story was also published on WA.gov.au and information
posted on LinkedIn.

3518
(f)

[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 7 September 2021]
(i)

(ii)

From 8 April to 9 August 2021, the number of page views were:
(A)

440

(B)

245

(C)

250

(D)

151

(E)

220

(F)

353

(G)

261

(H)

160

This email address is used for all enquiries related to workforce planning and diversity. 5 emails
specific to the guide have been received, only 2 of which contained queries. Interactions occurred
on 9 April 2021, 13 April 2021, 21 April 2021, 13 May 2021, 21 May 2021.

(iii)–(iv) The 2 queries were resolved by close of business the following day.
(g)–(h) Refer to (c)–(e).
PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT — ITHINK
203.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

I refer to the iThink platform and ask:
(a)

(b)

(c)

How many total users have signed up to iThink? Please provide the following (in the same format as
Legislative Assembly tabled paper 3168.):
(i)

How many total users are known to be from regional Western Australia;

(ii)

How many are known government employees; and

(iii)

Of known government employees, how many are from regional Western Australia;

To date, how many ideas have been submitted through the platform and:
(i)

How many of these ideas were from the public;

(ii)

How many of these ideas were from Government employees;

(iii)

How many ideas have been referred to departments? Please break down by department pursuing
the idea; and

(iv)

How many ideas to date have been developed into active policy;

To date, how many of the following have registered to use iThink:
(i)

Ministers; and

(ii)

Directors General of Department;

(d)

If no Ministers or Directors General have registered for iThink, is there a policy preventing or
recommending against registering for iThink? If yes, provide a copy; and

(e)

How many reports of misuse, abuse or inappropriate conduct have been received through the system?
Please detail the subject, nature and outcome of any reports?

Mr M. McGowan replied:
The Public Sector Commission advises:
(a)

(i)–(iii) [See tabled paper no 456.]
At 10 August 2021 there were 4,743 users, all of whom were government employees except staff
from the platform vendor. 503 of these identified as being from regional WA during registration.
From April to October 2020, iThink was open to the public. In this period, 1,850 ‘public users’
signed up without WA government email addresses. These users were removed after
October 2020 when iThink reverted to a WA Government employee only platform.

(b)

1,464 at 10 August 2021.
(i)

571 (while iThink was open to the public between April and October 2020).

(ii)

893.
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86. See below table for breakdown by department.
Department

Number of ideas referred

Department of Communities

29

Department of Education

6

Department of Finance

30

Department of Health

2

Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation

11

Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries

3

Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety

4

Department of the Premier and Cabinet

5

Department of Training and Workforce Development

2

Department of Transport

4

Mental Health Commission

3

WA Police

1

Total

100*

* As some ideas were referred to multiple departments, the number of ideas referred is less than
the total in the above table. An additional 431 ideas received during the public COVID-19
recovery challenges were referred to a director general reference group for consideration in the
context of the WA Recovery Plan and their individual agencies activities.

(c)

(iv)

iThink is an ideas generation platform to inform and contribute to business improvement.
Agencies consider ideas from iThink alongside other ideas generated through stakeholder
engagement and planning processes. These may or may not be formed into, or comprise part of,
active policy or initiatives.

(i)

Nil.

(ii)

7.

(d)

Not applicable.

(e)

Nil.
HEALTH — STIMULANT REGULATORY SCHEME

204.

Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Health:

I refer to annual reports on the Stimulant Regulatory Scheme, previously published in the public domain and ask:
(a)

(b)

(c)

For the year 2018 please provide:
(i)

the number of specialists prescribing stimulants;

(ii)

the total number of prescriptions issued by individual specialists; and

(iii)

The number of people aged 18+ supplied an ADHD medicine per 1000 population, broken down
by the type of medicine;

For the year 2019 please provide:
(i)

the number of specialists prescribing stimulants;

(ii)

the total number of prescriptions issued by individual specialists; and

(iii)

the number of people aged 18+ supplied an ADHD medicine per 1000 population, broken down
by the type of medicine; and

For the year 2020 please provide:
(i)

the number of specialists prescribing stimulants;

(ii)

the total number of prescriptions issued by individual specialists; and

(iii)

the number of people aged 18+ supplied an ADHD medicine per 1000 population, broken down
by the type of medicine?
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Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)

(b)

(c)

For 2018
(i)

The number of active stimulant prescribers was 294.

(ii)

Data on the total number of prescriptions is not collected for the Annual Report.

(iii)

The number of adults who received ADHD medicines by type per 1000 populations are:
(a)

Dexamfetamine

4.0 per 1000

(b)

Lisdexamfetamine

0.5 per 1000

(c)

Methylphenidate

1.3 per 1000

For 2019
(i)

The number of active stimulant prescribers was 311.

(ii)

Data on the total number of prescriptions is not collected for the Annual Report.

(iii)

The number of adults who received ADHD medicines by type per 1000 population are:
(a)

Dexamfetamine

4.1 per 1000

(b)

Lisdexamfetamine

0.6 per 1000

(c)

Methylphenidate

1.5 per 1000

For 2020
(i)

The number of active stimulant prescribers was 330.

(ii)

Data on the total number of prescriptions was not collected for the Annual Report.

(iii)

The number of adults who received ADHD medicines by type per 1000 population are:
(a)

Dexamfetamine

4.5 per 1000

(b)

Lisdexamfetamine

0.7 per 1000

(c)

Methylphenidate

1.8 per 1000

MENTAL HEALTH — LONG-STAY ADMITTED INPATIENTS
205.

Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Health:

I refer to patients currently identified as long-stay admitted mental health inpatients and ask:
(a)

What constitutes a long-stay admitted inpatient and how many of those patients are currently identified
in the health system; and

(b)

Of the present cohort of long-stay inpatients, how many have been admitted for periods of time of:
(i)

up to six months;

(ii)

between six and 12 months;

(iii)

between one and two years; and

(iv)

longer than two years?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
I am advised:
(a)

Due to the complex nature of classifying mental health conditions and treatments, there is no standard
definition used to identify long stay mental health inpatients.

(b)

The following information is defined as all patients currently admitted in a specialised mental health ward
as at 30 July 2021.
(i)

1 to 30 days is 473
31 to 60 days is 88
61 to 90 days is 34
91 to 120 days is 23
121 to 150 days is 19
151 to 180 days is 13

(ii)

between 6–12 months is 28 patients.

(iii)

between 1–2 years is 22 patients.

(iv)

longer than 2 years is 52 patients.
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MENTAL HEALTH — MENTAL HEALTH INPATIENT SNAPSHOT SURVEY
206.

Ms L. Mettam to the minister representing the Minister for Mental Health:

I refer to the 2021 Mental Health Commission Mental Health Inpatient snapshot conducted in April and ask:
(a)

Will the Minister table the results of the snapshot; and

(b)

If not, when will the results be released and will they be made public?

Mr R.H. Cook replied:
(a)

Results of the 2021 Mental Health Commission Mental Health Inpatient Snapshot Survey (MHISS) are
tabled. [See tabled paper no 457.]

(b)

The results were released publicly on 17 August 2021 and are available from the Mental Health
Commission’s website, under Reports and Resources; Mental Health Inpatient Snapshot Survey
(www.mhc.wa.gov.au/reports-and-resources/reports/mental-health-inpatient-snapshot-survey/).
The 2021 MHISS results provide important evidence for decision-making in relation to the planning of
initiatives to assist in reducing pressures on emergency department and inpatient beds. Information is
tabled on the initiatives currently underway, that support relieving the immediate pressures, as well as
other medium to long term priority projects that will lead to system reform. [See tabled paper no 457.]
__________

