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THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) took the chair at 12 noon, acknowledged country and read prayers. 

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

RECOVERY COLLEGE — ESTABLISHMENT 
Statement by Minister for Mental Health 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Mental Health) [12.03 pm]: I would like to provide the house 
with an update on the McGowan government’s commitment and $3.6 million investment to establish the 
Recovery College. Yesterday, I was joined by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Mental Health, 
Hon Alanna Clohesy, Hon Stephen Dawson and the Western Australian Recovery College Alliance to officially 
open and launch the first statewide WA Recovery College.  
For those who do not know, the Recovery College is a safe and welcoming environment that will enable self-directed 
recovery and mental health, alcohol and other drug learning opportunities. We know that everyone’s mental health 
journey is different, so the college focuses on empowering people to use the experiences they have had to support 
others. People who have been through a recovery journey before will deliver information, courses and education 
so that people accessing the college can learn from their lived experience and gain understanding from their peers. 
The colleges have been very successful in other jurisdictions, and I look forward to seeing our college develop 
further. The college is opening in stages. Eventually, we will see courses accessible across Western Australia. 
Currently, the Recovery College is recruiting educators to develop and deliver more courses. In the coming years, 
we expect to see this grow into an expansive service, with many courses on offer. 
The establishment of the Recovery College plays an integral role in the McGowan government’s commitment to 
delivering more community-based services and supporting early intervention and recovery. The Recovery College 
will complement the raft of mental health, alcohol and other drug community services that are delivered by around 
100 non-government organisations across Western Australia, thanks to approximately $150 million of funding from 
the McGowan government.  
I would like to take this opportunity to thank HelpingMinds and its alliance partners for the work and dedication they 
have put in to establishing this service, which will be accessible across Western Australia through a satellite model. 

BA RIA-VUNG TAU PROVINCE, VIETNAM — MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
Statement by Minister for Asian Engagement 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee — Minister for Asian Engagement) [12.05 pm]: The importance of Asian trade and 
investment to Western Australia’s economy is not new to members of this place. WA’s trade creates jobs for hundreds 
of thousands of Western Australians and contributes more than $180 billion per annum into Western Australia’s 
economy. With Asian markets representing nine out of 10 of WA’s top trading partners, Asia is critical to our 
state’s current and future economic prosperity. WA’s first ever Asian engagement strategy, launched a year ago, 
reflects this fact. The strategy’s plan to increase WA trade and investment, delivering job creation and economic 
growth, is more important than ever. That is why supporting our export sector is an essential part of the McGowan 
government’s $5.5 billion WA recovery plan.  
I am pleased to announce that this morning, on behalf of the Premier and the McGowan government, I signed 
a memorandum of understanding between the state of Western Australia and the province of Ba Ria-Vung Tau in 
Vietnam. With a population of 96 million people, Vietnam is one of the world’s fastest growing economies, averaging 
6.4 per cent gross domestic product growth a year in the 2000s. Ba Ria-Vung Tau is one of Vietnam’s fastest growing 
and wealthiest provinces. Vietnam is a priority market for Western Australia’s premium quality fresh foods, such as 
dairy products, beef, fruit and vegetables, meats and seafood, grains, and beverages. Western Australian shipbuilding 
giant Austal and CBH Group and Interflour Group are already established in Ba Ria-Vung Tau.  
The mere fact that the MOU was signed today via a virtual ceremony is testament to our ability to engage 
meaningfully to establish relationships that will support increased WA trade and economic partnerships with our 
region despite the COVID-19 pandemic. The MOU was identified as an opportunity during my visit to Vietnam 
in April last year, and negotiated by WA’s Singapore Commissioner Mr John Catlin and the Department for Foreign 
Affairs of the People’s Committee of Ba Ria-Vung Tau Province. I would also like to thank the Vietnamese Consul 
General in Perth, Bui Quoc Thanh, and the President of the Western Australia Vietnam Business Council, 
Mr David Morgan, for their shared advocacy and work towards this MOU. I look forward to working as part of 
the McGowan government to activate trade and investment opportunities for Western Australia in Vietnam. 
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WOMEN’S REFUGES — PEEL AND KWINANA 
Statement by Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence 

MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence) [12.07 pm]: 
I rise to inform the house of the recent appointment of two community service organisations to manage the two new 
refuges being established in Peel and Kwinana. Women’s refuges are a critical part of the emergency response for 
women and their children escaping family and domestic violence. The state government currently funds 38 refuges 
and safe houses across the state that provide potentially life-saving services to women in these circumstances. The 
McGowan government recognises how important it is to give women experiencing domestic violence the option 
of emergency accommodation to keep themselves and their children safe. That is why we are establishing two more 
refuges, one in the Peel region and one in Kwinana. Before 2020 is over, there should be 40 of these services available 
to vulnerable women and their families. 
The Peel Family and Domestic Violence Therapeutic Women’s Refuge is a first for Western Australia. I congratulate 
OVIS Community Services, which has been awarded the contract to manage the state’s first therapeutic refuge. 
Earlier this month, I joined the chairperson of OVIS, Ms Megan McKrill, and its CEO, Ms Dawn Smith, at the 
Peel refuge site to personally acknowledge this achievement. They are very much looking forward to supporting 
women with trauma-informed care in this purpose-built facility. I also congratulate the Lucy Saw Centre Association, 
a longstanding provider of services to women experiencing family and domestic violence. Lucy Saw has been 
awarded the contract to operate the Kwinana Family and Domestic Violence Women’s Refuge. I wrote to the chair 
of Lucy Saw to commend its appointment to this new service. I know that the women who will be able to stay in 
these two new refuges in the not-too-distant future will be in good hands with both of these organisations. I also 
know that the local members—the members for Mandurah, Murray–Wellington and Kwinana—have welcomed 
these appointments.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN BIODIVERSITY SCIENCE INSTITUTE 
Statement by Minister for Science 

MR D.J. KELLY (Bassendean — Minister for Science) [12.10 pm]: I rise to inform the house of the McGowan 
government’s commitment to the Western Australian Biodiversity Science Institute, with a further $3.4 million 
investment to continue its important research and build on its advances in biodiversity science. The state government 
funds WABSI to support research projects that protect, conserve and ensure the sustainable management of 
Western Australia’s unique flora and fauna. WA is home to one of Australia’s richest biodiversities of plant and 
animal life, including eight of Australia’s 15 terrestrial biodiversity hotspots. It is crucial that we invest in the 
understanding of our environment, as WA’s biodiversity is one of the main drivers of our economy through 
tourism, mining and agriculture. 
WABSI’s recent achievements include leading the successful bid for a $29.5 million Cooperative Research Centre 
for Transformations in Mining Economies, which was announced in March. The CRC-TiME research aims to 
transform how mine sites are closed, to support prosperous and sustainable futures for surrounding regional 
communities and improve their local environments. 
In partnership with the state government, WABSI also conceptualised the Index of Biodiversity Surveys for 
Assessments, which captures and consolidates the data from industry-funded biodiversity surveys and makes it 
publicly accessible. The IBSA data supports the state government’s new “environment online” portal to help 
streamline environmental assessment processes through a $20 million investment under the WA recovery plan. 
I would like to take this opportunity to thank former chief executive officer Peter Zurzolo, who since his appointment in 
2016 has successfully built and led WABSI in becoming an institution that is valued for its collaboration and creating 
enduring benefits for Western Australia. I would also like to welcome WABSI’s new CEO, Professor Owen Nevin, 
an experienced conservation biologist and research leader with a track record of successfully bringing together 
industry, researchers and government. 
The McGowan government is pleased to commit a further $3.4 million in funding to WABSI to ensure that our 
state’s rich and unique biodiversity assets will be preserved for future generations to enjoy. 
CORONAVIRUS — QUARANTINE ARRANGEMENTS — IMMIGRATION DETENTION CENTRES 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [12.12 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be debated 
forthwith — 

That this house opposes the Premier’s proposal to place fellow Western Australian citizens, 
returning home from overseas, in detention on Christmas Island behind razor wire and with 
criminals being — 

The SPEAKER: Members, please. This is a very important suspension of standing orders. I will hear it in silence. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I will say it again because a number of members may have missed it — 
That this house opposes the Premier’s proposal to place fellow Western Australian citizens, 
returning home from overseas, in detention on Christmas Island behind razor wire and with 
criminals being deported for appalling crimes. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I heard you the first and second time, but hear this: I call you to order 
for the first time. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I know you think you run the place, but you are not sitting here. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [12.14 pm]: I wish to add to the motion. I move — 

To insert after “forthwith” the following — 
, subject to the debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need the support 
of an absolute majority for it to proceed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 
MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [12.15 pm]: I move the motion. 
Yesterday, as part of some sort of outlandish statement from the Premier, he announced the Western Australian 
government’s position to start considering opening commonwealth immigration detention centres as part of a strategy 
to house stranded Australians trying to return home. Yesterday the Premier is reported to have said — 

“There is Christmas Island, there is Yongah Hill [immigration detention centre]. There are defence bases 
with numerous accommodation facilities both in Western Australia and all over the country,” … 
“They could literally take thousands of people into those if they wanted to, and I think that would be a good 
back-up to what the state is doing.” 

Not only was this a suggestion from the Premier that was not remotely thought out, but also it revealed to the people 
of Western Australia what low regard he has for their welfare and for those citizens who are simply trying to return 
home. He is now emboldened with the front-page news of being “Mr 91 Per Cent” — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, I will hear this in silence. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The Premier is full of arrogance and hubris and suggested that somehow people should suck 
it up upon returning to Western Australia when they find themselves in immigration detention centres. Somehow 
they should say that it is okay to bear two weeks in facilities that are completely incompatible with the hotel 
quarantine arrangements that have already been put in place in the state as part of a national cabinet–led solution 
to what we know is increasing pressure on governments to accept returning travellers. We have considerably better 
options at our disposal at the moment that are far more suited to the welfare of returning travellers than immigration 
detention centres, particularly the ones at Christmas Island and Yongah Hill. The Premier’s suggestion is completely 
absurd and again shows his lack of concern for the welfare of those returned travellers. The idea was ridiculous 
in the extreme. I do not understand how government members, particularly those in marginal seats, are willing to 
defend their communities, those who have family members who might be trying to return to our state, and endorse 
the Premier’s comments that they should find their family — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen and Minister for Water, I call you both to order for the first time. This 
is a suspension of standing orders and I will hear it with quiet from both sides of the chamber. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is absurd to suggest that members of the government are somehow willing to defend the 
option that has been slated by the Premier that their constituents who are trying to return home and reunite with their 
families—after having gone to funerals overseas or after losing their jobs overseas or had any manner of things happen 
to them whilst they have been out of this country—should somehow be placed in immigration detention centres 
on their return to Western Australia. That is a completely unacceptable and outrageous plan. It displays to the people 



5998 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 

 

of Western Australia the kind of person we know this Premier is. The Premier does not care about the welfare of 
Australians trying to return home; he is more concerned about preserving his own political stock than he is about 
the welfare of Australians trying to return home to their country. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members from both sides, I want to hear this in silence. I know it is a difficult subject, but I will 
call anyone who interjects from now, and more than once. Continue, member for Dawesville. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The Premier should be under no illusion that his idea and suggestion, as proposed by the 
Western Australian government yesterday, not only was ridiculous in the extreme, but has now revealed to the 
Western Australian people exactly who he is. He wants to banish to immigration detention centres families who 
are trying to return home instead of utilising the hotel quarantine regime that we have in place in Western Australia 
and around the country, which has worked fine to deal with the increasing flow of those 25 000 Australians who 
are trying to return home.  
Aside from this Premier’s lack of compassion on display yesterday, we know that there is not the capacity in 
immigration detention centres in Western Australia for the thousands of people who could go into them. There is 
not the capacity for thousands of people to go into Christmas Island and Yongah Hill. That is absolutely not the case. 
Although Christmas Island, for example, may have the capacity in normal times, in normal congruent living, for 
some 800 detainees, under COVID-safe arrangements it has the capacity for 250. What is worse in the flawed spin 
of the Premier yesterday is that of the 250 capacity at the moment at Christmas Island — 
Ms A. Sanderson interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Morley, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: —some 135 detainees are awaiting deportation and have had their visas cancelled because of 
criminal conviction. These are the people the Premier of Western Australia is suggesting should be residing alongside 
Western Australians trying to get home. The Premier is suggesting that somehow returning Western Australians 
should be residing in the Christmas Island immigration detention centre alongside criminals who have been convicted 
of crimes, including assault, sexual offences, drug offences and other violent offences. They are high-risk individuals 
who have been convicted of criminal acts and are waiting to be deported home but who, unfortunately because of 
a lack of flights, cannot yet leave our country. This is who the Premier suggests Western Australians should be 
residing alongside upon trying to get back into our state. 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The Premier’s suggestion, which I have heard articulated more recently, is that there was 
previously an opportunity for Christmas Island to be used as a facility for returning travellers, and that is absolutely 
unacceptable. That may have been the case prior to the hotel quarantining arrangements. That was the case for those 
on the initial flight out of China, because the government of the day had no other ideas or solutions in place. We now 
have the capacity for a hotel quarantining arrangement in Western Australia. There are some 10 000 hotel rooms 
in our state. We are not yet at the capacity at which that is overloaded. We are not yet beyond that capacity. It is 
important that we look to ensure that the hotel regime we have put in place for our quarantine arrangements continues 
to be utilised, and other ideas should be looked at. I understand the Premier has already flagged Rottnest Island, 
perhaps realising what we know to be the case; that is, his mooted proposal that Christmas Island and Yongah Hill 
detention centres should be used for Western Australians trying to get home was absolutely flawed. We know that 
with this poorly thought out idea, the Premier was somehow trying to shift the cost and risk to the commonwealth 
government while getting the benefit of ensuring that more people are coming to our state, which would undoubtedly 
be an important thing to facilitate. There are some 25 000 Australians stranded overseas. The federal Labor leader 
has asked for them to be brought back, the Prime Minister has said that he wants to ensure that more and more 
Australians can get back home and this Premier’s suggestion — 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We are doing much more, member for Armadale, than ensuring that they are going to 
immigration detention centres. It was not our proposal.  
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: We reject that entirely when there is a hotel quarantining arrangement in place. They should 
be utilised before — 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you for the second and third times. You could not hear me call the 
second because you were screaming. I do not know what is on in Armadale today, but it must be good! 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I will finish with this: the Premier’s plan to deal with the now 4 000 Australians coming home 
each week was to keep them confined to an immigration detention centre room behind razor wire alongside violent 
criminals awaiting deportation. That is a summary of how much the Premier cares. The people of Western Australia will 
not forget that. They will not forget the way that the Premier wants to treat families and grandparents trying to get 
home. That is no way to treat Western Australians, and the Premier stands condemned for this shameful proposal — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: — that he has already articulated to the people of Western Australia, who will reject it in 
its entirety. 
MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [12.23 pm]: I also rise to speak to this motion. 
The opposition has worked very collaboratively with the government in relation to the COVID-19 crisis.  
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We have always put the safety of Western Australians first. We have acted constructively with 
the government. For example, the government’s own Attorney General admitted that we were the first people to call for 
the hard border. He has unequivocally acknowledged that in this house. We called on the Premier to ask the Prime Minister 
for Australian Defence Force personnel to assist with hotel quarantining, which the Premier subsequently did. However, 
the Premier’s proposal that we should be locking up Western Australians on Christmas Island in a detention centre 
behind razor wire has crossed a line. These are Western Australians. These are our own people, Premier. 
By way of background, the maximum capacity of the Christmas Island immigration detention centre at this time 
is 250 people. Currently, there are 119 detainees in the Christmas Island detention centre. That detention centre is 
now being utilised to detain unlawful non-citizens who have been convicted of crimes, including assault, sexual 
offences, drug offences and other violent offences. These are people the Australian authorities have deemed are 
too unsafe and dangerous to be allowed to stay in Australia. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I cannot believe that this Parliament is discussing this option to put Western Australians 
who have been stranded overseas in a detention centre behind razor wire. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The Liberals believe in the fundamental freedoms of Western Australians, and we will oppose 
this move. That is what this motion to suspend standing orders is about. These Western Australians who have been 
trapped overseas deserve our compassion. They have been separated from loved ones and have left Western Australia 
for very important things. Many of them have left Western Australia to go and look after relatives with terminal 
illnesses. Others have left to attend funerals. They are our constituents who are in the most difficult circumstances 
in their lives, and they are stranded overseas through no fault of their own. They have been stranded overseas because 
the circumstances of the pandemic have found them trapped and isolated away from their homes because they dared 
to leave Western Australia to look after sick relatives or to go to funerals. Now, in their time of need our Premier 
says, “You can go to a detention centre behind razor wire beside criminals who have been convicted of violent 
offences and are unfit to even be in Australia.” That is what this Premier is saying to members’ constituents.  
This Parliament needs to lead in times of emergency, and, indeed, we have done so. How would we even contemplate 
turning our back on these people? The Premier is not only talking about locking these people up in detention facilities, 
but they will be locked up with criminals. I cannot contemplate how this government has even considered this as 
an option. Why would we lock up law-abiding Western Australian citizens with dangerous sex offenders and violent 
criminals? I think members opposite need to reflect on what their government is promoting — 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: — and call on the Premier to stop this attack on innocent Western Australians. 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Women’s Interests, I call you to order for the first time.  
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I always know when those opposite understand that there has been a bad policy announcement, 
because that is when they get very heated in this place, that is when they interject and that is when they try to shut 
the Liberals down. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, please, on both sides! 
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Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We know this is a bad decision and so do all government members.  

There is another policy I am really appalled about as shadow minister for local jobs. I am really, really surprised 
about this policy being promoted by WA Labor, because it will cost local jobs. A week ago, the Premier called on 
Western Australians to stay in hotels in the CBD—the staycation. Do members remember that on 9 September, 
just seven days ago, in response to the Australian Hotels Association’s call on behalf of desperate hotels in the city 
suffering occupancy rates of less than 10 per cent? This government said it would spend $500 000 on a marketing 
campaign to get Western Australians to have a staycation and to try to rescue those hotels because their occupancy 
rates were so low. Why do we not use hotels that are struggling at this time? Why do we not ask the Prime Minister 
for Australian Defence Force personnel to provide support and security? We have an unemployment rate of 
8.3 per cent. Many of the hospitality workers in those hotels have not been eligible for JobSeeker or JobKeeper 
payments. They need to work and the hotels need the occupancy. Why on earth would we consider sending 
returning Western Australians to Christmas Island to sit with criminals behind razor wire? I just cannot understand 
where this idea has come from. We are focused on local jobs and we recommend Labor does the same and abandons 
locking up Western Australians behind razor wire on Christmas Island with the world’s worst criminals.  Let us 
remind ourselves who these people are. Just yesterday in this place, I talked about a family — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, I want to hear it, whether it is good or bad. 

Mrs L.M. HARVEY: I talked about a family who had flown back to the United Kingdom because their grandmother 
had died. The woman involved in this case suffers from depression and anxiety; she could not travel on her own 
because she was deemed unfit to travel by herself, so she travelled with her husband and two children to attend 
her mother’s funeral. That is why they left. They did the right thing. They ensured they had a G2G PASS for their 
return to Australia, so they knew that they could be away for two weeks and come back. They knew they had to 
self-isolate. In the interim period, hotel quarantine became part of the picture, so they set aside $5 500 to ensure 
that they could afford hotel quarantine. Then, through no fault of their own, the airline cancelled their flight and 
pushed them out. They are stranded in the UK. The woman has anxiety and depression. They have two kids who 
were in primary school in Western Australia before they went over to grieve their grandmother’s death. They are 
stuck over there through no fault of their own. The family has spent thousands of dollars dealing with airlines trying 
to get a trip back to Western Australia so that they can come home. That is the human face of these people, and that 
is why what the Premier is proposing is appalling. It breaks the basic fundamental fabric of our community. It 
lacks humanity and decency, but most of all, it is so lacking in compassion that I, as the Leader of the Liberal Party, 
and as a party, we cannot support him. He must abandon this appalling plan. 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Nationals WA) [12.31 pm]: I rise to support the motion 
that has been put today. I want to start by recapping what the Premier said, which is on record. I refer specifically to 
his comments about numerous accommodation facilities at Christmas Island, Yongah Hill Immigration Detention 
Centre and defence bases both in WA and all over the country. The new campaign from the Premier is “Wander out 
Yongah” to send people to Yongah Hill. This is the Premier’s solution and his compassionate and considered opinion 
about how we can repatriate stranded Western Australians back home. Which of the thousands of people who want 
to come home will strike it lucky and be sent to Yongah Hill or Christmas Island? That is utterly ridiculous and comes 
hot on the heels of the government’s campaign that it launched with the deal it made with the overseas-based booking 
giant Wotif.com to encourage West Aussies to “staycay” in the Perth CBD to obviously fill capacity that is going 
wanting in our hotels in Perth. It does not make any sense. 

I want to talk a little about Yongah Hill. The motion refers to Christmas Island, but Yongah Hill is not five kilometres 
from where I live, so I have some experience with it. I have actually been inside Yongah Hill Immigration Detention 
Centre, albeit a number of years ago. That was when it was used to house between 500 and 600 low to medium-risk 
refugees who were genuine asylum seekers who were about to be released into the community. That is far from 
what it is these days. In 2017, the department made significant changes to the profile and intake of the facility. It 
includes a supermax facility for some of the worst of the worst. It houses high and extreme-risk foreign nationals 
linked to organised crime and outlawed motorcycle gangs. It is a detention centre. It has double razor wire around 
the sides, it has cell block security inside and it is definitely not a place to send ordinary everyday west Aussies 
trying to get home. Where is the compassion and the acknowledgement behind that single line that we hear so often 
from the Premier, “We will not walk away from the hard border”? Real people and real families are experiencing 
real trauma, and we need compassion, not a flippant remark or an overreach—I cannot decide which one it is from 
the Premier—to send people to detention centres or military institutions. Yongah Hill is no place for Western Australian 
families returning home who have done nothing other than find themselves on the wrong side of the border. 

I want to read in an ABC article from 9 January 2017, written by Nicholas Perpitch. It states — 

The men are locked in their compounds from midnight to about 6:30am, but the different groups can then 
largely mix across the grounds and other buildings the rest of the time. 

One asylum seeker, who did not want his name used, said he felt scared. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6001 

 

This is someone who is already inside mixing with the criminals who are also held within Yongah Hill. The article 
continues — 

“It’s the same as jail,” he told the ABC. “It’s dangerous, every day people are fighting. Someone here 
got stabbed. 

… 

One man who had his visa cancelled for non-violent criminal offences said the Serco guards were not 
correctional officers and were not trained to deal with people of a violent nature or who were in prison. 

He said the high risk detainees in Falcon compound — 

That is the supermax compound — 

often brought the “politics” of their prison experience with them. 

… 

The centre has barbed perimeter fencing, internal fencing and security cameras throughout. 

That is hardly a place where we would send someone, as I said, who has found themselves on the wrong side of 
the border and simply wants to come home. No, Premier, he has got it wrong with this one. If our hard border is 
here to stay—that is something, undoubtedly, that we all support; we see the health benefits—we must do more to 
manage the people seeking to come home. We have talked relentlessly about the G2G PASS process and the people 
who are falling through the cracks. We need additional resources and support for the WA Police Force, and we need 
a sensible and human solution. These people have not broken the law and their immigration status is not uncertain; 
they are Western Australians. Correct the record today and work harder to get this right for everyone. Did the 
Premier genuinely mean it? Was he in the moment when he overreached and does he want to walk back from his 
comments about Christmas Island, Yongah Hill and detention centres, which are simply not a place for people from 
Western Australia? He talked about Rottnest Island, which was deemed not suitable by the Minister for Health and 
the Premier, yet it is suitable to send people to Christmas Island and Yongah Hill. I cannot make the connection 
on that front. Surely there is a better solution for this. Surely we can be more compassionate as a government and as 
a state and look after those people who are seeking to be repatriated and make a contribution to the state’s economy. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Premier) [12.35 pm]: Clearly, the government will not be supporting this 
motion. I just want to say a few things about it. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I will not have any interjections, please. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Firstly, the Western Australian government’s number one responsibility is to protect the 
lives and health of Western Australians. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is our number one responsibility. Our second responsibility is to make sure, as much 
as possible, that we put life, vitality and health back into the Western Australian economy, and that is exactly what 
we are doing. I do not accept all the arguments that somehow allowing coronavirus outbreaks to take place and 
then putting a clamp on them is a better model. I have heard that from the commonwealth government and from 
commentators over east. Somehow there is a gold standard in New South Wales that allows outbreaks and that is 
better than the Western Australian model, in which we have not had a single case in about 160 days. That is point 
one. Point two is about Australians overseas. I want to talk about Australians overseas. 

Mr D.T. Redman: Western Australians overseas. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Australians overseas. I did not interject, all right? I did not say a single word, so let me speak. 

When people come back into Australia, they come back into whichever state. New South Wales people do not 
necessarily go back to New South Wales. They might, but not necessarily. At any given point in time, we have in 
hotel quarantine in Perth around 2 000 people from all over Australia who have returned from various parts of the 
world. We have a new case today of someone who came back via the airport in Doha. On any given day, people 
from all over Australia arrive in Perth and get quarantined in our hotels. Obviously, once they leave quarantine, they 
get a flight back to their home state. That is the way the measures have worked. The measure to put a cap in place 
was because of what happened in Victoria. Victoria had outbreaks, because managing the security and quarantine 
in hotels was difficult. It obviously did not work particularly well and there were outbreaks. All the health advice 
we have had is that we can have only a certain number of people that we can control with safety at any point in time, 
otherwise we could have outbreaks. That is the health advice provided to us by the State Health Incident Coordination 
Centre—SHICC. It has provided us with that advice and that is what we are implementing with the hotels. 
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As of tomorrow, eight hotels in the heart of Perth will have people quarantining. At those eight hotels we have 
security, health people, police officers, a little defence support and the like, with hundreds of people employed 
managing the hotels in the heart of Perth. Obviously, it has come into focus that there are Australians overseas who 
want to come back to Western Australia. Western Australia is currently taking the second largest number of people 
coming home. New South Wales takes the most. Sydney is the gateway city of Australia, I suppose we could call 
it. Western Australia takes the second largest number through Perth. Melbourne does not take any. WA takes more 
than Brisbane, Adelaide or Darwin. WA, through Perth, is currently taking the second largest number of people 
into Australia. That has put pressure on our hotels and, obviously, we need to maintain the system that ensures that 
what happened in Victoria does not happen here. That is the nub of this issue. We are trying to protect the health 
and welfare of the people of the state. How does it help anyone returning home if our system does not work—if our 
system breaks down—as happened in Victoria? How does that help anyone? It does not help anyone, so, obviously, 
we need to maintain a secure system that works effectively. 
Obviously also, at the last national cabinet meeting, 10 or so days ago, I agreed to work with the commonwealth. 
The conversation went: “We will work together on what can be done in the future to expand capacity.” I said, 
“I’m happy to participate in that process.” That was agreed in direct conversation: “We are happy to work as part 
of a process around these issues to expand capacity.” 
Yesterday, the issue was amped up again. I think Simon Birmingham blamed the states. The commonwealth seems 
to love blaming the states. I do not know why. It is determined to break down the national cooperation in the way 
it is by attacking the states. Simon Birmingham said, “Blame the states for the caps.” The caps were nationally agreed 
by the states and the commonwealth—Liberal states, Labor states and the federal Liberal government all agreed on 
the caps. That is what was agreed. The issue came into public focus yesterday. When I was asked about these issues, 
I pointed out some simple facts. There are defence facilities all over Australia. I lived in them, as did the member 
for Willagee and the member for Warnbro. I lived in them for years, actually. People have a bedroom and a bathroom 
and they are in a secure facility. Personally, I loved it; it was a great time in my life. These places are there at 
HMAS Stirling and Karrakatta and there are facilities up and down the east coast, which are often unoccupied. 
They are there for when needed. I said—I think this is stating the bleeding obvious—“If the commonwealth wants 
to stand up those facilities, have defence security in place, they are available to be used.” I would have thought in 
times of crisis—in times of a pandemic—the Defence Force would be offering those facilities for the people of 
Australia to use. The people of Australia pay for them. The commonwealth should be offering them for the people 
of Australia to use in times of crisis and in times of need. As I said, there are facilities that are not full and they are 
not being used. They are used on an occasional basis. We can go to any one of these facilities and find that there 
is spare capacity. All it requires is a bit of imagination and a bit of moving around for these facilities to be occupied 
and the member knows that. 
In terms of the other facilities available, I have seen today that the Northern Territory Chief Minister has said that 
the Howard Springs facility, which I think is a sort of traditional quarantine facility for these sorts of purposes, is 
available. There are 3 000 beds available at Howard Springs in the Northern Territory. It should be used. The 
commonwealth could use it. There is the Yongah Hill Immigration Detention Centre and the Christmas Island 
Detention Centre. This appears to be the argument of the state Liberal Party. Why did I suggest Christmas Island? 
Because in February, the commonwealth used it to bring home people from overseas, from China, who had left 
because of coronavirus. The commonwealth used it in February this year to place people there. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I have an article, which is online, from that point in time about the people who went to stay 
there. For an ABC article dated 17 February, the people who had left Christmas Island were interviewed. The 
Australian citizens who left Christmas Island said this about it. I quote one person who stayed there — 

“It was much better than what I expected, and the people there were just amazing—they make us feel 
really comfortable,” … 

Another person who stayed there said — 
“It was actually really good—[I] made some new friends and actually enjoyed the place,” … 

The list goes on. Another Australian said this — 
“We were very upset from the beginning, but later on when we were there we were really well looked after,” … 

Another person said — 
“What I feel is that the people treated us very nice, very, very nice. 
“When we first arrived on the island they said, ‘Welcome home’ … make[s] your heart very warm. 
… 
“We were checked every day, our temperature, cough … or sore throat,” … 
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The list goes on. When they interviewed these people as they exited, the press no doubt were looking for negativity, 
but these were the comments they made. When members ask me why I suggested Christmas Island, it is because 
the federal Liberal government used Christmas Island and it worked out well. It is up to the commonwealth. If it 
wants to—and it could, if people need to be deported—it should deport them. 

A member: There’s no flights. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: No flights out of Christmas Island? The commonwealth has an Air Force. There are things 
called charter flights that can be used! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As I said, I did not interject. 

The SPEAKER: Members! No-one interjected on you. I called them all to order. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The SPEAKER: No, but you were under fire. I did call about eight members of the government, but the Premier 
I will hear in silence. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is the reason I said Christmas Island. 

I want to come to the real issue today, and it is about the commonwealth, in particular Michael McCormack. I was 
at a press conference this morning outside the ABC at around nine o’clock. I was asked by a journalist about the 
commonwealth releasing a letter and doing a press conference in which it put forward the idea that Western Australia 
should take another 500 people. This was news to me; I was not advised. The letter arrived in a generic email account 
this morning in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. I was not advised before the press conference—no 
phone call, no contact, no nothing. The commonwealth put forward a letter in which it says that 500 additional 
people a week will go into Perth by no later than 28 September this year. That is no way for the commonwealth to 
conduct itself. We agreed at the last national cabinet meeting to have consultation and a conversation about what 
can be done. To ambush the state of Western Australia like this, when I find out in the middle of a press conference, 
is not the way to conduct these issues. It is not, and no fair-minded person can say that this is the way to conduct these 
issues. Michael McCormack has my number and he could have called me. The letter is specific to Western Australia. 
He could have done that and we could have had some knowledge. In fact, what should happen is on Friday we 
should have a discussion about the issue, how to manage it and what facilities can be made available. That is no 
way to do these things. 

Tabling of Paper 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I ask the Premier to table the letter. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr McCormack tabled it at the press conference this morning, so I am more than happy to, 
but let me finish with it first. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: What is more, further in the letter, it indicates that South Australia and New South Wales 
appear to have been contacted and their agreement has been received on these matters. All I will say is that this is 
not in the spirit of the national cabinet whereby some states are brought into the tent and other states are not. This 
is not the spirit of the national cabinet or the way to conduct these matters. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am more than happy to table the letter for members. 

[See paper 3651.] 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The other point I want to make plain is this: the Australian Constitution is very clear and 
section 51 provides that the commonwealth has responsibility for quarantine, immigration and external affairs, 
which these days is known as foreign affairs. That is the responsibility of the commonwealth government of Australia. 
Under the Constitution, since 1901 it has been the commonwealth’s responsibility. It is very, very clear who has 
responsibility for these matters. 

My advice to the commonwealth now in light of what has occurred today is that under the Constitution and the law 
as it stands in Australia, it needs to work on these issues in a cooperative way with the states, in particular, the 
state of Western Australia. The commonwealth needs to ensure that if hotels need to be provided, it will provide 
those hotels. If facilities need to be provided, the federal government should provide them. We will support and assist 
it in that. It is now the federal government’s responsibility. The commonwealth Constitution is very clear about whose 
responsibility it is; it is the federal government’s responsibility. If it wants to do it, we are more than happy to help 
it with its responsibility under the law. Whenever issues of foreign affairs have been raised—it occurred a couple 
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of weeks ago—legislation is brought before the federal Parliament to stop the states entering into various agreements 
with overseas jurisdictions. I said, “Foreign affairs is the responsibility of the commonwealth government. If that’s 
what they want to do, I agree, and support what they want to do.” That was my response. The commonwealth 
Constitution is very clear that it is its responsibility. It is up to the federal government what it wants to do. But the 
Australian Constitution is also very clear that quarantine is a commonwealth responsibility—just like foreign 
affairs is its responsibility. If the federal government wants to set up hotels or if it wants to establish facilities, I am 
more than happy to work with it. When the federal government ambushes us, like it did this morning, I am very 
disappointed that it would do that. That does not fit with the way a pandemic should be managed. 

Up until now, this government has supplied eight hotels to ensure that quarantine is managed. We opened up 
Rottnest Island to take people from cruise ships and the like. We have done the vast majority of the heavy lifting. 
It is now time for the commonwealth to do some heavy lifting in an area that is its responsibility. I would urge 
Australians who want to get home to get on to the commonwealth government and make sure that the commonwealth 
resolves these matters, as is required under the Australian Constitution. 

That is all I have to say really. I close on this: these are difficult times. We are in a pandemic. There are no perfect 
solutions to anything. The states and the commonwealth should work together. Ambushes such as occurred this 
morning should not be part of this, and it makes me very, very angry that it would do that. I urge everyone to 
accept that in a pandemic there are no perfect solutions. People need to be a bit understanding. If there is some 
unhappiness when people have to do 14 days’ quarantine when returning from overseas, and where it might be, they 
should be prepared to be understanding and roll with the punches on that one. That would be my advice to people 
across the community. 

Amendment to Motion 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I move — 

That the words after “house” be deleted and the following words be substituted — 

notes that the commonwealth government under the Constitution has responsibility for foreign 
affairs, quarantine and immigration, and calls on the commonwealth government to establish 
additional quarantine facilities and cooperate with the states and territories to ensure the nation 
has an orderly, safe and well-resourced system of quarantine for citizens returning to Australia. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [12.52 pm]: I get up to make a few remarks in support of 
the amendment moved by the Premier. Today, the Premier has called out the commonwealth. From day one, the 
commonwealth has been missing in action. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Dawesville, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The COVID-19 pandemic — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Dawesville and member for Morley. I think it is the member for Morley’s 
second call, and the member for Dawesville’s first and second call. The member for Dawesville could not hear the 
first one because the member for Morley was shouting. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Under the COVID-19 pandemic, there are more twists and turns to challenge even the most 
adept epidemiologist, but the one thing we can all count on is the WA Liberal opposition getting it wrong. Time 
and again, the Leader of the Opposition and the Liberal Party have lined up against the interests of the people of 
Western Australia. In March, the Leader of the Opposition repudiated a “misspoken” comment in the chamber to say 
that she did not support hard borders. Today, she says that she supports hard borders. Yesterday she had a different 
position; tomorrow there will be another position altogether. The Premier is standing up for the people of 
Western Australia. Today he has called out the commonwealth. Whether it was the Artania or Peter Dutton saying 
that foreign borders were actually the responsibility of the states, or the situation in respect of our hotels or the 
situation in respect of Clive Palmer, the commonwealth has always been missing in action. 

The commonwealth government simply refuses to accept its responsibility to police our international borders, in 
the same way that it refuses to be held to account for its failures and the deaths in residential aged-care facilities 
in Victoria. As of 7 September, 532 people have died in residential aged-care facilities in Victoria. That was a direct 
result of the commonwealth government’s inability to either fund or properly regulate the residential aged-care 
facilities in that state. Today, another iteration of the commonwealth government is simply twisting and turning, 
trying to make sure that it is not held to account. Josh Frydenberg is attacking the Victorian government, Peter Dutton 
is attacking the Queensland government, and now McCormack is trying to attack all the states, in clear contradiction 
to the rhetoric from the Prime Minister. Last week, the Prime Minister said that he wanted to work with the states 
around increasing the caps. The Premier of Western Australia committed to working with the commonwealth 
around extending the caps. Once again, we see the commonwealth changing its tune, playing politics, and once again 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6005 

 

we see the Western Australian Liberal opposition simply lining up. The real motives of those opposite is to line 
up with Scott Morrison and the Liberals in Canberra, united in their opposition to the people of Western Australia. 
Whether it was the border situation or lining up in lockstep in support of Clive Palmer, it is now up to it again!  
Several members interjected. 
Mr R.H. COOK: Here they go again—lining up behind the federal Liberal government. We know the federal Liberal 
government is against the wishes of the people of Western Australia. It is time the Western Australian Liberal Party 
supported the government to protect the people of Western Australia, protect our economy and protect our jobs. 
Stop being the lapdogs of the Liberals in Canberra and stand up for the people of Western Australia!   

Division 
Amendment (deletion of words) put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (33) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr M. Hughes Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Mr S.J. Price Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr D.J. Kelly Mr D.T. Punch Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mr R.H. Cook Ms S.F. McGurk Ms M.M. Quirk Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms C.M. Rowe Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr S.A. Millman Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms A. Sanderson  
Mr T.J. Healy Mr M.P. Murray Ms J.J. Shaw  
 

Noes (16) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Dr D.J. Honey Mr R.S. Love Mr K.M. O’Donnell 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr P.A. Katsambanis Ms L. Mettam Mr D.T. Redman 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Dr M.D. Nahan Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

Mr P. Papalia Mrs A.K. Hayden 
Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr W.R. Marmion 
Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.E. McGrath 

Amendment thus passed. 
Division 

Amendment (insertion of words) put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (33) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr M. Hughes Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Mr S.J. Price Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr D.J. Kelly Mr D.T. Punch Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mr R.H. Cook Ms S.F. McGurk Ms M.M. Quirk Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms C.M. Rowe Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr S.A. Millman Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr Y. Mubarakai Ms A. Sanderson  
Mr T.J. Healy Mr M.P. Murray Ms J.J. Shaw  
 

Noes (16) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Dr D.J. Honey Mr R.S. Love Mr K.M. O’Donnell 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr P.A. Katsambanis Ms L. Mettam Mr D.T. Redman 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Dr M.D. Nahan Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

Mr P. Papalia Mrs A.K. Hayden 
Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr W.R. Marmion 
Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.E. McGrath 

Amendment thus passed. 
Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed. 
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ANIMAL WELFARE AND TRESPASS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 September. 
MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [1.05 pm]: I rise to speak on the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2020. I will be speaking as the lead speaker for the Liberal Party opposition. A lot can be said 
about this bill. Some of it was said by the member who spoke on behalf of the Nationals WA last week, the 
honourable member for Roe. There is a lot in this bill that is better than the existing law; however, a lot of other parts 
of this bill seem to be completely unrelated to the problem that it is trying to solve. The bill is intended to address 
the serious issue of protesters who cross the line from peaceful protest and who invade and trespass on people’s 
property and try to prevent those people from doing business and, in some instances, cause harm to livestock or 
business processes. Significant media attention has been paid to some of these protesters, who class themselves as 
animal welfare activists, and sometimes as vegan activists—although, occasionally, they argue that they may not 
necessarily be vegans but have a broader ethical view. All those views—whether people want to protect animal 
welfare or to promote veganism or a form of ethics that people believe is important to them and to society—are 
legitimate views to hold. Everyone has the right to hold those views and everyone has the right to protest. We 
support that strongly. I personally support it as a supporter of freedom of the individual. We do not want to restrict 
that in any way.  
However, over the last few years a particular group of protesters, perhaps organised or perhaps simply like-minded 
individuals, have been getting together and have not limited their activism to mere protest or to highlight an issue 
and engage in legitimate and lawful public debate, public discourse and occasionally public protest to get their 
views across. Instead, they have trespassed onto farms and properties that are also people’s homes. Sometimes 
they have gone further than mere trespass—they have blockaded and protested loudly and have disrupted legitimate 
business activity, be it animal farming or production, butcher shops, or restaurants or cafes. We have seen that again 
and again. As I said, people have a right to protest legitimately. People can stand on a footpath outside a butcher 
shop or restaurant with a placard all they like. Good luck to them. 
People can jump up and down. As long as people do not disturb the peace, they can yell as loudly as they like. 
People can distribute leaflets and pamphlets. People can create websites and distribute posters. People can have 
conversations with others walking by if they want to engage in conversation. That is all well and good, legitimate 
and fair, appropriate and democratic. We want to support that. But when you invade someone’s farm and either 
deliberately or through your recklessness cause harm and damage to those people’s animals or their farm property 
or cause fear to them and their family, that is not legitimate. When people march into a butcher shop to deliberately 
disrupt business—to deny that butcher’s family the opportunity to sell their produce, pay off their debts, employ 
their staff and pay their wages and perhaps take a few dollars home themselves at the end of the day—that is not 
legitimate. When people march into a restaurant to disrupt that restaurant and make it nigh on impossible for that 
restaurant to serve its legitimate customers, that is beyond the realms of legitimate protest. We need a legal system 
that can clearly distinguish between the legitimate rights of people to air their grievances and protest and illegitimate 
actions that harm others. 
Through the actions of these self-styled animal welfare and vegan activists over the last few years, when they have 
crossed that boundary, we have found gaps in our law that need to be fixed. The government to its credit accepted 
that there were gaps in the law and committed to changing the law. But the government did not do that yesterday, 
last week, last month, this year or last year; the government first committed to it in 2018. 
Mr J.R. Quigley: It was 2019! 
Mr P.J. Rundle: It was April 2019. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: It was in April 2019—so it was last year. However, April 2019 is not September 2020. 
It has taken a long time—more than a year—to bring a bill to Parliament. 
When I was a young fella, I went to boarding school. My accounting teacher would always say, “Gentlemen, better 
late than never, but better never late!” The first problem that we have with this government is that it would have been 
better if it were not late with this legislation, because the legislation would have prevented some of the illegitimate 
activity that we have seen and which I think the public considers is illegitimate and ought to have been prevented. 
My accounting teacher also taught me that if there is a job worth doing, it is worth doing right. That is the second 
failure of the government in relation to the legislation before us today. It did not get it right on a number of factors. 
Yes, the government is increasing penalties for trespass. In the circumstances of aggravation that are described in 
the bill, the government is increasing penalties, and that is good. The government is increasing the penalties by 
a factor that perhaps is right or perhaps is not right—everyone will debate that. The government could have been a bit 
tougher. It could have set a higher deterrent with both the monetary penalty and potential maximum imprisonment, 
but the government chose instead to create an aggravated offence and increase the penalty and claimed that it 
would be a more significant deterrent. I will go through the mechanics of the legislation later. I think the process 
itself is probably not too bad. 
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The government has limited the broadening of the circumstances of aggravation to a narrow set of fact circumstances 
around trespass onto farms or animal production places, and has not dealt with the broader issue of highly disruptive 
protests—they go beyond the limited range of circumstances that the government has foreseen. Yes, there may be 
some problems with spaces that have public access, like butcher shops and restaurants, but the government has not 
even turned its mind to it. How do we deal with someone who deliberately sets out to actively disrupt legitimate 
business activity by invading such premises or making bookings at a restaurant that they have no intention of 
attending as patrons? I do not think it is legitimate for someone to purchase a bottle of water and sit on a chair in 
a restaurant for five hours. The government has not addressed any of those issues. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: It’s not unlawful is it? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I think it is unlawful to disrupt someone’s ability to earn an income. I think it is 
unlawful to disrupt someone’s ability to operate their business. As the first law officer of the state, it is up to the 
Attorney General to protect those people. What is the balance between protecting the rights of a butcher and the 
employees of a butcher shop and protecting the rights of a vegan activist to sit on a counter and abuse people who 
come through the door, or perhaps gluing themselves to the door so that no-one else can get in? Whose side should 
our law be on? It is a very simple question to answer. It is exactly the same situation for a restaurateur. What is the 
balance between the rights of a restaurateur to open their doors and welcome the general public into their restaurant 
to buy whatever their products are—fish, meat, vegetables—and the rights of a protester to make a booking, sit on 
a seat in the restaurant and yell, scream and abuse other customers, the staff and the proprietor? Where do we strike 
that balance? The Attorney General is the first law officer of the state. Is he putting up his hands and saying that it is 
all too hard and he cannot do it? He should admit that he is not able to do it. He has not even tried with this legislation, 
and that is the first failure of this legislation. He has taken the easiest pathway—the lowest common denominator—
and dealt with an extremely narrow set of fact circumstances, which are important. 

As the member for Roe highlighted in his contribution—I am sure he will argue strongly and vociferously in favour 
of the amendments that he has on the notice paper—that does not go all the way down the food chain to where protests 
occur. If the government is legitimately concerned about protecting law-abiding citizens from inappropriate 
activism—activism that crosses the line from what is fair, legitimate and legal into what is illegitimate and ought 
to be unlawful—I think the government should pay good attention to those amendments. If there is a better way 
of doing it, perhaps the government should embrace it, rather than knocking amendments back because they were 
not the government’s idea. 

Dr A.D. Buti: You said that it was unlawful and now you’re saying it ought to be unlawful. Which one is it? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: There is a combination. I do not know which of the fact circumstances the member 
is asking me about, and he knows that! There are elements that are lawful, there are elements that are unlawful and 
there is a grey area in the middle. It is that grey area that we are always grappling with in here. The member knows 
that and I know that. The member probably taught his students that at some point. There is a balance that needs to 
be weighed and that is what we do here all the time. We weigh up the rights of one individual against the rights of 
another, or we weight one group’s rights against the rights of another group and we draw a line somewhere. I am 
telling members that right now the line with this sort of activity is tilted on the wrong side, and there has been no 
attempt in this legislation to fix it. Members opposite might argue that it is not the right thing to do, and that is fine. 
That is legitimate; have that argument and say it.  

If members opposite want to say to a butcher or a restaurateur who sells meat that it is okay for their business to 
be disrupted on a regular basis so that their customers are shooed or scared away and they have a bunch of angry 
people yelling and screaming at them, their staff or their customers, and that it is okay for people to glue, chain or 
padlock themselves to their property, then members opposite should say that! Then every business owner, shopkeeper 
and employee of those businesses—restaurants, butcher shops, supermarkets and the like—will be aware of where 
this government stands on protecting their rights. This government should come out and say it. It should be open 
and honest with the public and say, “If you’re a supermarket employee and you’re harassed, abused, yelled and 
spat at and have meat ripped out of your hands by animal activists, this Labor government doesn’t want to protect 
you.” Members opposite should say it rather than pretend. What gets me angry about this stuff is that the people 
who will cop it in the neck are the poor, hardworking and low-paid staff—not “Mr Coles” or “Mr Woolworths”. 
We know it is happening; we have seen it. This government has done nothing to protect those people, so it should 
not pretend. It should not cuddle or kiss them or give them platitudes. This government should give them legal 
support, but it has not done that—it has not even tried: “Yes, it’s all too hard. It’s not unlawful.” Many things were 
not unlawful until they were made unlawful. I recognise that it is a tough balance to strike. If this government 
really, truly believed in protecting those people—the restaurateurs, the butcher shop proprietors, the employees of 
cafes, restaurants, supermarkets and butcher shops—it would give it a shot. If it does not care, government members 
should be man or woman enough to admit that they just do not care about those business owners and employees 
vis-a-vis the activists and that they would rather be on the side of the activists. 

Dr A.D. Buti: This is the first time I have noticed you being so animated, particularly about workers. I assume 
you are a great supporters of the unions, for example. 
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Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I support trade unionism. I have always supported trade unionism and the legitimate 
rights of trade unions to represent their members’ interests. I have been in public life for a hell of a long time and 
I am sure that if the member had any examples where I have said otherwise — 

Dr A.D. Buti: WorkChoices—were you a supporter of it? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I had no involvement in WorkChoices. The member might actually do a bit of digging 
around and work out that some of the organisations that I have been involved in over time were vociferous critics 
of the WorkChoices system, but that is not a debate for today. I was not involved in it, I was not a part of it and 
I was not even in public life at the time. The debate today is about the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation 
Amendment Bill, which took forever to get here and when it got here it was incomplete on protecting the people 
that it is meant to protect. 

The government has done a bit of work. I give it credit; what it has done is fine. It has doubled the aggravated penalties 
and that is great. It has created this other area where it has essentially brought in a minimum penalty. I know that the 
Labor Party does not like minimum penalties, but it has brought one in, and I give it credit for that. The minimum 
penalty for when a person acts in circumstances of aggravation is $2 400. Correct me if I have read that wrongly, 
because it is not my legislation. The maximum penalty is two years and a fine of $24 000, but if a court does not 
sentence an adult to imprisonment, then they must be given — 

(a) a community order … that includes — 

(i) a supervision requirement with a direction that the offender must not enter or remain on an 
animal source food production place specified, or of a kind specified, in the order; and 

(ii) a community service requirement; 

and 

(b) a fine of at least $2 400. 

That is not a bad effort. I assume that this applies to low-level offenders or first-time offenders. They do not get a jail 
penalty. It does not say so, but the guidance we have in the legislation is that if it is the first time a person has gone 
to court, they are going to get a community order, some sort of supervision requirement with a direction that they 
cannot enter certain premises, a community service requirement and a fine of at least $2 400, and then the penalties 
will escalate from there to the maximum penalty of two years’ imprisonment and a fine of $24 000. 

Mr P.J. Rundle: A good amount for crowd funding. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Yes, it is a good amount for crowd funding. Well put, member for Roe. I would have 
expected that the direction that an offender must not enter or remain on particular premises would not have been 
confined to “an animal source food production place specified, or of a kind specified”. I would imagine that if 
someone went to court with this sort of charge that it should be a holistic ban. If a person has gone into one animal 
food production place and shown what they can do there, the order from the court would not be that they cannot 
go to that place or back to chicken farms—to use one example that could be of the kind specified. It would have been 
an order that they cannot go to any of those types of places to do this sort of stuff. But that is how the government 
has drafted this legislation: the order can be specific to one place or a particular kind of place. I would have thought 
that it should be an absolute prohibition: a person has shown their intent, so they get an order for a period that they 
cannot go near any of those places. That would be a better calibration of the law than what is in this bill, but this 
is the government’s bill. It has the numbers in this place, so it can bang it through. 

What the government has done so far to amend the current legislation is an improvement, and it has put in a minimum 
penalty of $2 400. However, these animal activists have publicly stated that this will not be a deterrent for them, 
and I actually believe them. They are committed to their cause. As I said, I have absolutely no qualms with their cause 
whatsoever; they are entitled to that belief and opinion, but some of them also seem to have an absolute commitment 
to disrupting animal food production and the consumption of meat, irrespective of whether that disruption is permitted 
by law. One could probably argue that no law will stop a certain cohort of these activists. The only way we will 
stop them is to incarcerate them for a period, and then when they get out, as long as they continue to have these 
beliefs and this view that the law is illegitimate and they do not want to abide by it, they will continue to do these 
activities, and that is unfortunate in this circumstance. Is a minimum fine of $2 400 a real deterrent? We have seen 
that these fines can be crowd funded. We also know that fellow travellers, people with the same belief, may be wealthy 
individuals, or they may not be wealthy, but believe that allocating a portion of their income or wealth to help pay 
for these sorts of fines is a good idea, and they might encourage others to do things in the knowledge that their fine 
will be paid for them. We know that that is the case. I had hoped for a higher minimum fine than $2 400. As I always 
say in this place, any penalty is worth debating. My personal view is that I would have put the minimum floor at 
about $10 000. These people know what they are doing. They are not accidental trespassers or accidental tourists. 
They are there because they know what they are doing and they are also well versed in the law. Let us being frank, 
this is not a school kid or someone who woke up one morning and decided to do this type of activity.  
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They are well versed and seem to be pretty well organised. They know their rights, their obligations and the law. 
In some cases, they choose to flout the law, but not in all cases. I want to distinguish that. There are some legitimate 
protesters and I support them. I will always support them, no matter what their cause is. That is in my DNA and 
I truly believe in it. But some protesters are happy to cross the boundary and in this modern day and age, a fine of 
$2 400 just does not cut it. We know that this government has an aversion to minimum jail terms so there is no 
minimum jail term here. Again, will a maximum penalty of two years’ imprisonment be a deterrent? Let us see 
whether it is in practice. I hope that it will be and that we will not see these people continue to do what they are doing. 
I am happy for them to run the public debate, protest, or screech and scream if they want to. I have no problem 
with any of that, but they must not invade other people’s premises; disrupt animal production; threaten the health, 
wellbeing and lives of either animals or humans; or, in particular, deny legitimate businesspeople the right to trade. 
The denial of trade is an area that the government has not addressed at all in this legislation. Those comments 
relate to the trespass part of the bill. 

Restraining orders can be issued as well. I will address that for the moment. I think this is a legitimate attempt, but 
it is limited to a very narrow set of facts and circumstances. We will see how they work in practice. Restraining 
orders will be issued to people and they will be told that they cannot do this and they cannot go there. I think that 
the vast majority of people who are under a restraining order will try to abide by the terms of the restraining order. 
But, again, we have seen individuals who say publicly that they do not care what the law says or the consequences, 
and that they believe in their cause so much that they will continue with their activities no matter what barriers are 
put in place. Will those people be bound by restraining orders? Unfortunately, they will not, but, hopefully, the 
operation of this bill and the amendments to the act will mean that the process will eventually catch up with them 
and they will serve some time in prison. 

I will get to the other part of the bill before us—that is, the amendments to the Animal Welfare Act. Obviously, some 
of those amendments are made in contemplation of the amendments to the Criminal Code relating to trespass, and to 
the Restraining Orders Act to restrain people from doing some things. Some terminology is included that will be 
useful for the Criminal Code and the Restraining Orders Act. However, there is the issue of designated inspectors. 
This is where I think the government has gone completely off the rails in relation to the issue it was trying to 
address. Animal welfare and animal welfare standards are important and legitimate. Animal welfare issues ought to 
be considered seriously. I am not one of those people who dismisses animal welfare as a concern. I think that it is 
a legitimate concern. I do not think that I have ever said it in this place, but I have said to a lot of people that although 
I personally do not have pets, when I see stories about the mistreatment of animals, it fundamentally gets to me. I get 
seriously upset and emotional when I see those stories. I am not dismissing animal welfare as a legitimate concern. 

However, the introduction of these designated inspectors is an area of the animal welfare debate that has been very 
controversial, especially over the last few years. Merging trespass onto animal production facilities with this idea 
of introducing designated inspectors and giving them certain animal welfare powers is completely and utterly 
counterproductive as a principle because they are not related principles. They are not related principles because 
the type of activism that we have seen of trespass onto animal production facilities—farms and the like—results 
in obnoxious activity in the Outback Jacks of the world, butcher shops, and the Brazilian restaurant in Subiaco, 
whose name temporarily escapes me, and, in the words of the activists themselves, has little or nothing to do with 
legitimate concerns about animal welfare and animal husbandry. It has more to do with the fact that they do not 
believe that animals ought to be raised for human consumption—full stop. Their activism is not because they think 
someone should be allowed to raise chickens but they do not think they are being raised well, or someone is not 
looking after their sheep very well or feeding their cattle the way they should. Those are legitimate animal welfare 
concerns, but those are not the concerns that these people have. These people do not want animals to be produced for 
human consumption and they do not want humans to consume animals. I note that one protester has had an epiphany 
about the ethics of it. That was quite interesting and, academically, I like the construct of turning it into a more 
ethical debate rather than veganism versus animal consumption. I think it was Mr Warden, but I do not want to put 
the wrong name on the record. Irrespective of that, they are not arguing that the places they are walking into are 
mistreating animals in the way that the general public would consider it to be mistreatment. They are arguing that 
those places should not be there, that those production facilities should not be there and that animals should not be 
used in that way.  

To argue that these amendments to the Animal Welfare Act and the powers that will be given to the designated 
inspectors in some way addresses the legitimate concerns of animal rights protesters does not hold up in this case. 
If the issue were dealing with people from Friends of Animals who walk onto farms and say that the farms do not 
have very high standards so they need inspectors to come and check their standards, that they are happy for the 
farmer to continue what they are doing, but their ratio is wrong, their feeding times are wrong or the space allocated 
is wrong—whatever the case may be—those would be legitimate concerns about the care of the animals in that 
production facility. That could be accommodated, but that is not what these people are asking for, is it? When they 
march onto a chicken farm or a cattle farm, or into a restaurant or a butcher shop, they are not asking for the butcher 
to sell more humanely raised or killed meat; they are asking that no meat be sold in that shop or that no sheep be 
produced on that farm. Changing animal welfare standards or introducing inspectors will not address the concerns 
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of those protesters. For the government to argue that it is trying to address them in that way is window-dressing. 
It was called out. It has been called out by a number of people. This debate has been going for a long, long time. An 
article by Peter Law in The Sunday Times on 23 February 2020 headed “ALP left ‘hijacks’ new farm laws” states — 

PLANS for tougher jail terms and bigger fines for vegan activists who trespass on WA farms have been 
“hijacked” by Labor’s Left wing, the State’s peak farm lobby group says. 
… 
WAFarmers Federation president Trevor Whittington — 

Is that his title? Is he president?  
Mr P.J. Rundle: He is CEO. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I thought he was CEO, but the article calls him president. It continues — 

WAFarmers Federation president Trevor Whittington said increased penalties for farm trespass and 
animal welfare should be treated as separate issues. 
“This is clearly a political move. We understand there has been pressure from the Left side of politics, who 
are generally closely aligned with some of the anti-intensive livestock farming activist groups — they carry 
similar views,” he said. 
“We are disappointed the Government is using this as leverage to pursue a separate agenda. We think 
they are clearly separate issues. It has clearly been hijacked by some in the party.” 

We in the Liberal Party agree with that. The reason we agree with it is that we know the history of these sorts of 
laws. We know that earlier in this term of government an attempt was made by the government—I think by the 
Minister for Agriculture and Food—to introduce these very similar powers into the Animal Welfare Act. When it got 
to this place, it was discovered that there had not been appropriate consultation. Significant concern was expressed 
about the introduction of those powers and, as a result, the minister created a ministerial review panel that was 
charged with examining this area and making a series of recommendations to that minister. The review board is 
chaired by Linda Black, an eminent lawyer in Perth, and comprises various experts. It is off doing its work, and 
I recognise that some of its work has been curtailed because of the restrictions earlier this year as a result of 
COVID-19. However, as far as I am aware, on 24 June, when this legislation was introduced in this place, that body 
had not reported and unless that report has been tabled today—I checked this again yesterday—that body still has 
not reported. A review is looking at this specific area, and that review was called for by the minister in response 
to concerns when almost identical changes were proposed earlier in this term of Parliament. I assume that this matter 
has gone to cabinet because this legislation was introduced by the Attorney General, not the minister for agriculture, 
but I assume it was done with consultation between them. All of a sudden these provisions have appeared in this 
legislation. Firstly, they do not legitimately address the concerns of the protesters, because the protesters are not 
concerned about this area. They do not care how well people groom their animals and how well they look after their 
animals—they do not want them to have animals for that purpose. They do not want animals to be produced for 
human consumption in any farm facility, so the legislation does not address any legitimate concerns of the people 
we are dealing with under the Criminal Code and the Restraining Orders Act changes. Secondly, it renders the 
government’s own review useless. Why have a review and introduce laws before that review is reported? Why do it?  
I am a city boy. I am not an expert in farming, animal production or animal husbandry. I, for one, would welcome 
the opportunity to be informed in any decision-making by a report such as the one that was commissioned by the 
Minister for Agriculture and Food, chaired by Linda Black, an eminent lawyer and someone who understands 
animal production, with a heap of experts involved, both on the panel and also providing advice, seeking stakeholder 
engagement and consultation and coming up with a series of recommendations. I would love to be informed by 
something like that. That would help my decision-making. If the review panel came up with this sort of construction, 
or a similar construction — 
Mr J.R. Quigley: You would accept it?  
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: There would be something independent on the table that we could look at. I cannot 
foreshadow accepting something that has not been tabled and something that the Attorney General’s government 
has said it does not care about. I was going to use another term! I look at the Attorney General and I become colourful 
in my languages as he does sometimes.  
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Do not get me to use Victoria Park language.  
Seriously, that is what the government has set for this review panel. Why have people legitimately become 
involved in the review, both as panellists and chairs, and as stakeholders contributing to the review, when the 
government is not even going to wait for it to be presented before it acts? That is not good government. That is not 
good governance.  
Dr A.D. Buti: But the National Party complained — 
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Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I am not the National Party. I am sure the National Party has a range of views: 
the Liberal Party has a range of views; the Labor Party has a range of views. I am sure the member for Armadale does 
not ascribe to every single view of every other government member. However, the member for Armadale, in particular, 
is the sort of person I know who welcomes the input of expert commentary. I am not putting words in his mouth, but 
I know that he welcomes that. I know he takes his job as a legislator seriously, and I do too, especially people’s work 
I respect on a general basis, as I do with Linda Black. If the panel puts a report before us, we have to consider it seriously. 
We will not consider it in a glib way as the Attorney General suggests: “Oh, if they give it to you and they say that, go, 
‘Will you support it?’” Let us look at what they say. Why does the government not look at what they say?  
What a way to treat eminent Western Australians who have been prepared to do a body of work that they believe 
would inform the Parliament of Western Australia and assist the Parliament to make better animal welfare laws. 
What a way to treat them! Sadly, it is not unparalleled. Sadly, it is not unheard of and it traverses all the political 
lines, but it is wrong. As parliamentarians we should call it out that it is wrong. Do not come here and ask us to 
support this sort of legislation-making that exposes an identical desire backed by stealthy and crafty thought in 
bringing in something the government wants but that the industry does not like, does not want and does not accept. 
The government should be transparent. If it is not going to wait for a ministerial panel to report, it should not 
commission the report. That is a waste of everyone’s time, let alone money. If the government is ideologically wedded 
to these changes, it should say so. It should not sneak them in, in an attempt to otherwise deal with a legitimate 
concern of people who are being harmed by the activities of rabid and unlawful animal welfare protesters—activists. 
The government should not sneak this in under that guise because it does not stand up; it does not hold water. It 
does not address any legitimate concerns of those activists and it jumps the gun on a review that — 
Dr A.D. Buti: I have been enjoying listening. You keep referring to us not addressing the concerns of the activists, 
but other people beside activists have a major interest in animal welfare, as you said yourself. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I said that. They are going through the ministerial review. That is why it was 
commissioned. Yes, there is a legitimate process in place. The government is de-legitimising a process that it 
established. That is what is happening. Yes, I accept that I said that; I think we are at unity on that. There are 
people out there with significant concerns. I am not close enough to know whether their concerns have a factual 
basis. I assume an area in there is up for debate. I assume there are some legitimate concerns and also some 
counterarguments, and somewhere in the middle we can get a better process. I hope we do. I am one of those 
people who errs on the side of getting a better process. As I said, I get emotionally cut up when I hear about the 
mistreatment of animals, whether they are pets or animals raised for food production. I welcome the report, but 
the government has not done that. It has jumped the gun. 
Essentially, the opposition’s position is very clear. We think that the proposals relating to the Criminal Code and 
the Restraining Orders Act are better than we currently have. They offer a slightly better level of protection. Are 
they perfect? No. Are they tough enough? Probably not, particularly the monetary penalties, but they are better 
than what we have. They do not cover off all the areas of legitimate concern. They cover off the areas relating to 
the facilities used for animal food source production, abattoirs and the like, but they do not cover the downstream 
facilities, as was highlighted by the member for Roe, and they certainly do not cover the retail and hospitality 
venues, which I accept are more of a challenge, but there has been no attempt to cover them. 
The government has jumped the gun on the changes to the Animal Welfare Act relating to designated inspectors 
and their powers. We cannot possibly support something that debases a properly constituted review panel process 
and effectively renders it impotent and useless. We cannot support that in any way, shape or form. 
MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [1.52 pm]: I, too, rise to speak on the Animal Welfare and Trespass 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 and add to the remarks made by the member for Hillarys. The opposition finds 
that this state Labor government, under the guidance and leadership of Premier Mark McGowan, has a complete 
disregard for the importance and significance of the farming sector of Western Australia. I stand today to remind 
people just how valuable that sector is to not only the Western Australian economy, but also the national economy. 
The minister would do well to understand the context of what I am about to go through because it leads to the need 
for a proper and different piece of legislation to support the farming sector whilst at the same time ensuring that 
animal welfare is properly catered for. 
The gross value of agricultural production in Western Australia in 2018–19 was $10.7 billion. The wool component 
was worth almost $1 billion on its own. The Western Australian pork industry comprises 12 per cent of the national 
pig herd, employing some 1 500 people along the supply chain. We have about 160 dairy farms, most of which 
are located in the south west of Western Australia, with 350 million litres of milk produced each year. From our 
sheep farms, be it wool, sheepmeat—lamb and mutton—or live sheep, we have about 14.2 million sheep. Of those, 
5.7 million are sheep and lambs for meat, and they produce 72 million kilograms of wool, primarily for export 
markets. I am mentioning this because the importance of the farming sector to our economy and our livelihoods is 
significantly important. 
I turn to the beef industry in Western Australia. The total value of Australia’s beef production, including live exports, 
was $13.1 billion in 2015–16. The value of Western Australia’s beef production headed towards $1 billion, at 
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$857.4 million. These are big numbers; they are important numbers. In 2016, WA had 757 000 head of cattle, 
347 000 of which were for live export, valued at around $400 million—64 000 tonnes for domestic consumption 
and 41 000 tonnes carcase equivalent of processed beef, exported either as frozen or chilled boxed product, worth 
$171 million. WA’s cattle herd is distributed between extensive pastoral regions in the north and east of the state, 
and smaller, more intensive, farms in the agricultural region in the south west of the state. The WA beef industry 
comprises approximately 4 000 cattle businesses, with 25 per cent owning more than 500 head of cattle. That is 
a snapshot of the agricultural sector. The minister knows perfectly well, from his time at school with boarders from 
farming families, the importance of that sector to families,. When pieces of legislation like this are brought to this 
place, those farming communities pay attention to what is going on in the Parliament of Western Australia because 
they want to know whether they are effectively being supported. 
How does the WA state Labor government treat the farming sector? Let us look at its most recent budget—the 
2019–20 state budget—which seems like a lifetime ago for some of us. That budget claimed to include an additional 
$131.5 million of expenditure for the farming sector. Some commentators disagreed with that claim; they thought 
that figure was all smoke and mirrors once again on the part of the McGowan Labor state government. 
On the website of the Western Australian Farmers Federation is an article written by its CEO, Trevor Whittington, 
dated April 2019. I will read some components of it. He stated — 

The funding really only constitutes around $90m of new money as the remaining $40m simply plugs the 
gaping hole that this government had built into their own budgets through to 2021. 
… 
Unfortunately it’s almost impossible to directly compare the previous DAFWA and the new DPIRD 
budgets. With the amalgamation of three completely different departments … 
… 
So in total, $71m over forward estimates of four years equates to $18m a year which is a far cry from the 
$100m the Barnett government was allocating through R for R funding. 

The WA Farmers Federation has made a pretty damning indictment on the Labor government’s lack of commitment. 
Paragraph 8 on page 207 of state budget paper No 2, volume 1, states — 

As an export-dependent State, future growth in Western Australia will need to be driven by leveraging 
export markets. Realising the sector’s full potential will require the Government’s support in working 
with industry to build on export readiness … 

In its own budget the government recognises the significance and importance of the farming sector, yet in its own 
budget allocations, as pointed out by the Western Australian Farmers Federation, in 2019 it lacked the appropriate 
funding to genuinely show support for that sector. 
Labor governments around this country certainly have a track record that is quite disastrous in how they handle 
the farming sector. No better example of that is how the federal Gillard Labor government brought the beef export 
industry to its knees some years ago. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 6024.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
CORONAVIRUS — QUARANTINE ARRANGEMENTS — IMMIGRATION DETENTION CENTRES 

672. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I have a question for the Premier. 
The SPEAKER: Here he comes. The “Rockingham Rocket” has arrived! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Given that the Australian Hotels Association media release—at the time of the Premier’s 
$500 000 announcement for Perth hotel staycations—stated that some Perth hotels have occupancy at levels of 
less than 10 per cent, why would the Premier even consider putting returning Western Australians in a Christmas 
Island detention centre instead of giving the economic activity to struggling local hotels? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Where returning Australians go is a matter for the commonwealth government. As I said in the debate earlier, under 
the Constitution, quarantine, immigration and foreign affairs are the responsibility of the commonwealth government. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Are you happy to comment on it? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I am happy to comment on it. We have done our fair share. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: We have done our fair share. Currently, we are using eight major hotels for returning 
Australians, Victorians, flight crews, maritime crews and the like. Our staycation campaign is a brilliant campaign 
designed to get Western Australians to holiday in the city. Obviously, our work on the Wander Out Yonder campaign 
has been very successful in getting Western Australians to holiday across regional WA. However, we know that our 
city hotels need more attention and more support. When we made the announcement last week with Bradley Woods, 
the tourism minister, the arts minister and me, it was about getting Western Australians to holiday in our hotels. 
I expect that during the school holidays, members will see many, many thousands of Western Australians take 
this opportunity. 
The commonwealth government has put in place an international border, so we cannot have overseas tourists come 
in. We support the international border; we support what the commonwealth government has done. We have endorsed 
it the whole way along. We have not raised cases to criticise the commonwealth government but we have put in 
place an interstate border to further protect Western Australians from the introduction of COVID into our state. 
Western Australia—I am sure Bradley Woods would acknowledge this—has the freest and strongest economy in 
the nation. Our figures on tourism — 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, you do not have to comment on everything. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Please, member for Bateman. We have the strongest economy in Australia and the 
strongest hospitality, retail and tourism sectors in Australia, and that is of great benefit to the members of the 
Australian Hotels Association. 

CORONAVIRUS — QUARANTINE ARRANGEMENTS — IMMIGRATION DETENTION CENTRES 

673. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Thank you, Premier, for your response. 
Why does the Premier not simply request additional Australian Defence Force personnel and funding from the 
Prime Minister to police the additional hotel quarantine? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
That is what I said this morning and what I wrote to the commonwealth about. We put in an application to the 
commonwealth some weeks ago for Defence assistance to the civil community. We have already done that. Just so 
the Leader of the Opposition is aware, we did that weeks ago. Obviously, Defence could assist the commonwealth in 
managing additional facilities. I do not know why the Liberal Party seems to be disowning the Australian Constitution. 
It is there in black and white at section 51: quarantine, foreign affairs, immigration are responsibilities of the 
commonwealth government. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, you are on two. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is in the Constitution. 
I have the ANZ “Australian Economic Insight” document released today, which analyses credit card usage across 
the nation. According to the ANZ economic insight document of 16 September 2020, Western Australia is leading 
Australia in consumer spending; it is leading the nation in spending on entertainment, on household goods, on fashion, 
on dining and on travel. That is the economic outcome of Western Australia, very fortunately, being COVID free, 
having an interstate border and being able to open up our economy far more than any other state in Australia as 
a consequence. 

Distinguished Visitor — Ms Virma Symons 
The SPEAKER: Before our next question, on behalf of the member for Pilbara, I would like to welcome some 
special guests in the gallery today. We welcome Ms Virma Symons and guests. Ms Symons is the Consul General 
of the Republic of the Philippines and is based in the Perth office. We hope you enjoyed your visit this afternoon 
and will be able to visit us again soon on another occasion. Welcome to the chamber. 
[Applause.] 

CORONAVIRUS — STATE ECONOMIC RECOVERY PLAN — TAFE 

674. Mrs R.M.J. CLARKE to the Premier: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s $5.5 billion recovery plan, which includes an unprecedented investment 
in TAFE and training. 
Can the Premier update the house on how this government’s investment is helping those Western Australians 
affected by the economic impacts of COVID-19, to retrain and reskill particularly those in the Peel region? 
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Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the member for Murray–Wellington for the question. Our recovery plan relies very heavily on a record 
investment in TAFE across Western Australia. We have put in place a significant reduction in TAFE fees, unlike 
the previous government, which put up TAFE fees by up to 500 per cent for ordinary Western Australians who 
want to go to TAFE. We launched our lower fees, local skills policy late last year for 34 high-priority courses. We 
followed up with a further 39 higher priority courses in July this year as part of our recovery plan. That saw many 
course fees cut by up to 72 per cent across Western Australia. It means that it will be far easier for some workers 
displaced or some people wanting to retrain. At some of the TAFE colleges, particularly the one in Albany that 
I visited, I met people undergoing a nursing qualification, who were very excited and had a role, because fees were 
far more affordable. 
We have seen a huge surge in the number of enrolments in those priority courses; they have increased by more 
than 20 per cent since we have put in place these changes, which is a record increase. Across regional WA, there has 
been a massive increase in enrolments. In the Peel region, enrolments are up by 278 students, and this complements 
our $9.17 million investment in Mandurah TAFE. In the great southern, enrolments are up by 422 students and 
that complements our $17 million investment in the trades workshop at Albany South Regional TAFE. In the south 
west, enrolments are up by 372 students. Obviously, some of our investments in TAFE down there will work well 
as a consequence. We have seen strong growth in certificate III courses across a range of areas—electrotechnology, 
electricians, early childhood education care, civil construction plant operations and hospitality, with thousands of 
additional students enrolling in those courses. Our investment in infrastructure and in making fees more affordable 
will pay long-term dividends for Western Australia. Making sure that Western Australians can access TAFE is a very 
important part of our state’s recovery from COVID. This government is getting on and doing it with hundreds of 
millions of dollars of additional investment in TAFE infrastructure and making courses more affordable. What is 
more, the Labor Party is the only party that supports TAFE in Western Australia. The record shows that this 
government, compared with the last government, has put far more effort into TAFE. 

CORONAVIRUS — ECONOMIC RECOVERY PACKAGE 
675. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
I refer to Jacob Kagi’s report last night on ABC news that shone a light on the government’s very poorly designed 
and delivered COVID economic policy response. Can the Premier confirm that $123 million out of the $130 million 
intended for rent assistance measures has not gone to struggling Western Australians and remains unspent in 
Treasury coffers? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Every dollar set aside for those recovery initiatives will go into recovery initiatives. Yesterday, I was able to announce 
an enhancement of our building bonus program of $30 million, taking it to $147 million. If programs like the ones 
the member outlined are not as fully subscribed as we would hope — 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will just explain that. If programs are not as fully subscribed as one might hope, we will 
make sure that the funds are allocated to other initiatives that support economic activity across Western Australia 
for small businesses and medium-sized enterprises. That just makes sense. Obviously, and this is the case in all states, 
the initiatives around land tax were not as heavily subscribed as we would have expected. In Western Australia’s 
case, that is partly because our economy is doing the best of anywhere in the nation. As I outlined to the house 
a moment ago, and will outline again for the member, looking at the actual statistics on consumer spending on 
entertainment, hospitality, retail goods or whatever it might be, Western Australia is leading the nation. The reason 
behind that is that we have a more open and free economy. We have kept our trading relationships strong, as best 
we can in light of some of the forces against that, and we have also kept, at this point in time, COVID out of 
Western Australia. If the member has a question about that matter, I will be happy to answer it. 

CORONAVIRUS — ECONOMIC RECOVERY PACKAGE 

676. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Given the Premier’s consideration of other measures, will he now consider that 
other measure that every other state has undertaken by supporting small business grants of up to $10 000 for those 
who are really struggling because of COVID? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I ask again: is this the Liberal Party’s policy? It is now less than six months to the state election. Is this the Liberal Party’s 
policy? Will it give every business in Western Australia $10 000? That is what the member for Darling Range 
advocated; I think she is the shadow small business spokesperson. She advocated that everyone in Western Australia 
who has an ABN should get $10 000. 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: That is exactly what she had to say. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: This idea that everyone with an ABN should get $10 000 is a recipe for disaster. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: But what is your policy? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members on my left! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: What is your policy? 
Ms L. Mettam: Answer the question! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I have answered the question. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: As I said yesterday, we have put in place all sorts of initiatives. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will explain it to the Leader of the Opposition again, because she cannot remember from 
yesterday. We put in place payroll tax cuts across the board. We provided $17 500 to thousands of payroll tax–paying 
businesses with payrolls of up to $4 million. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: We provided around 90 000 businesses with a $2 500 credit on their electricity bill. For 
those businesses that are tenants of the state government, we waived rent and licence fees. Tourism businesses 
have been eligible for grants of $6 500 or, under another component of the scheme, up to $100 000. An enormous 
number of these sorts of programs have been carefully targeted to support small business across the state, in addition 
to the measures we put in place as part of the commercial tenancy arrangements to protect commercial tenants. 
That is what we have done for business across the state. 
I want to say one other thing, and this is the major thing we have done: we got the economy back stronger than any 
other state in Australia. Members can talk to shopkeepers, cafe owners, tradies or electricians. I spoke to a bunch of 
plumbers and electricians yesterday, and they are so happy that the economy is going ahead. Our building industry 
is easily the strongest in the nation. I was at a building site yesterday. Builders who were across the road came up 
the street to say thank you to the government for getting the building industry back so strongly. These guys were 
installing a pergola or a carport across the street and I asked one of them, “How strong is it?” 

Point of Order 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Yesterday, Mr Speaker, you advised against longwinded answers. Now the Premier is 
talking about people who install pergolas in response to a question. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! I will hear it in silence. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I ask the Speaker to ensure that the answer is relevant to the question. 
The SPEAKER: It is not a point of order. He is talking on the subject. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: They came up the street and were so happy with how the economy and the building industry 
is going. If members ask me about small business people—people who members opposite probably are not familiar 
with—they are the sorts of people that this state government is helping by ensuring that our building industry, our 
economy, our retail sector and our hospitality sector is back as strong as, or stronger than, the rest of Australia. 

KARRATHA–TOM PRICE ROAD — SEALING 
677. Mr K.J.J. MICHEL to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s unprecedented investment in regional roads, which has supported 
local jobs and local businesses as the state recovers from the economic impact of COVID-19. 
(1) Can the minister update the house on the work underway to seal the Karratha–Tom Price road and outline 

what completion of stage 3 has meant for drivers in the Pilbara? 
(2) Can the minister update the house on this government’s other investment in job–creating road projects in 

regional WA? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
(1)–(2)  I thank the member for Pilbara for that question. This project got underway because of the member. His 

advocacy for both the project and the naming process has achieved an excellent result. Last week, the 
Premier, the member for Pilbara and I were opening stage 3 of what was known as the Karratha–Tom Price 
road but, of course, led by the member for Pilbara and in consultation with the local Yindjibarndi Aboriginal 
Corporation, has been named the Manuwarra Red Dog Highway. That name has been well supported by 
the Aboriginal people in the area and across the state. It highlights that this road will not only save time and 
improve safety, but also will open up new tourism opportunities for the entire area. All those people who 
attended the opening were so excited about the opportunities, in particular the economic opportunities, that 
this will create. Red Dog, of course, refers to the kelpie that was known for his travels through the Pilbara 
in the 1970s. The member for Pilbara led the community consultation and the name “Red Dog highway” 
was first flagged by that member. 

 One hundred direct and indirect jobs were created. The $81 million project sealed 48 kilometres of road. 
When we talk about time savings, we are pretty proud, normally, of 10 minutes along a smart freeway. 
This project will save an hour’s travel time. That is what I would call, not congestion busting, but more 
a time-saving project. It will save over an hour’s travel. We are now in the process of planning to deliver 
stage 4. It has only been a Labor government that has got this project done. The last Labor government, 
and now this Labor government, are the only governments that have actually taken this project seriously. 
The National Party did nothing. Again, I am not sure where they are—we have one and a half members 
of the National Party here today. Where are they today? 

Several members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is technically half. 
A member interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Geraldton, because he was half Liberal, half you know! Over the term, the 
member for Geraldton has been half a member of the National Party. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: A shandy. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, a shandy! 
Mr I.C. Blayney: Two members, not one. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I like your thinking, member for Geraldton! 
The former Leader of the National Party Brendon Grylls said it really was not up to royalties for regions to build 
roads; it should not be building roads in regional WA. Labor has a very different philosophy. It is about creating local 
jobs, improving safety and also saving time for everyone in Western Australia. This project has been incredible to 
see; it really has been an exciting time. Of course, we only went out there in October last year to start the project, 
and to have it finished while we were going through a COVID-19 crisis and, of course, handling all that asbestos 
along the road too, given it was a Wittenoom track, is a huge achievement. I thank all the workers who delivered 
this great project. Of course, we are also looking forward to starting and finishing stage 4. 

CORONAVIRUS — INTERSTATE BORDER RESTRICTIONS — KIMBERLEY 
678. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Premier: 
I refer the Premier to his comments to the media on 4 September, stating that WA does not have border communities. 
What is the Premier doing to address the concerns of border communities in the Kimberley, such as families in 
Halls Creek and Kununurra who rely on access to the Northern Territory for essential services such as medical 
treatment, small businesses in the Kimberley that provide important services and products for customers in the 
Northern Territory, and pastoralists and their staff on properties that cross state borders? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Clearly, one of the big issues in the eastern states is Coolangatta and Tweed Heads. Along the Queensland and 
New South Wales border, and even a bit inland, there are communities right on the border. On the Victoria and 
New South Wales border there is Albury–Wodonga and a few others that are split, basically, by the Murray River. 
Albury–Wodonga is a big community. In South Australia there is Bordertown, appropriately named. In Tasmania, 
there is not so much! In the case of Western Australia, we do not have communities of that nature. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 
The SPEAKER: No; you said that three times. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: In the case of Western Australia, we do not have communities of that nature, where, literally, 
people’s lounge rooms sit on the border. We do not have that. That was the point I was making. 
Mr P.J. Rundle: We have stations on either side. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: I do not know what the member is asking me. Our arrangements are designed to ensure that 
everyone remains safe and that we keep COVID-19 out of Western Australia. The natural consequence of what 
the member is arguing is that we bring down the border, and we are not doing that at this point in time. 

CORONAVIRUS — INTERSTATE BORDER RESTRICTIONS — KIMBERLEY 

679. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Given the important interactions in border communities in the Kimberley, will 
the Premier reconsider and sign up to the agricultural worker movement code; and, if not, what is the alternative 
strategy for Kimberley border communities? 

The SPEAKER: I do not know that you have to answer that, Premier, because it did not have anything to do with 
the first question. 

FISHERIES — GOVERNMENT INITIATIVES 

680. Mr M.J. FOLKARD to the Minister for Fisheries: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s $5.5 billion COVID-19 recovery plan, which includes measures and 
investments to support jobs in both our recreational and commercial fishing industries. 

(1) Can the minister update the house on the measures that this government has taken to support those 
working in the Western Australian rock lobster industry? 

(2) Can the minister outline to the house how this government’s $6 million investment in recreational fishing 
projects is supporting local jobs and local businesses? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY replied: 
Mr Speaker! 

Mr D.C. Nalder: No-one else is going to jump up. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I do not see anyone else jumping up. 

Mr R.H. Cook: You got the call; well done! 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Thank you; thank you very much. You are all weak! 

(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question and for his commitment to safe ocean use and his work with local 
volunteer organisations in his electorate. Because of the McGowan government’s approach to a hard 
border, we have all seen the economic benefits. Our economy is unfettered and is back up and running as 
much as it can be in the current circumstances, unlike the economies of New South Wales and Victoria, 
which have a stutter approach to it all because of unfortunate reinfections. Since COVID-19 hit, we have 
been doing everything we can to work with the industry to assist and to navigate through these difficult 
times. The first industry that was hit in my area was the lobster industry. It suffered a 95 per cent drop in 
the market, particularly because it had a single market focus with China for its product. As a result, we 
have worked with the rock lobster industry and, of course, with the recreational fishing industry, which 
itself provides nearly $2.4 billion worth of economic activity, and because those who operate in both the 
commercial and recreational sides of the industry are able to go out and use the ocean, we are assisting them 
make a contribution to the community and economy. As a result, both a social and economic contribution 
is being made. We have increased the season for the lobster industry to 18 months and brought forward the 
quota, and we have taken measures to minimise whale interactions at the appropriate time throughout that 
period. Yesterday, I had the great pleasure to join the western rock lobster industry to open back-of-boat 
sales, which is a process by which commercial fishers of lobster are allowed to sell off the back of their 
boats, directly to the public. That means that 100 lobsters per boat per trip can be sold off the boat straight 
to the market. That means that more than 2 000 lobsters a fishing day can be released into the domestic 
market. It also allows restaurants that are not registered receivers to make relationships with the skippers 
of boats so that they can have a continuity of supply at a guaranteed price. It also means that you and 
I can go to the dock on any given day and purchase a lobster directly from the boat. It cannot get much 
fresher than that! I had the great pleasure to taste some of that yesterday when we were down there. 

It is with pleasure that I thank the Western Rock Lobster Council and its CEO, Matt Taylor, who has been 
a great supporter of the government, in its endeavours to ensure that the government is connected to the 
industry and listens to it, and to make sure that we meet the need as required in these very difficult times. 

It was also a pleasure to join the Premier in Hillarys recently to launch the $6 million Recreational Fishing 
Initiatives Fund support package for recreational fishing. Hundreds of thousands of people go out onto 
the ocean, rivers and estuaries of Western Australia and enjoy the 12 500-kilometre Western Australian 
coastline and all that it has to provide through both that social interaction with each other and, of course, 
in communing with nature. Again, that has been made possible only through the McGowan’s approach 



6018 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 

 

to a hard border and keeping everyone safe. More than $2 billion worth of economic activity will be 
provided to the recreational fishing industry and the $6 million fund will do things such as allow for the 
installation of artificial reefs. One is going in in Albany soon. 

The SPEAKER: Hear, hear! 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: There will be one in the north metro and a couple on the north and west coasts of Western Australia. 
They will make a great contribution, along with our snapper guardians initiative. We will be releasing hundreds of 
thousands of pink snapper into the Cockburn Sound nursery and a million barramundi will be going into Lake Kununurra 
very soon. It is these sorts of McGowan government initiatives that give people as much opportunity as possible 
to get into the natural environment and to support the industry and jobs. 
As the fisheries minister, it is my great ambition to make sure you keep your lines wet and your rods bent! 
The SPEAKER: Yes, I think that is okay. I will not put too much thought into it! 

ZHENHUA DATA — PRIVACY CONCERNS 

681. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Premier: 
The Liberal opposition has been approached by Western Australians whose personal details, including the details of 
their children, appear on a list of 35 000 Australians reportedly being maintained by the Shenzhen-based company 
Zhenhua Data. Can the Premier shed any light on why these Western Australians are being targeted and what does 
he have to say to allay their very real concerns? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I am unaware of this issue and this information. If the member would like to provide it to the government, we will 
make sure it is properly and fully analysed. 

ZHENHUA DATA — PRIVACY CONCERNS 

682. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. On the provision of that list to the Premier’s office, will the Premier then commit 
his government to ensuring that this data is reviewed and make a commitment to contact any Western Australians 
who have been identified in the database in order to protect them and their families? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
If the member provides the information to us, we will pass it to the federal government, as it is the federal government’s 
obligation, under the commonwealth Constitution, in the area of foreign affairs, to deal with it as appropriate. 

CORONAVIRUS — CARERS — ASSISTANCE PACKAGE 

683. Ms L.L. BAKER to the Minister for Child Protection: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s $5.5 billion recovery plan, which includes support for households 
under financial stress through COVID-19. Can the minister outline to the house how this government is supporting 
foster carers, grandcarers and special guardian carers in the critical work that they are doing during what has been 
an extraordinarily challenging time? 

Ms S.F. McGURK replied: 
I thank the member for the question. It is a great privilege of my position, and I know that other members of this 
house have had the opportunity, too, to meet carers in our electorates in our time as representatives of our 
communities. It really is amazing how carers step up, whether they are foster carers, family carers, special guardian 
carers or, of course, grandcarers as well. I know that many of us have had interactions with grandcarers in our 
communities or have support groups that operate in our electorates. 
I was very pleased to announce that the McGowan government has committed $3.7 million so that those carers 
can have some assistance during the difficult time of COVID. That particular package provides $500 for the first 
child in their care and $250 for each additional child in their household. Foster carers and family carers, who are 
managed by the Department of Communities, and special guardianship carers and grandcarers, who are managed 
by community sector organisations, stepped up when vulnerable children in their care were kept home from school 
to prevent the spread of COVID. 
Additionally, there were other challenges. Contact visits that were taking place with broader family members were 
interrupted during the initial lockdown period in March and April, so people had to get on Zoom and have that 
contact electronically. It was difficult for some older carers, but it was also difficult to explain to young children 
what was going on and keep them supported. As I said, I heard of many examples of it being a challenging time 
for those carers and the young people they care for, but they absolutely stepped up. Additionally, older people who 
are carers in the foster-care system, particularly grandcarers and family carers, are in high-risk categories themselves, 
so they had that extra layer of tension. I am very pleased that we have been able to roll out those additional payments. 
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Two weeks ago, during National Child Protection Week, we had an event in Cannington at the district office of 
the Department of Communities to acknowledge a number of foster carers who had clocked up over 25 years of 
caring for foster children on either a temporary or long-term basis. It was incredible. Between those carers—there 
were nine households—they had cared for over 1 000 children and had clocked up over 320 years of caring for 
children in the system. It is amazing. Many members would know that one of those carers is Mr Colin Murphy 
and his wife. There were some amazing stories told of seeing children go off to university or walk down the aisle 
at their weddings—children who today, as fully grown adults, still call those carers “mum and dad”. It was really 
very heartening. They are the absolute heroes of our state. I am confident that by providing these carers with the 
right supports at the right time and for the right reasons, we will bring about the best outcomes for children.  

WESTERN POWER — EXTENDED OUTAGE PAYMENT SCHEME 

684. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the minister’s commitment to review the extended outage payment scheme by 31 July 2020. 

(1) Has Energy Policy WA’s review been completed as the minister promised; and, if so, does the minister 
have a copy? 

(2) If yes to (1), what were the outcomes of the review? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON replied: 
Thank you very much, member. Those are good questions. 

(1)–(2) No; the review is not complete. It is true that the only time this payment has increased has been when 
a Labor government has been in power, because, of course, the last time it was increased was the last time 
a Labor government was in power. It is important to remember that the payment is not a compensation 
payment; it is simply an inconvenience payment made by Western Power. That means it is a payment 
made by other users of the electricity system to those who have had interruptions. There is no question 
that the further people are from the main source of energy in Muja, the less reliable their power is, and 
the reason for that is simply physics—the further an electron has to travel down a wire, the less reliable 
it will be at the other end of that wire. That is a tragic event of physics. 

The member’s electorate will enjoy some advantages from new technologies that we are moving to 
deploy. The whole purpose of the energy transformation strategy is to move towards making sure that we 
can improve the supply of electricity to communities across the south west interconnected system. We 
continue to roll out the arrangements flowing out of the energy transformation strategy, and we are about 
to make some further announcements about matters that have recently arisen from the ETS. That review has 
not come to my desk at this time, but as I emphasised, the last time the payment was increased was by 
a Labor government, and I expect that the next time it is increased it will also be by a Labor government. 

WESTERN POWER — EXTENDED OUTAGE PAYMENT SCHEME 

685. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Energy: 
I have a supplementary question. On behalf of midwest residents and businesses who are already struggling due 
to COVID, when does the minister commit to having the review completed and the outcomes communicated to 
the house? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON replied: 
I look forward to coming back and talking to the member shortly, but as I say, it has to be understood that this is 
a payment made by other electricity users. Let us not misunderstand where Western Power gets its revenue from. 
It is not a tax collecting agency. It collects 100 per cent of its revenue from users of the electricity system, so if it 
increases its costs, those costs are borne by electricity users. 

I want to make a final point about the reliability in the midwest, and it goes to the question of the capacity for 
Western Power to respond to outages when there is a bushfire risk. Unfortunately, not only is there more often 
a bushfire risk, but also the length of time for bushfire risks is extending, to the extent that it is now three times more 
likely that there will be extended outages than there was a decade ago. That is the result of climate change. This is an 
example of why we need to respond to climate change, and I look forward to the federal Liberal–National government 
laying out its plan to meet its commitments to the Paris accord. Of course, the federal government has set out that we 
will meet the Paris accord, but it has not yet told the states how that will be achieved. We would like it to do that. We 
would also like the federal government to tell us what will happen beyond 2030. It is past time for the commonwealth 
government to respond to climate change. The member’s constituents and the member for Moore’s constituents are 
having a less reliable electricity supply because of the impacts of climate change extending the bushfire season. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No. The member for Geraldton wrote to me and said that Western Power should ignore 
bushfire risk and re-energise lines, knowing that there is a higher risk of starting bushfires. That is not going to 
happen. That is not an appropriate response to bushfire risk. We are not going to close our eyes, turn the electricity 
system back on and burn down people’s farms. That is not a sensible approach. For the member to say that the 
way to challenge this climate risk is to have a higher risk of burning down the houses in his electorate is a disgrace.  

CORONAVIRUS — STATE ECONOMIC RECOVERY PLAN — 
COMMUNITY SPORTING FACILITIES 

686. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Sport and Recreation: 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, you are hiding down there on the floor. I could not see you but I could 
hear you. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Yes, welcome to my world, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: True. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s $5.5 billion COVID-19 recovery plan that 
includes an unprecedented investment in sport and community infrastructure across Western Australia. 

(1) Can the minister outline to the house what this $300 million investment means for those sporting clubs 
that use and rely on facilities such as the Kingsway Regional Sporting Complex in my electorate? 

(2) Can the minister outline to the house how this investment will support local jobs and local businesses? 

Mr M.P. MURRAY replied: 
(1)–(2) It certainly is with great pleasure that I will outline that. But, firstly, I must thank the member for Girrawheen 

for her tireless and over-the-top efforts to make sure that her community is in front of every minister’s eyes 
when it comes to what she needs for that area. Some would say that she is quite dogged—perhaps that is 
a bit soft—about her electorate. 

The McGowan government’s $300 million investment in community sporting facilities is one of the most 
significant in Western Australian sporting history. The benefits will be spread right across the state. As 
we know, sport is a major part of the Western Australian fabric. It gels people together, it allows people 
to get out and it helps with mental and physical health and every other thing along the way. It helps families 
to cope with things such as the COVID-19 pandemic. Recently, I visited the Kingsway Regional Sporting 
Complex with the Premier and the member for Girrawheen to announce funding of over $2.6 million to 
assist with the development of its community football facilities. There was a game of soccer on that day 
and I must say that as we walked around the corner, it was pleasing to see the Premier get a rock star 
welcome, with people yelling out, “Well done” for the way he is looking after Western Australia not only 
in the area of sport, but as a whole. The effect that this funding will have on participation in community 
sport in that area is clear. More kids will be able to get out in the park, stay active and reconnect with their 
community. I was also very pleased to see that when the kids came off the ground, the first thing they did—
a bit different from our day—was run up and wipe their hands with the hand cleaner. I also saw coaches 
wiping the balls. Those sorts of things are really keeping our communities healthy, and I was pleased to 
see young people showing an understanding of the current problem. 

The funding is not limited to Kingsway’s facilities. As part of Western Australia’s COVID-19 recovery 
plan, the government has invested in sport and community infrastructure right across the state, including 
$20 million to kick start a proposed 64-hectare recreation precinct at Kiernan Park in Mundijong for 
future sports. This places that area well in front of the game as subdivisions roll out in that area. I can tell 
members that this is a much-welcomed development by the shire out there. I had to be very careful out 
there again due to COVID when the shire president wanted to give me a cuddle! The Baldivis indoor 
recreational centre has received $10 million, and the Hands Oval in Bunbury has received $5 million for 
a rebuild. That is well overdue because when we were down there, I saw my name was still scratched in 
the clubrooms from 1964, so that is well and truly deserved! We have provided $6 million to fund the 
Donnybrook and districts sporting and recreation precinct and $14.9 million to revitalise the Ern Halliday 
Recreation Camp in Hillarys, which is a great place. If anyone has not been there to look at it, go and see 
the various types of activities that people can do at that facility in a location that is very close to the city. 
It is used by both adults and juniors. 

A fortnight ago, I also had the pleasure of visiting the Kununurra Leisure Centre to announce funding of 
$3.2 million for a water playground for the local kids to use. The playground will be free, and I thank the 
shire for taking that on. There was quite a lot of community concern about where it would be located, but 
in the end the local member, Josie Farrer, helped out and called a meeting of all the departments up there, 
as well as the local shire, and they came to a common agreement about where it should be located. 

The SPEAKER: Minister, you did hear me say yesterday about cutting the answers short, did you not? 
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Mr M.P. MURRAY: It has been only three minutes! This is about $3 million in funding, Mr Speaker. It takes a long 
time to put that on the ground so that people on the other side can understand! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! I am listening to this. 
Mr M.P. MURRAY: Josie Farrer worked very hard for the community in Kununurra. We heard some grizzles about 
Kununurra a while ago, but the investment of $3 million into that area for job creation will certainly be welcomed 
by that area. This will also benefit kids who play in that area by moving them away from the outskirts of town 
where a lot of the social problems exist. It will be tremendous. 
The package of $3 million also includes big-ticket items such as the $30 million commitment to the redevelopment 
of the WACA ground, and $16.25 million for the state football centre in Queens Park—for all those round-ball 
footballers. This funding will not only assist sport, but also create jobs on the ground for tradies, electricians and 
plumbers—the whole lot who will be there. We have not heard any grizzles about that in those areas. We are also 
fast-tracking community sporting and recreation facilities fund rounds and Lotterywest grants to bring things forward. 
I know that the member for Vasse has been grizzling down at her end of the world. She wants the roads down there 
fixed, which she did not do herself when she was a government member during the previous eight years of the Liberal 
government. She was also at the opening of a facility containing $400 000 worth of netball courts, and she still whinged! 
Some people in this place can never be satisfied. Does she want the whole budget? She is not going to get it! 

METRONET — COSTINGS 
687. Ms L. METTAM to the Premier: 
Now that the Premier has been in government for over three years, will he finally provide the true capital cost of 
Metronet and the expected operating subsidy for the new Metronet stage 1 lines, or does the Premier intend to keep 
the public of WA in the dark right up until the election? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
We commissioned the Langoulant report when we came to office, and the recommendation in that report was that 
we release the costs as we sign the contracts. In that way people get an accurate portrayal of the exact costs of 
various projects. That is the practice that we are following. In terms of operational costs, obviously rail lines cost 
money to operate. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: What is the operating subsidy? 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman! You are the only one laughing. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: There is an operating subsidy on the existing lines. There is an operating subsidy on the 
Prospector, the AvonLink and the Australind rail lines—that is the nature of rail lines. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bateman! I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Liberal Party is so, so negative, Mr Speaker. This year, we will have six major Metronet 
projects and railcar construction underway in Western Australia for the first time in over 30 years. This is a very 
exciting time for rail and for ensuring that our city and regions get first-class quality rail and that proper 
manufacturing is done here in Western Australia. As members will know, we have not only provided the biggest 
expansion in rail, and the construction jobs that come with it, in the history of Western Australia, but also got the 
commonwealth to pay for a large proportion of it. That is a significant achievement. Indeed, one might notice the 
ads of federal members in which they have adopted Metronet praise. I see Christian Porter and Andrew Hastie 
have used the words “Metronet being delivered”. There is only one group of people who are negative about it—
that is the state Liberal Party. The federal Liberal Party and the state government have worked hand in glove to 
deliver these important projects for Western Australia. Malcolm Turnbull and I were as one. I remember going to 
his office and laying out the map in front of him with all the rail lines. He was so excited. I did it twice—once in 
Sydney and once in his office in Canberra. He was so excited when he saw all the rail projects. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, you have a supplementary question. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Malcolm Turnbull—this probably explains his demise—is a lover of rail. I have answered 
the member’s question. This government is getting on with building Metronet and got commonwealth support for 
it. This government is providing jobs exactly when Western Australia needs it. 

METRONET — COSTINGS 
688. Ms L. METTAM to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Why is the Premier refusing to be open and transparent with the people of 
Western Australia about Metronet stage 1; and is he planning to be as secretive about the true cost of Metronet 
stage 2 when it is finally announced? 
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Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
As the Minister for Transport just reminded me, we are currently spending $260 million every month on important 
transport projects around Western Australia and getting people back to work. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I will tell the member about one project—that is, the Vasse Highway that connects through 
to the member for Vasse’s electorate. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It was talked about forever but was never achieved by Troy Buswell; the current member for 
Vasse; the bloke before Troy, whose name I cannot remember—Bernie Masters—Stewart Bovell; or the restaurant 
guy’s father, Barry Blaikie. 
Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: None of them could do it. Stewart Bovell, Barry Blaikie, Bernie Masters, Troy Buswell 
or the current member for Vasse—none of them were able to achieve improvements in the Vasse Highway. What 
did it take? It took a Labor government to do it. It took a Labor government that is looking after the people of the 
south west and Busselton. The Labor government is upgrading Margaret River Senior High School, upgrading 
Busselton Health Campus, investing in the south west and, in the process, saving lives. When the member for 
Vasse was in office, she could not do it. 
The SPEAKER: Seeing as I took a question off yesterday, the Speaker taketh and now the Speaker giveth. We 
will have two extra questions today. 
A member interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I thought I was being a pretty good bloke; I thought there would be cheering or something. 

LISA MOTT — REWARD FOR INFORMATION 
689. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Minister for Police: 
I refer to the story in The Sunday Times on Sunday, 13 September that indicated a possible $1 million reward to solve 
the killing of Collie schoolgirl Lisa Mott. Has the minister or the government offered to provide this $1 million as 
additional money to the Western Australia Police Force, or does she expect the police to find this money from 
their existing budget? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I thank the member for the question. I find it very strange that he is trying to politicise this. It will be dealt with in 
the same way that all rewards are. The member may not be aware that rewards are often offered, but they are rarely 
given out. They are even more rarely given out in full. Offering that money is about getting intelligence. Generally, 
if there is additional spending out of the police budget, that is something that the police go back to as part of the 
expenditure review process. I think the member is attempting to count his chickens before they are hatched. There 
is not a proposal to hand any money to anyone at this time. 
We reviewed the rewards that were being offered when we came into government. It was a complete hodgepodge. 
The rewards for some people’s loved ones who were missing and presumed dead, and others who were dead were 
as little as $20 000. Some were $50 000, some were $100 000 and others were $250 000. Parents and loved ones 
rightly asked why there was a reward of only $20 000 or $50 000 for their daughter’s disappearance and presumed 
death or death. In a couple of cases, there was no reward at all. Yet for others, there were rewards of some $250 000. 
Members should try explaining to a mum or a dad who has lost their child that there is a reward of $100 000 for 
one child and $250 000 for another child. That is why we regularised it. I think it was about two years ago now 
that we pretty much immediately lifted most of those rewards to a consistent $250 000. We looked at what had 
been done in Victoria, which has a maximum reward of $1 million. Our cabinet considered whether we should 
propose a maximum of $1 million for our rewards. Modelled largely on what was done in Victoria, $1 million 
rewards are for when children go missing. Lisa Mott went missing a long time ago, but her mum is still alive. On 
the off chance that somebody can come forward with some information that will help resolve that case, my view 
is that we should offer a reward and that it needs to be a life-changing amount of money. People will not come 
forward otherwise. They might potentially risk relationships or need to set themselves up with a new identity or 
a new life. There might be reasons that they feel insecure. The sum of $1 million is a life-changing amount of 
money for anyone. That is why we have put those rewards in place. We want to elicit information from the 
community and give some comfort to those loved ones. I think it is a pretty bizarre question to argue about which 
pot of money that will come out of. If substantial reward money is called upon, of course my agency and I will 
make a case to the Expenditure Review Committee and it would consider that in light of the circumstances. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6023 

 

LISA MOTT — REWARD FOR INFORMATION 
690. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Minister for Police: 
In relation to Lisa Mott, has a decision be made to offer this $1 million reward; and, if a decision has — 
Ms M.M. Quirk: Didn’t you hear the answer? 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I want to clarify this. If a decision has not yet been made, what sort of time frame 
does the minister envisage the decision will be made in? As the minister pointed out, there is a family and a mother 
and they are vitally interested in getting an outcome as soon as they can. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
These are tried-and-true, standard practices that police utilise. One thing we do not do is announce a reward when 
someone has died without speaking to their loved ones. I could say more about other rewards and so forth, but 
police make contact with those loved ones. I know that in this case, Joe Spagnolo also spoke to the mum. Our cold 
case homicide officers are certainly consulted as part of that. I am very confident that an announcement will be 
made imminently. 

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE — BUNBURY 
691. Mr D.T. PUNCH to the Minister for Water: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s efforts to support local jobs and drive economic activity as the state 
recovers from the impacts of COVID-19. Can the minister outline in detail to the house how this government’s 
significant investment in water infrastructure in Bunbury supports not only the local community, but also local jobs 
and local businesses, and how this investment will help address the impacts of climate change on the south west 
of our state? 
Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
I thank the member for the question and, in particular, for his tireless advocacy on behalf of the people of Bunbury. 
The week before last, it was a pleasure to be there to announce these two projects. I could tell from the reception 
the member received in his electorate that he is extremely well regarded. 
Two weeks ago, I had the pleasure to go to Bunbury with the member to, firstly, open a new water treatment plant 
in Bunbury. It is a $15 million water treatment plant, and building it created 200 local jobs. The project was overseen 
by Aqwest. I congratulate it for the professional way in which the project was delivered. I note that Aqwest did 
a lot of work to engage the local Noongar community in the construction of that water treatment plant. It will officially 
be named the Ngoora Moolinap water treatment plant in recognition of the deep connection that the Aboriginal 
community has with water in the landscape. The name actually means “water sitting in a well in a swampy place”, 
which is an appropriate name for a water treatment plant. That treatment plant is necessary because Bunbury is 
serviced by a number of bores that are located by the coast. With the declining watertable and rising sea level due to 
climate change, those bores are at an increasing risk of salt water intrusion. Aqwest has long sought funding to relocate 
its bores further inland so that it can access the groundwater that is needed without the threat of salt water intrusion. 
In the first budget after we came to office, we allocated $15 million for that project. It was a project that the previous 
Liberal–National government refused to fund. I wonder whether it was because so many of their members did not 
believe in the impacts of climate change. That was our first project in Bunbury. We opened that water treatment 
plant and it was very well received. 
The second project was an announcement under the WA recovery plan for a $11.9 million water resource recovery 
scheme. Basically, that is a water recycling scheme to provide recycled water for the public open space of Bunbury. 
Again, with the impacts of climate change, groundwater is precious. Currently, a lot of the public open space is kept 
green using scheme water. This water recycling scheme will see treated wastewater from the Bunbury wastewater 
treatment plant in Dalyellup, which is owned by the Water Corporation, provided to the City of Bunbury and other 
users for public open space. The water re-use scheme project will be operated by Aqwest. The $11.9 million project 
will create approximately 200 jobs in construction. This project is needed because of the shortage of groundwater 
in Bunbury due to the impacts of climate change. 
Members on this side of the house are prepared to spend the money to support communities in the south west, in 
this case with vital water infrastructure. The government has spent over $20 million on that. People will recall that 
we are also building a pipeline from Albany to Denmark at a cost of $25 million. This expenditure and these projects 
were not delivered under the previous government. We are delivering them, first, because we want to support those 
communities; and, secondly, because we recognise that climate change is impacting water in the south west in 
a significant way. The previous government would not let the relevant departments even use the term “climate change” 
because it simply did not believe in the science. Too many members of the Liberal and National Parties still do not 
accept the science of climate change. We do accept the science on this side of the house, and we are prepared to spend 
the money to support communities in the south west that are affected by climate change. 
The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 
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ANIMAL WELFARE AND TRESPASS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR S.K. L’ESTRANGE (Churchlands) [3.04 pm]: I will pick up where I left off before question time. The 
Labor government has a disastrous track record in handling the farming sector. As I said before, there is no better 
example than the federal Gillard Labor government bringing the beef export industry to its knees. I will go through 
where that ended up. Members will recall that some time ago, a Four Corners investigation of Indonesian abattoirs 
shocked all of us in Australia by showing us the appalling treatment of animals. Those animals needed to be better 
protected. The response of then Senator Ludwig was to announce that the live cattle trade would stop. He did not 
consult or look for a better way to fix the problem; he just stopped the trade altogether. He ordered that ban, despite 
industry representatives assuring him that exports could be conducted in a tightly controlled manner. I refer to an 
article on ABC online news entitled “Federal Court rules in favour of live exporters in landmark class action 
against Commonwealth Government”, which states — 

Justice Rares found that then-Senator Ludwig ordered the ban despite knowing that industry representatives 
had assured him exports could be conducted in a tightly-controlled manner. 

He also found that he had made no attempt to explore solutions with the Indonesian government and there 
was no advice from his Department about an exclusive ban on exports to Indonesia 

The net result of what that federal Labor government did was a 300-strong class action that sought $600 million 
in damages and lost income. The Federal Court has now ruled in favour of those farmers. I use that as an historical 
example of how Labor governments look for populism over an effective way forward. No-one is arguing that there 
was no need to intervene in what was going on in the abattoirs in Indonesia, but the key is how we go about ensuring 
that Australian industry is supported while we do our bit to protect animals. The opposition senses with this bill that 
the government continues to have a soft spot for left-wing activists. On one hand it looks as though it is trying to be 
hard and firm, but on the other it demonstrates some sort of acquiescence to their needs. It should focus on looking 
after the law-abiding citizens of Western Australia while at the same time keeping a close eye on the welfare of 
the animals concerned. That demonstrates a lack of commitment to this bill. 

There are two key reasons the government is demonstrating a lack of genuine commitment to this bill. I look forward 
to getting a response to this question in the Attorney General’s reply: does he expect this bill to pass through 
Parliament before the 2021 state election? If his answer is no, it means that his aim to support farmers and look 
after their interests by keeping trespassers off their properties so that they can go about their lawful business in 
a lawful way without being harassed by illegal trespassers will not be achieved. If the other bit also does not get 
through, which is the bit in which the government is trying to look after the left-wing activists by increasing aspects 
of the animal welfare provisions, what is this bill really all about? It will mean that the government has not achieved 
either of its aims. If the Labor Party wins the election, it will have to start this bill all again. If it loses, it will be 
left to us to pick up the very rusty baton it will hand to us and to try to do something proper with it to support the 
farmers in regional and rural Western Australia.  

That is the first reason the government lacks commitment to this bill. The second reason is that it has combined what 
should be two separate bills. It has effectively combined the needs of animal welfare with the needs of farmers who 
want to stop people from illegally trespassing on their properties and harassing them. Those two issues should have 
been separated and proper legislation should have been drafted. That shows us that, in essence, the government has 
been lazy in its scheduling of this bill and in its lack of support for the huge farming community of Western Australia 
that is so vitally important to our economy. It has not looked after that community. It has been lazy because it did 
not separate the two different needs of the bill. 

As the minister would know, there has been a fair bit of commentary on this bill and about what people out there 
in the farming community think about it. Our own Hon Dr Steve Thomas, MLC, a passionate member of Parliament 
and a highly effective contributor to the Parliament, represents the people in the south west of Western Australia. 
When speaking about the bill, he said there were “disgraceful double standards on display” by the government. He 
said the government was — 

… continuing to link the protection of farmers going about their lawful business “with Labor’s animal 
rights agenda”, the government was “engaging in victim blaming at its worst”. 

I am sure Hon Dr Steve Thomas will enjoy hearing the minister’s reply and his view on the member’s approach 
to this bill. In further commentary, the member went on to say — 

… the Agriculture Minister is giving farmers the message that they only deserve protection if her agenda 
is met,” … 

He is suggesting that a heavy-handed approach is being applied to law-abiding farmers who are just going about 
their lawful work. He has repeatedly called on the government to present two separate bills, as I outlined earlier—
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one for the immediate protection of farmers and a separate animal welfare bill. Another honourable member in 
the other place, Hon Rick Mazza, was of the view that aggravated farm trespass should incur fines of $5 500 or 
three years’ jail and up to $22 000 in fines. He thinks that the government should have gone further and looked at 
what happened in New South Wales when it passed its bill, which achieved those outcomes. 

In the agricultural sector, the president of the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of WA, Tony Seabrook, provided 
a submission to the government. It was reported that he was acknowledged but appeared to have been ignored. We 
would think that at the very least, the president of the Pastoralists and Graziers Association would have been 
consulted properly on this bill. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: They’re not intensive producers. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: He is still a pretty important stakeholder. That is the minister’s view of how to treat 
stakeholders; he gives them a category in his own view as to whether a stakeholder is important to a significant bill 
dealing with trespassing. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: It doesn’t affect them. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: He was concerned that his views were not acknowledged. The minister ignored them. 
He thinks it is acceptable to ignore stakeholders. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: We didn’t include the City Beach surf club either. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: There we go! That is Labor’s view and position on this bill. Let us compare it to whether 
the government should liaise with the surf lifesaving club in City Beach. That says it all. I have just outlined two key 
concerns to the minister: first, the government has not separated the key aspects of this bill into two different bills, 
which we think he should have; and, second, the government will not be able to get this bill into law because it has 
been tardy in its legislative agenda and it simply has not brought it into this house when it was much-needed by 
this sector. Now he is comparing it with the City Beach surf lifesaving club. That is absolutely ridiculous, and that 
is from a frontbench cabinet minister in the McGowan Labor government. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: We saw further commentary by the chief executive officer of the Western Australian 
Farmers Federation, Trevor Whittington. The member for Hillarys also alerted the minister to these comments. 
Mr Whittington felt that the government was not really committed to defending farms from anti-farming activists, 
otherwise it would have separated the two issues into two completely different bills. 

A spokesman for a group called the Green Shirts Movement WA, Alan Sattler of Beverley, spoke about the draft 
bill. He thought that Labor set up the bill to fail because issues should have been treated with two different bills. 
He also thought that Labor did this deliberately because it has lost touch with where its food comes from and has 
a city-centric view, further evidenced by the minister today when he referred to the City of Perth Surf Lifesaving 
Club, as having some relevance to a bill to do with farmers, not surf lifesavers. Furthermore, on the welfare aspect, 
Alan Sattler was unhappy with the provision that a general inspector can appoint anyone they like with or without 
previous experience in agriculture and livestock production. That relates to clause 5 of the bill. 

The government is not getting any accolades for its lack of effort, albeit it has put something on the table for us to 
debate. It will not get anywhere with it because the government has said so. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: You’ve got to support it. 

Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: We are supporting it but the government should have given it much higher priority than 
some of the other rubbish that it has been pushing through this place over the past three years. If we go back through 
Hansard, as members will recall, a year or so ago I listed all the things that were important but nowhere near as 
serious as helping our agricultural sector and stopping farmers from going about their lawful business. Let me 
move on. 

The Legislative Council’s Standing Committee on Legislation presented a report on the Animal Welfare Amendment 
Bill 2017 in June 2018. It had three key findings. Finding 6 of the thirty-sixth report states — 

… it is reasonable that an entry to a private property should continue to only be effected in the circumstances 
currently set out in the Animal Welfare Act 2002. Should a search warrant be necessary, it may be granted 
under section 59(a)(i) of the Animal Welfare Act 2002 … This would cover grounds for suspicion that 
a breach of the national standards is occurring. 

Finding 7 states — 

The majority of the Committee finds that it has not been persuaded that there is a need for the creation of 
this new category of designated general inspector … No evidence was adduced that the role of monitoring 
compliance with legislated standards and guidelines could not be adequately undertaken by existing 
inspectors, under existing powers … 
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Finding 9 states — 

… for the purposes of monitoring compliance with legislated animal welfare standards and guidelines, the 
comparatively unfettered powers of entry that are proposed for designated general inspectors are unnecessary. 

That was from a parliamentary report on the matter. 

I know that our Nationals WA colleagues on this side of the chamber are very keen to speak on this bill, and rightly 
they should be, as some other members would be. 

In conclusion, yes, the minister’s bill addresses trespass but it does not go far enough and it does not have the full 
support of the community that it is supposed to be supporting. Yes, it does address some animal welfare issues but 
it does so without listening to the advice of a parliamentary inquiry and without consulting properly with the farming 
sector to work out how it felt about it. It does so by combining it with the trespass aspect of this bill. Most importantly, 
this bill demonstrates a complete lack of commitment from the McGowan Labor government to properly understand 
the agricultural sector by properly thumbing through its government department budgets. It does not treat the farming 
sector seriously enough, it does not respect them enough and it does not support them enough. The Animal Welfare 
and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 is further evidence of a farming sector that is made up of a lot of 
family small businesses that are doing it tough out there trying to make a living. However, most importantly, they 
are a critically important component of the Western Australian and national economy. Because of all that, this bill 
demonstrates again to me that the government does not care. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA) [3.20 pm]: I would like to make a brief 
contribution to debate on the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. I say from the outset 
that Peter Rundle—the member for Roe, I should refer to him as—is our spokesperson in this place on these matters. 
He has already given an excellent outline of the party’s position regarding this very flawed bill. He has outlined 
that he will seek to make a number of changes as listed on the notice paper. He has also had drafted a private member’s 
bill, which he will seek to introduce at some stage to improve the situation for the farming community regarding 
the animal industries facing the increasing intrusion of activists seeking to disrupt their business. 

We know that this is not a new situation. It has been about two years, I think, since we first raised this. The 
Attorney General promised that he would introduce some level of protection for the farming community. As we 
know, since that time, the federal government has acted very quickly. It introduced a tranche of legislation to 
protect against a group known as, I think, “Aussie farms” that had published a website that was giving out farmers’ 
addresses and the premises at which they carry out their business. Some of the information was quite erroneous, 
but many families were very concerned that the details of their family home were put on a website along with what 
they felt were some incitements to intrude upon the quiet enjoyment of their property. 

We know that the Nationals in the federal government acted very quickly to introduce the Criminal Code Amendment 
(Agricultural Protection) Bill 2019 into the federal Parliament that sought to ensure that farmers could carry out 
their business without the threat of activists trespassing on their property, frightening farmers and their families, 
disrupting their business and putting biosecurity at risk. That is the other aspect of all this. We know that when 
someone comes onto a property, there is a certain level of fear and disruption and there might be a certain level of 
economic damage to the immediate carriage of the business. However, we see now with this pandemic just how 
frightening and how real is the risk of biosecurity being breached. Many farming properties now have clear signs 
indicating that they have a biosecurity policy whereby they like to invite people onto their properties; they like to 
know that people are coming onto their properties and are taking appropriate measures to ensure they are not bringing 
weeds or other disease pathogens they might be carrying either on their clothing or themselves. They may have visited 
another property. We do not want to see a disease go from one property to another and infect the animals on that 
property. Biosecurity is very important and it is very important that people are not encouraged to breach biosecurity 
and put at some risk farmers’ personal comfort and security. 

That commonwealth bill has made it an offence to publish material by a carriage service with the intent to encourage 
others to trespass, to damage property or commit theft on agricultural land. By way of explanation, a couple of 
offences in that bill are, first, a person uses a carriage service to transmit material with the intention that the material 
be used by another person; and second, trespasses on agricultural land and is reckless about whether this could cause 
detriment to a business carried out on this land. That has a penalty of up to 12 months’ imprisonment. The second 
offence, which criminalises the use of a carriage service to transmit material with the intention that the material 
be used by another person to unlawfully damage, destroy property or commit theft on agricultural land carries 
a five-year penalty. They are very substantial penalties indeed. 

The commonwealth bill was aimed at actions against carrier services because that is the area of commonwealth 
responsibility. It was quite clear that state and territory governments are responsible for laws against trespass on private 
property. We know that over recent times, a whole raft of states have introduced such measures. Western Australia 
seems to have been dragging its feet. As I said, a couple of years after we first saw the need, a bill has finally been 
brought into the house. We know that the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 has 
two aspects to it. It seeks to make changes to the Criminal Code and the Restraining Orders Act to deal with the issue 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6027 

 

of trespass onto property. There is also the aspect of changes to the Animal Welfare Act. The National Party is 
opposed to this mongrelisation, if you like, of the two elements of the bill. We know it is very important that we deal 
with the trespass matters and that animal welfare is very important. We do not see why the government is seeking to 
bring those two together in the one bill. The National Party would rather see a bill that sets out to protect the livestock 
industries and the subsequent food supply chains, which is something that this bill does not really do. These matters are 
very dear to the hearts of the National Party. All National Party members represent areas where livestock production 
is carried out. The Leader of the National Party, the member for Central Wheatbelt, has very significant producers in 
her area and very significant processing operations for meat and for the production of eggs et cetera. People like the 
member for Warren–Blackwood have a significant dairy industry as well as the other livestock industries.  
In the area I represent there are very significant intensive animal production places with very large live piggeries, 
very large egg-producing properties and substantial chicken meat production farms. We are talking of farms of 
hundreds of thousands of birds in each centre. Probably millions of birds are kept in the electorate of Moore. Very 
close to our roles as local representatives is the need to ensure that people carrying out these businesses feel safe 
in going about their business. As I said, when running a business of several hundred thousand animals in one spot, 
producers cannot afford to take risks with biosecurity. People cannot go onto properties willy-nilly; people have 
to be vetted properly. Visitors to those types of production facilities will be asked to suit up completely with personal 
protective equipment from top to bottom to cover the whole body with a suit and perhaps with a mask. The whole 
idea is to keep animals safe from the intrusion of disease and pathogens. That is an economic imperative and an 
animal welfare imperative. We would not want to see animals suffering unnecessarily due to the introduction of 
a debilitating disease or pathogen. As I said, my electorate contains not only these large intensive production facilities, 
but also the Muchea Livestock Centre. We know that it has been targeted by animal activists in the past, and that 
was very disruptive to the industries that operate in that area. 
I have to say that our party spokesperson on agriculture, Hon Colin de Grussa, has done a power of work in addressing 
a whole range of animal welfare aspects in bringing to public attention the need for these criminals to be stopped 
from going about what they do. It was largely through his efforts and that of others that the Nationals adopted rural 
crime as a focal point in its policies at state conference. Our policy is that we would seek to implement a rural crime 
strategy because we know how important all of those matters are. I am not going to read from the whole sheet; 
I have a discussion paper that outlines the Nationals’ rural crime and animal activists’ policy. It refers to the sorts 
of things that we are talking about here today, such as the need to protect farms and ensuring that police have the 
resources to undertake that task, which is, sadly, also lacking in this legislation.  
We strongly support the need to increase powers to prevent trespass. We do not think the proposed measures in 
this bill go far enough. The member for Roe outlined the reasons in his contribution yesterday, so I do not need to 
go over all of those again. I will reiterate that we do not want to see these two different types of measures—the animal 
welfare changes and the trespass provisions—compounded. We do not see that as a productive way to go about 
things. We wonder why it took so long for this bill to come to this place. Why would the government introduce 
bringing in designated general inspectors and changes through the Animal Welfare Act when a review is being 
undertaken? The review group has been taking a lot of evidence. That review is being led by an independent person, 
Linda Black. It cannot be very far from bringing down its recommendations. For the life of us, we cannot understand 
why the government has put the cart before the horse and come forward with legislation before we have considered 
the recommendations from that review. That review will look at a range of things to do with animal welfare in the 
livestock industry. There may be other changes in there. We are happy to have the debate about welfare changes 
and we are happy to make sensible changes to ensure that there are good animal welfare outcomes. Do not get us 
wrong: we are not anti–animal welfare. We are confused and dismayed that changes to the Animal Welfare Act 
have been introduced to this place before the findings of that review. Instead of relying upon a science-led response 
to all of this, we are going to run with an emotive response. 
The first bill to be introduced, I think in 2017, died a natural death; it was sent to a committee and was never heard 
of again! That bill sought to bring in the same sorts of powers for general inspectors, but that bill did not progress. 
I suspect that the Minister for Agriculture and Food had a preconceived idea about what was required—preconceived 
from her days of standing on Fremantle Traffic Bridge with the rest of the mob trying to get live exports banned. 
She has these views about animal welfare, which are not in train with the general views of rural communities. It is 
disappointing that the minister does not share the passion for the livestock industries that we, as local members, all 
feel. It is disappointing, too, that the government has chosen to bring these measures to the house before we know 
what that review panel will come back with. 
As I said, we will be happy to debate the findings of the review panel and we would be happy to seriously consider 
the findings of the review at the appropriate time, and to consider an animal welfare amendment bill that is based on 
some degree of science instead of pure emotion and the preconceived ideas of the Minister for Agriculture and Food, 
which is what we seem to have at the moment. In its current form, this bill is not supported by most of the key 
industry groups, including WAFarmers and the Pastoralists and Graziers Association. I thought we heard before 
that the Green Shirts Movement was not supportive of it, as well as the West Australian Pork Producers Association 
and the Commercial Egg Producers’ Association of Western Australia. I do not know; the list goes on and on. I am 
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not aware of anybody from the livestock industry who is supportive of this bill coming forward in the way it has. 
People are keen to see the trespass penalties increased and they are keen for people to be stopped from reoffending 
through changes to the Restraining Orders Act. They are keen to increase the likelihood of people respecting the 
law as opposed to what we saw with some of the activists who claimed that nothing will stop them; they will keep 
going for as long as they feel like it. There needs to be strong action. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you, member for Armadale, but you will have a chance. There needs to be strong measures — 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Sorry, I will start again. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Member for Armadale, if you interject again, I will call you. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Thank you for your protection, Acting Speaker. 
The animal welfare provisions of this bill are thrown in without due consideration for their actual need. They 
are thrown in there before we know the findings of that review panel. We know that that strikes a chord with 
Labor Party decision-making in these areas. Another speaker alluded to former federal minister Joe Ludwig’s 
disastrous decision-making around those horrendous times with the Indonesian cattle trade. That has led to the 
federal government being found liable for hundreds and hundreds of millions of dollars in compensation. Having 
said that, I personally know people who were severely financially affected by those decisions, and still today bear 
the burden of the losses from that period. For them, compensation is only just and necessary to make up for the 
outrageous decisions of a previous Labor government. We do not want to have any more outrageous decisions by 
Labor governments. We are quite happy to come here and talk rationally about what is required, which is changes 
to the trespass law. We want those, but what is not required at this point is changes to the Animal Welfare Act 
until we have had a considered response from the group undertaking that review. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I assume that that group’s recommendations will be considered because it would have taken and 
looked at evidence instead of saying, “I think it would be a good idea to get some general inspectors in there, just 
like I thought in 2017 when the Parliament first said no.” Instead of decision-making like that, we would like to 
see decision-making that is respectful of the views of the community and not just livestock producers; the views of 
the community are being sought here. The government is being disrespectful to the group undertaking that review 
by bringing this matter forward and conflating these two issues. It is being disrespectful of the group’s time in 
undertaking that review. It is quite disingenuous to bring these two together to say that they are going to protect 
farmers only if we can ensure that there are no problems. I heard the Attorney General say that he needs powers 
to ensure there are no problems with animal welfare in some of these places that are being protected. I do not 
disagree with that, but I ask the Attorney General to bring that forward in the animal welfare act review, which is 
going on now, and not bring it forward when the government has not fully considered the ramifications of what it 
is asking. There are already powers for some of these inspections to take place. Inspections take place now at places 
like saleyards et cetera. If there is a reasonable suspicion that something is going on, it needs to be investigated. 
That power exists now; it is not necessary to change the law. 
As the member for Roe outlined, one shortcoming of the bill is that the range of premises that will be protected is 
very restricted. We would like the range of premises extended to include the whole food chain right from the place 
of production of the animal, to transport of the animal, to the sale and distribution of the animal, to the processing 
of the animal or the animal product, through to the product’s sale in supermarkets, butcher shops, restaurants and 
other outlets. We all remember the tale of the poor old Gippy Goat Cafe, the business that was sent into a tailspin 
because it had the temerity to sell homemade goat’s cheese. It was terrible to see a business like that become the 
focal point of national action against farmers, the livestock industry and, I guess, the food industry as well. 
In this country we are very lucky to have clean and safe places to produce food. There is already a very high standard 
of animal welfare in this country. I resent the undercurrent of this government that says that farmers are callous 
and have no regard for animal welfare. We have heard that in the debate on live exports and we hear it in the debate 
on this bill. It seems the government is suggesting that it will only protect the industry and only if it should have 
the power to enter premises and basically do what other people have been doing. How do we know that inspectors 
will be properly trained? How do we know that inspectors will respect the biosecurity measures that I spoke about 
before? There is very little assurance for the industry that what is being proposed will actually be safe. Whether 
what is being proposed is necessary is very questionable. I do not think it is necessary. I think that powers already 
exist so that inspections can take place when there is a reasonable suspicion of dereliction of duty or cruelty. But 
the government is now asking for extraordinary powers so that someone can enter a business unannounced, without 
any reason. I think that that is just un-Australian. 
I know that during the COVID-19 crisis, the community has accepted a lot of changes and a lot more, shall I say, 
police interference in our daily lives in order to protect the community. We accept that and know where it leads. 
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But we do not accept the need, without any evidence being presented, for designated general inspectors. The fact 
that the government is rushing this bill through before the review of the Animal Welfare Act is finished suggests to 
me that perhaps the government is concerned that the review does not support the designated general inspectors. The 
minister has long coveted these powers. The minister tried to put them through in 2017. I think that the government 
is getting in before the review is complete to make sure that this happens and before the review concludes that 
animal welfare outcomes are pretty good in Western Australia, that not a lot is wrong in the production systems in 
Western Australia and that most of the large intensive agricultural areas that the government wants to inspect have 
very, very, very strong economic drivers that make sure animals are well, healthy, well kept and in the very best 
condition to produce the food that we all need. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: We question the need for the bill. I wonder why the government has brought it forward at this time 
when the review is still being done. The only answer that comes to mind is that the government does not think that 
the review will go down the same track that it wants to go down—the track that the government tried to go down 
in 2017 to bring in designated general inspectors. We are going to oppose that part of the bill. The member for Roe 
has some very good changes on the notice paper to cut that out and to increase the trespass provision powers. We 
will argue a case that those amendments should be accepted. We will take our case, presumably, to the other place, 
because the government has the numbers in here; we know that. We will do our best to ensure that the government 
respects the community and respects the findings of the review that the government initiated but cannot wait for 
before rushing in here and introducing designated general inspectors. The government tried to introduce the same 
type of thing in 2017. It was rebuffed then and it should be rebuffed this time. 
MS C.M. ROWE (Belmont) [3.45 pm]: I rise today to make a brief contribution on the Animal Welfare and Trespass 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. I principally want to touch on the amendments that are being made to the 
Animal Welfare Act, which I believe are desperately overdue. On that note, I congratulate our Attorney General 
for incorporating these measures into the bill that we are debating today. 
I have to disagree with the previous speaker, the member for Moore, because, presently, no powers provide for the 
monitoring or random inspections of abattoirs, knackeries and intensive production places. Consequently, inspectors 
do not have the power required to ensure that animal welfare standards are upheld in animal source food production. 
As a result, cases of major animal cruelty could have gone undetected until, potentially, uncovered by stealth by 
investigative journalists or animal activists, if at all. That is just not acceptable. Understandably, the public expects 
far more from us in this place on this matter. 
Last October, members will recall the horrific footage that aired on the ABC’s 7.30 report on the treatment of retired 
racehorses in abattoirs—I acknowledge this was in the eastern states. The footage shone a very bright light on what 
can only be described as wholesale abuse of horses in abattoirs and knackeries. It showed horses being whipped, 
kicked and punched. It showed electric prods being used on horses’ genitalia and anuses. It showed deeply distressed 
animals being chained and brutally abused before being slaughtered. The program was truly traumatic viewing. Like 
many others, this footage left me heartbroken and disgusted, but mostly angry that such depraved animal cruelty 
could occur on a large scale and be completely undetected by authorities. The current system failed to protect those 
animals; it is clearly not effective. Therefore, to say that there are provisions already in the current legislation to 
protect animals here in Western Australia is, I believe, completely fanciful. 
One of the thoroughbreds captured in the report, Wars End, had won $400 000 during its career, yet it ended up 
on the floor of a slaughterhouse, kicked, punched, abused, tossed away and left to die in an absolutely horrific fashion. 
The report found that this is not an isolated incident. Over a 22-day period at one slaughterhouse in Queensland, 
more than 300 racehorses were killed. If we extrapolate that out, 4 000 thoroughbreds would have been destroyed 
in a single facility over 12 months. This cruelty came to light only because animal activists covertly obtained the 
footage. That alone speaks to the necessity to have provisions under the law to conduct random animal welfare 
inspections. Without such oversight, the door will be left wide open for this type of activity to go on behind closed 
doors, for no-one to see or certainly do anything about. No industry should be above scrutiny or oversight. It is as 
simple as that. The Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 will provide the regulation and 
oversight necessary to work towards eradicating such cruel practices, which came to light in the 7.30 report that 
I just mentioned. I firmly believe an investigative media exposé should not be required to identify businesses or 
industry sectors that are not following animal welfare legislation, yet that is where we find ourselves presently. 
These laws will empower designated inspectors to ensure animals in abattoirs, knackeries and intensive production 
places will be treated humanely and in accordance with the law, which is the very least that we can do. 
I cannot logically understand how anyone could argue against a provision that protects animals against cruelty. There 
seems to me no rational or humane reason one could oppose such measures, yet the president of the Pastoralists and 
Graziers Association, Tony Seabrook, criticised the specific reforms, claiming that they went too far and suggesting 
that inspectors have too much power. In an ABC News article titled “WA farm laws to stop animal rights activists 
trespassing anger farmers by boosting animal welfare inspection powers” on 5 March 2020, he states — 

“These people have a right of entry at any time and without a warrant,” … 
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That is precisely the point. They can enter at any time, just like health inspectors can turn up at any cafe or any 
restaurant around the state to ensure that the business is complying with the law. That is exactly the point! 

Clearly, my background is not in farming. I was a financial planner and we used to have a saying: “Comply or die!” 
We, like every other industry, made sure that we complied with the law. We would have mystery shoppers, a random 
inspector or compliance officer would come in for a mock interview to make sure that we were conducting ourselves 
in accordance with the law. We did not throw our arms up in the air and say, “Well, this is ridiculous; this is going to 
affect my business and my livelihood.” We recognised that we were doing important work that should be transparent 
and accountable. We should be made accountable for what we were doing and saying with regard to the public 
and its money. Therefore, I do not see why any industry would think that it is appropriate in this day and age to be 
above that sort of scrutiny. 

The recent royal commission into the banking sector looked at instances of poor behaviour in the banking industry. 
That came to light and there was a lot of media coverage on that. The royal commission followed and there were 
recommendations made and changes to the law, which is expected by the public and is the right thing to do. If 
a business or farm is doing the right thing, there is nothing to worry about—plain and simple. There should be no 
reason why anyone would oppose transparency and oversight in any industry—end of story—especially when we 
are dealing with living animals. The community 100 per cent absolutely expects this to occur. The community does 
not accept animal cruelty. Those who oppose the provisions in this bill are out of step with the community and, 
frankly, handing a free pass to those who are engaging in cruel and inhumane practices. 

Importantly, this bill provides the department with the necessary resources and powers to investigate intensive 
production places, abattoirs and knackeries, and to punish offenders when necessary. Without these provisions, 
there is an obvious absence of appropriate oversight capacity to identify animal cruelty cases and prosecute those 
who abuse animals. Importantly, this legislation provides inspectors with appropriate guidelines to execute this 
role effectively. The crucial aspect of the legislation is the power of entry afforded to these inspectors. As I have 
mentioned, under these provisions, a designated inspector may at any time enter knackeries, abattoirs and intensive 
production places only to carry out an animal welfare inspection. That is the most critical element of these provisions, 
and without them, we are leaving ourselves wide open for abuse to occur. 

These provisions will most certainly allow for earlier and easier identification of animal abuse and, importantly, 
will serve as a very powerful disincentive to those who may consider compromising on their animal welfare 
responsibilities. This is a major step forward for animal welfare in the state. I feel very strongly that these measures 
will work to reduce the instances of animal abuse and will ensure that those doing the wrong thing are caught and 
punished accordingly. I hope that members on the other side of the chamber will support these provisions because 
they are so crucially important for the humane treatment of animals in our state. 

As members of Parliament, clearly, we should be striving to reduce instances of animal abuse and to allow for 
offenders to be identified more easily. It is the right thing to do. There is no reason and no excuse to oppose the 
amendments in the bill, which look to enshrine greater protection for animal welfare. I am relieved that the 
McGowan government is acting to protect the welfare of animals in the state. 

I commend the bill to the house. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [3.55 pm]: I wish I did not have to start speaking at a few minutes to 4.00 pm, so I will 
try to save most of my comments for when we resume tomorrow. However, may I say, the member for Belmont 
gave an outstanding contribution to the second reading debate of the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2020 and I agree with all that she said. 

Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is good to have the real farmer behind the member for Roe; he has just walked into the chamber. 

Mr V.A. Catania: Very good picker when it comes to limes and mangoes—good farm hand! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: When this bill was introduced, the Attorney General said — 

… I am so pleased to introduce the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020. 

… 

The bill will amend three primary acts: the Western Australian Criminal Code, the WA Restraining Orders 
Act 1997 and the WA Animal Welfare Act 2002. 

It has been interesting listening to the contributions of the Nationals WA members today. Last week, the member 
for Roe made a contribution on this bill and I note that he has a strong view on it. Being a farmer, he obviously 
has a very particular interest in this issue and a certain point of view. I respect his point of view; however, I do not 
agree with his or the National Party’s position on this bill. 

It is hard to understand where the Liberal Party members sit on this issue. From what I can understand, they appear 
to support this bill, but they do not want to say that in a strong manner because they do not want to upset the other 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6031 

 

side of the conservative—I would be stretching to call it a “coalition” or even an “alliance” nowadays. It is 
interesting—I will move on to this tomorrow—that the criticism made by the member for Moore was that we 
should worry about the part of the bill that deals with trespass, but we should not worry about the animal welfare 
part of the bill, because the National Party is the champion of not doing the hard work or making the hard decisions, 
as was the case in the Barnett government. National Party ministers enjoyed the privileges of being ministers but 
did not have the discipline to stand behind cabinet decisions if they did not agree with them. It was an absolute 
shame to the Westminster convention, and we know what happened in New South Wales quite recently. It is the 
typical National Party way of doing things. It is the most sectarian party in Australia. It is easy to be a party that 
deals with only one part of the population, but not with the whole population. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: You sat in government! You enjoyed the privileges of being a minister! 

Mr D.T. Redman: You’ve got no idea! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is all you ever say—that we don’t know anything over this side of the chamber. Well, that is 
absolute rubbish! 

Point of Order 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The members of Parliament were just misled. The Labor Party does not know of anything 
over the Darling Scarp! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Thank you. There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I think the Labor Party has more members based in the regions than the National Party does. More 
Labor Party members probably live in the regions than do National Party members. This is such a typical response 
from the National Party on this bill: “We like the trespass part but the other bit is a bit uncomfortable for our 
constituents, so can you separate it?”  

Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is the three-year review on the agricultural act. 

Mr P.J. Rundle: On this legislation? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Not on this legislation, but part of this legislation. Nationals WA members were the ones who kept 
asking questions of the Attorney General. The member for Moore asked when we were going to bring in legislation 
to deal with trespass. We have brought in this legislation, but of course members opposite are not prepared to deal 
with the difficult situation of animal welfare at the same time. They would pass a trespass bill straightaway—no 
problems! That is the easy part to pass for the people whom they say they represent, but they are not prepared to 
pass the difficult part, and that goes with the way that they behave in this place. Their leader wants to take the easy 
road as she did when she was a minister. I do not know how Colin Barnett lasted as Premier for eight years having 
to deal with National Party cabinet ministers who wanted to take the joys and privileges of being a minister, but 
would not be disciplined in agreeing to decisions. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

CORONAVIRUS — WORKERS AND VOLUNTEERS — REGIONAL WESTERN AUSTRALIA 
Motion 

MS M.J. DAVIES (Central Wheatbelt — Leader of the Nationals WA) [4.00 pm]: I move — 

That this house acknowledges the difficulties faced by industry, business, not-for-profits and community 
organisations in accessing workers and volunteers, and calls on the state government to outline a plan to 
ensure regional Western Australia is given the support it needs to recover from the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Before I start on the motion, I would just like to address the comments made by the member for Armadale. I know 
that he was trying to — 

Point of Order 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The member has got up to move a private member’s motion. It has nothing to do with the debate 
about — 

Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: If she wants to bring it up tomorrow when that debate is resumed, she may. She cannot bring it up 
now in this debate. It has no relevance at all and I ask you to rule as such. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): I will just check with the Clerk. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: Let me speak! The member has not even heard what I was going to say. How does he know 
I cannot make a connection between what he was saying and what I am about to talk about? 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, members! The member for Central Wheatbelt has not actually said anything 
yet. Maybe I could call it a point of order in anticipation, but I remind the member for Central Wheatbelt to talk 
about the motion brought before the house, please. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms M.J. DAVIES: Thank you for your wise words, Mr Acting Speaker. My comments were to draw attention to the 
fact that contributions such as that from the member for Armadale highlight exactly why there is a Nationals party 
and why we bring motions such as the one we are about to debate to the house. There is a limited understanding of 
the impacts on the agricultural sector of this legislation that the government has brought to the house. The member 
for Armadale was trying to fill time; he does like to throw the reel out and fire up everyone every now and then. But 
from our perspective, the Animal Welfare and Trespass Legislation Amendment Bill 2020 is the perfect example of 
why the Nationals exist, which is to make sure that when legislation is brought to the Parliament by any government, 
the voices of regional communities are heard. Our members bring some real-life experience to the debate on these 
matters, particularly when it comes to animal welfare. I know that the member for Roe in his contribution has outlined 
exactly those concerns. 
I will get on with taking about the motion that I have brought to the house this afternoon, which is to raise our concerns 
about the impact of COVID-19, particularly on sectors that are very important to regional Western Australia, our 
communities and our regional economies. Those sectors—the industries, businesses, not-for-profits and community 
organisations—are all struggling to fill roles and responsibilities. We desperately need workers and volunteers. 
We all acknowledge that this is an unprecedented time in the world and that everyone is struggling with what the 
new normal might look like, but much has been said in this house about how Western Australia’s economy is 
performing, that it is the best in the nation and that we are, as much as we can be, back to normal and that we should 
celebrate that. Indeed, we should acknowledge these things. The great record that we have compared with other 
states on community transmission and COVID, particularly from a health perspective, is something that we should 
acknowledge. I have not spoken to anyone as I travel around this state who has said that they want to be walking 
in the shoes of anyone from Victoria, New South Wales or, indeed, any of our international cousins as they face some 
of those challenges. 
I want to start this debate by saying that the Nationals are very clear about our position on the hard border. We 
support Western Australia’s hard border. We understand that this policy position underpins our ability to avoid the 
spread of COVID-19 in our state. If we look to the east, we can see the challenges faced by Victoria and New South 
Wales. We do not want to be in the same situation. But we all know, and this has been raised by the Nationals and 
the opposition, that behind that simple statement of “we support the hard border” are complexities and nuances 
that change on a daily basis. It is a complexity that does not sit well with the five-second sound bite that the Premier 
wants to repeat ad nauseam on the nightly news. The reality is, and this is something that we raised in the matter 
of public interest last week, that although we are supportive of the hard border remaining, it has always operated 
with exemptions. Given that we are now facing a new “normal” in which everyone is trying to get everybody back 
to living as close to normal as possible, we have to acknowledge that that has only been possible with those 
exemptions in place, including exemptions for essential workers and our mining sector. The mining sector is the 
golden goose that has enjoyed the steadfast and unquestionable support from the government, and rightly so. It 
has created a significant amount of wealth for our state and nation and kept people employed right through what 
is undoubtedly one the most difficult economic circumstances that we have ever faced. We have exemptions for 
truck drivers who are keeping our nation moving, keeping us fed by moving food and water around and allowing 
businesses to operate as normally as possible. We have not really heard the Premier talking about that exemption 
process. We do not hear that coming off the back of “We support the hard borders.” When the Premier talks about 
the hard borders, it is normally followed by: “Somebody out there is trying to undermine the hard border” or 
“We hear about these different notions over in the eastern states” or “Perhaps the Liberal and National Parties in 
Western Australia are trying to change what we are putting forward here.” The Premier’s response after 12 o’clock 
when we were debating the suspension of standing orders was quite remarkable. He took some absurd line, intimating 
that in Western Australia, the Liberal and National Parties support some other model discussed or touted over in 
the east. It is simply not true. We have been unequivocal in our support for the hard border, but we have also been 
unequivocal in our position that we need to make sure that people are not falling through the gaps. That is clearly 
what is happening when it comes to the G2G PASS, and the processing of those applications, when we deal with 
the tourism and hospitality sector and the agricultural sector and the looming workers shortage that it is facing. 
Although there are absolutely no grounds for the accusations that the Premier hurls over this side of the house in 
an attempt to muddy the waters and make it seem like we are trying to bring COVID to Western Australia, it could 
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not be further from the truth. There are grounds for us to be concerned, and for the sectors that we rely on to keep 
our economy safe concerned because it is playing out in front of us: our agricultural sector cannot get the workers 
that it requires. Although tourism and hospitality are enjoying some amazing visitation rates, particularly in 
regional WA, it cannot keep up with the numbers. The member for North West Central and probably the member 
for Warren–Blackwood will deal with that in their presentations. Significant areas in their electorates rely on the 
tourism sector. As the member for Central Wheatbelt, I have noticed that the community of York, which is very 
close to Perth, is experiencing high visitation rates. It, too, is experiencing challenges in meeting the influx of 
visitors. I am all for it. I want everybody to come to regional Western Australia, but we need to be realistic about 
the fact that we need the workers there to support them. If this is the new normal and how it will be for some time, 
with the G2G PASS system that we have, which is repatriating Western Australians, allowing workers to come in 
and supporting those businesses that can find people willing to move to WA, we need to make sure that that is 
operating appropriately. 
Earlier, during the suspension of standing orders debate, the Premier spoke about international arrivals. That is 
obviously something that we have linked to bringing back not only West Aussies who have found themselves on 
the wrong side of the border because they have had to travel for compassionate reasons, but also people who are 
seeking to come back and work to contribute to the economy and be a part of our state of Western Australia. 
This morning, we saw peak spin when the Premier tried to step away from his commentary about Yongah Hill and 
Christmas Island and his suggestion that we should be putting more people in those places because the commonwealth 
is trying to work with the states to bring more of these people back into Australia. Rather than just saying that he 
got it wrong and that he should not have said Yongah Hill and Christmas Island, we had a complete deflection across 
to the commonwealth. He could not bring himself to say that he would never send ordinary Western Australians 
to Yongah Hill Immigration Detention Centre for two weeks to be housed along with convicted criminals who 
have no citizenship rights in Australia. He did not address those concerns. Rather, he turned on the commonwealth 
government. That is what happens when things do not go his way; the Premier looks for a scapegoat. He does not 
want that “Mr Ninety-one Per Cent” shine to come off. I think he got a bit too caught up in playing politics and has 
not been paying attention on this front. My understanding is that the Deputy Prime Minister, Hon Michael McCormack, 
sent the letter that was referred to in the debate this morning to all Premiers prior to eight o’clock this morning in 
Western Australia. In fact, it was not released to the media by him. I have also been made aware that, rather than 
having been ambushed and this being spoken of as something that the Premier should not have been aware of, 
international air arrivals and passenger caps are discussed at nearly every national cabinet meeting and a fortnightly 
review of those passenger caps is conducted. I am not telling anyone anything that I should not know, because it 
was in a media statement that was released straight after the 4 September meeting. It states — 

National Cabinet conducted its fortnightly review of international air arrival passenger caps and agreed 
to boost the capacity for international arrivals where possible, supporting more Australians to come home 
from overseas. 
… 
All states and territories, where possible, agreed to work with the Commonwealth to increase the number 
of international flights to their jurisdiction to enable more Australians to return home. 

This morning, the Premier acted as though he had been ambushed and that the Deputy Prime Minister had, in some 
way or another, put him in a position in which he had not had a discussion with him about this. In my interpretation, 
that could not be further from the truth. If the Western Australian government had not agreed to that, it would have 
been noted in the media statement. Something relevant to the agricultural sector that we have been raising issues 
about was noted in the same media statement—that is, the Western Australian government did not sign up to the 
national agricultural workers’ code. That goes directly to the question that was asked by the member for Roe earlier 
today during question time. We have some serious concerns about the northern part of the state. Businesses and those 
in the pastoral sector regularly move across the border between the Northern Territory and the Kimberley. A number 
of concerns have been raised on that front. One of those workers’ codes or some sort of arrangement for the top 
end of Western Australia would certainly alleviate some of the concerns that have been raised by businesses, the 
pastoral industry and community members. People who live in the eastern Kimberley quite often spend time in 
Darwin, particularly to access medical services. There is quite a fluid movement across those borders. 
The Premier’s response this morning was a deflection and a diversion away from his very unfortunate comments 
about Yongah Hill and Christmas Island. Instead of saying that he had got it wrong, he said that he had been ambushed 
by the Deputy Prime Minister. I find that very hard to believe because it was publicly available information that 
had been regularly discussed. No-one is interested in this blame game. This motion is about trying to get through 
that spin and get through to the Premier that he needs to accept that there are some challenges facing industry, 
businesses, not-for-profits and community organisations in accessing workers and volunteers. He needs to accept 
that and provide an appropriate response. 
I have a time line that shows that the Nationals WA and the opposition have not shirked their responsibility to 
raise these issues to make sure the government is aware of them. I know that industry has been doing the same 
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thing. We have raised issues, particularly about the agricultural sector, but also about the hospitality and tourism 
sectors. As early as March this year, we started talking to the Premier and the government about our concerns for the 
broadacre sector, the commencement of its seeding program, and its reliance on backpackers and seasonal workers 
to complete the task. We made sure that there was a clear understanding that it is a time-sensitive activity, as it is 
in the horticultural industry. When things ripen, they need to be picked. We made it clear that we needed to work 
very closely with the federal government about whatever backpackers were still available in Australia on their visas. 
The Premier responded and confirmed that he would raise that at a national cabinet meeting. That was the first 
interaction we had, and we wrote to the Premier way back on 18 March. 

On 3 April, our agricultural spokesperson, Hon Colin de Grussa, wrote to the Premier and requested clarification 
on skilled worker shortages in agriculture. We never got a response to that letter. His questions were posed in the 
following terms: he asked what steps were being taken by the state government to ensure that northern cattle producers 
had access to skilled personnel and service providers to undertake mustering; what actions were being taken by 
the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development to ensure that grain producers had access to 
necessary levels of skilled operators of farm machinery to undertake the 2020 grain harvest; and what analysis was 
being undertaken by DPIRD to quantify the current or potential skilled labour shortages across the agricultural 
sector that may arise from any travel restrictions imposed as a consequence of COVID-19. 

On 6 April, Vince Catania, MLA, the member for North West Central, wrote to Alan Tudge, the acting Minister for 
Immigration, Citizenship, Migrant Services and Multicultural Affairs, about ensuring access to labour for agriculture 
and regional communities. Amongst this activity, we have been meeting with farmers and key recruitment 
organisations. I refer here to Ley Webster from 2 Workin Oz, who plays a big role in making sure that we get people 
trained and out into the broadacre agricultural sector. Again, on 3 July, our agricultural spokesperson wrote to state 
minister Hon Alannah MacTiernan and federal minister David Littleproud about the skills shortages for the 
harvest. We have not had a response from Minister MacTiernan on those points. Again, it reiterated our concerns 
and asked what DPIRD and the government were doing to quantify this and work on things that might be able to 
resolve that challenge. 

The time line continues through July and August. It ramped up at that point because industry was starting to see 
the cliff face get much closer. The opposition and the National Party, alongside industry, have made sure that the 
government was aware that this was likely to be a significant challenge. I do not think that the government has 
been switched on to the enormity of the challenges facing those sectors. I think that is particularly the case with 
agriculture. Despite the commentary from the government that it has more regional members sitting on its benches 
than the opposition and the National Party, the evidence is that it drags its feet when it has to come up with something. 
When it has announced something, it has been less than satisfactory. Despite the persistent and consistent advocacy 
from the Nationals WA, industry groups and individuals who were willing and ready to offer real data and evidence 
about this impending crisis, this government has dragged its feet in its reaction.  

Last week, during the debate on the matter of public interest, I said that we had asked questions in this place of the 
Premier about what strategy the government was employing. The response I got was that jobs and skills centres 
were available and that there was an advertising campaign. I sought further clarification and asked whether there 
would be any support for accommodation or travel for people who were seeking to work in the regions. At that 
point the Premier just said that the government did not have to hold everyone’s hand, that it is not the government’s 
job and that people must do things themselves; they need to get out there and get on with it. Three weeks later the 
government launched the $3 million incentives package for the agricultural sector, which, as we highlighted in our 
matter of public interest motion last week, has fallen short of the mark. I have some interesting commentary on 
that to read into Hansard. This article was written by Caroline Di Russo. It is an opinion piece. She has a particular 
view, and she qualifies her statement by saying that as somebody who grew up on a broadacre farm, she feels 
somewhat qualified to comment on the misunderstanding of the agricultural sector and governments’ responses to 
challenges that we face from that perspective. She goes on to say — 

One of the greatest challenges now faced by the regions is the dissipation of its seasonal workforce due 
to closed interstate and international borders. The federal agricultural minister has been trying to negotiate 
arrangements with state governments, but alas, playing politics on borders is more important than helping 
farmers get crops harvested and getting Aussies fed. I’m sure if food shortages or price rises hit 
supermarkets, inconveniencing city people, the narrative and the policy would change. Until then, regional 
areas have been given little reason to expect change. 

Which brings me to the winner of the 2020 NFI Shinybum award: the WA Government and its ‘Work and 
Wonder Out Yonder’ advertisement. If you want to roll your eyes, click here. 

There is a link to the advertisement that is being rolled out. She continues — 

Granted, it was a good idea to have an advertising campaign to encourage Perth people to take up seasonal 
work in regional WA for fruit picking, grain harvesting and the like. Credit where it’s due. The problem is how 
that idea played out into one of the most cringeworthy and fallacious adverts known to modern marketing. 
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In short, it depicts peak hour in the Margaret River as going for a surf, watercooler chat in Exmouth as 
drinking at the pub and the company car in the wheatbelt as a $750K harvester — something a little more 
complicated than the average Volvo SUV. No wonder city people think country Australia is a burden rather 
than a driver of our national economy — they think we are all surfing, drinking or chilling in an air-con cab 
all day. When you stop to think about it, it’s actually quite offensive. 

I do think that that advertisement has reduced some of the serious challenges we face, but I have to say I agree. 
She even says that it made Australian Labor Party MP and state agriculture minister Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
uncomfortable, so I am not sure where that commentary came from. She says also — 

But the most hideously unrealistic part of the advert was when it cut to … fruit pickers styled head-to-toe in 
agrarian chic. Let’s be clear, when you pick fruit you don’t wear an off-white cheesecloth shirt cinched at 
the waist and an oversized boater while you frolic through the orchard giggling semi-stoned in the soft late 
afternoon sun. That said, seasonable labour would probably be less palatable to the soft-palmed, knot–bun 
barista set if they knew they’d be dressed in work clothes and a baseball cap, while they sweated their — 

I cannot say that word in here — 
… off up the top of ladders in the summer heat. 

That is one person’s take on the advertisement. She is a journalist and has a turn of phrase, but I think that, 
unfortunately, the advertisement probably oversimplifies the challenge that a very important sector faces. To have 
it followed up by a $3 million incentives program, I am not confident that that will hit the mark. When we are talking 
about a 7 000-person shortage, I do not think that that piece of marketing and the incentive package that the 
government is offering is going to work. That is why there has always been a conversation about what is the suite 
of things that we need to address. Why can we not work with the commonwealth to investigate a model similar to 
that of the Northern Territory and the commonwealth arrangement with the workers from Vanuatu? Why can we 
not sign up to the national agricultural workers’ code? Neither of those has been accepted by the Premier. The latter 
is at odds with the view of the Minister for Agriculture and Food, who wrote to us and said that she was hopeful that 
the state government could bring in workers from Vanuatu or a similar country to assist with the fruit picking season 
and the horticultural industry. A majority of the state’s broadacre sector produce is exported. Ninety per cent of what 
is grown in the broadacre sector is exported. What we will see translate to our supermarket shelves is what is 
happening from a horticultural, fruit and vegetable, perspective across the state. That is where we will start to see 
a delayed impact and a pushback on people’s hip pockets. That is the consumer. That does not take into account 
the impact of those who have already invested in the crops and are now unable to get them picked. 
I have been very disappointed with the way the government has responded to those questions, to the point that 
I feel as though it has been quite dismissive. I feel that comes from a position of the Premier not having a good 
understanding of the sector and not taking the time to understand it. I listen to the Premier when he is interviewed 
and when he responds to questions in this place. If it is a question about the mining sector, he has a deep knowledge 
and understanding. I will be the first to say it. That is exactly right. It is an important pillar of our economy. So is 
agriculture, tourism and hospitality. It is very, very disappointing that what we have seen is too little, too late. It 
does not hit the mark; in fact, it is a fair way off the mark. I will go on record as saying that we would support the 
promotion of regional Western Australia at every opportunity, but we would encourage people to be realistic and 
provide more than the window-dressing in response to this. Perhaps if we had that better understanding, we would 
have had a more prompt response and a genuine engagement with the industry. I will be the first person to say that 
the agriculture, tourism and hospitality sectors are fragmented industries to deal with. They do not have the glossy 
front public relations machines that some of our bigger industries do, but that does not mean that we do not get in 
there and roll up our sleeves and try to figure out what is in the best interests of the many people who support the 
bottom line of our state. 
I often hear the Minister for Agriculture and Food and the Premier say that the sectors must do more to help 
themselves, and that, to me, is patronising. They misunderstand the nature of advocacy in the sectors. The sectors do 
not have the big budgets. They engage in a different way. However, the agriculture sector represents a $10 billion 
industry, and the tourism and hospitality sectors represent over $13 billion, I think it is. They deserve more than lip 
service. The advertising is “pretty”. However, I think Caroline Di Russo has summed up how it has been received 
by those it aims to support. It will not work. At best, it will get a few enthusiastic young people, but it will not 
meet that 7 000-person shortage that we know exists, and that is on this government. Despite our best efforts since 
March to get genuine engagement, heels have been dragged significantly. Essentially, a $10 billion industry has 
been left to fend for itself. 
When I asked a question yesterday in Parliament about Michelle and Craig, the couple who have been living in 
their motorhome in South Australia for the past six months, having come from Queensland prior to that, it was not 
because I was asking the Premier to say that he would sort it for me then. I am not naive enough to think that he 
has responsibility for signing off on those things. They are an example of the hundreds and hundreds of people 
who have fallen foul of the G2G PASS system. These are people who are trying to come back into the state because 
they have had to leave for various reasons, or they are trying to enter to assist in sectors that are acknowledged by 
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both the commonwealth and state governments as essential, and agriculture is one of those. Michelle and Craig 
had their passes rejected five times. I am happy to say that as of an hour ago, they have had their passes approved. 
However, it should not take a member of Parliament to get it to that point. The letter we sent into the system said, 
“How about someone picks up the phone and calls them and tells them what they are missing in the fifth or sixth 
application they are making?” It must take more time than it is worth to deal with multiple applications. It cannot 
be the most efficient way that we are dealing with this. If the G2G PASS is the way the government will deal with 
this going forward and it is here to stay for the foreseeable future because our hard border will be in place for the 
foreseeable future, we must have a better way of dealing with it. When workers like that are willing and able and 
ready to come to try to whittle away that 7 000 worker shortage in the agricultural sector, I thought there would 
be a big red flag on them saying, “Let these people in.” We need to make sure that they have done the right thing; 
that they have somewhere to quarantine; that they have not been anywhere they should not have; and that they 
have provided identification. Do they have somewhere to live? They can provide evidence of their employment. 
That couple had done all of that, yet they had to apply five times. That cannot be an appropriate way to do it; hence 
the conversation and the issues that are raised on this side about resourcing and ensuring that we support the 
Western Australian police to do that job effectively. If it is going to be like this for the next six, 12 or 24 months, 
maybe we need to think about what that looks like. Surely that cannot be the role of the WA Police Force for the 
next two years. I would think that if this continues, we will need to come up with a way to make sure that people like 
Michelle and Craig are not affected. Luckily, they had their own motorhome. They did not have work, which was 
causing them some grief with not having an income. They had a job and they were reasonably trusting that they 
would eventually be allowed through. There are multiple other examples. I know that other members who will be 
speaking today will raise those. 
In a completely different sector, a lady in my electorate named Jenny has a son who is trying to get back from the 
Northern Territory. She has had a couple of operations, which means she needs full-time care. She would rather 
have her family home caring for her than putting pressure on local volunteers and groups. Her son is trying to get 
home. I think he has applied for the G2G PASS four times. If people call their local member of Parliament, they 
will get advice that will sometimes help. We have been very forthcoming about ensuring people have all the details 
to assist in the success of those applications being viewed favourably. Again, it should not come down to someone 
knowing their local member of Parliament or calling the ABC morning show to get approval, as these things are 
pretty basic. There are clearly some resourcing issues. If we are going to deal with this for the next 12 to 24 months, 
we need to ensure that we put in place things that allow us to deal with the human aspect of what we are facing and 
have some compassion. If we translate that into cold, hard cash, when there are Michelles and Craigs waiting to 
come across the border to work in the agricultural sector, and no doubt others waiting to do that in the horticultural 
and hospitality industries, we need to pull out all stops. We do not want to impact those people who have genuine 
and compassionate reasons to travel either. That must come back to resourcing and making sure that we are dealing 
with this appropriately, otherwise as we see changes to JobSeeker and JobKeeper and the real impact of industries 
suffering because they cannot continue to operate in the current environment, there will be other pulls on government 
services. That will also be a new challenge for the government to deal with. 
It would have been far better for this government to have engaged earlier on some of these issues around workforce 
shortages. It is unfortunate that the response has been one of smoke and mirrors; it is a veneer and shallow, I guess, 
particularly for the agricultural sector. That is incredibly disappointing because people’s livelihoods are important—
they are providing food and creating jobs in our community—and they are relying on a government that they 
thought understood them. Quite clearly, that has not been the case. That is why we brought this motion to the house 
today. We want to ensure that those stories are on the record, so that the government cannot say that it has not had 
an opportunity to address them and also to tell us how it will address some of those concerns through this process 
over the next six, 12 or 18 months. If this is our new normal, we need to ensure that we are doing everything we 
can to support the people who are underpinning our state’s economy. 
MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood) [4.33 pm]: I would also like to talk to the motion brought into this 
chamber by the Leader of the Nationals WA. I do not get many chances to speak but, with the indulgence of the 
house, I would like to put on record the sad loss of Hon Tim Mulherin, the former deputy leader of the Labor Party 
in Queensland. Tim was a primary industries minister and I had a lot to do with him when I was the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food. He was one of the good guys in politics. Despite the distance between the two major parties 
on both sides of the house, it goes to show that we can maintain friendships. It is very sad to hear of his recent passing. 
I want to put on record the sad loss that no doubt his family and others would feel from his passing. 
I return to the motion. The Leader of the National Party quite rightly said that a range of issues impacting regional 
Western Australia apply to the COVID challenge that we have right now. We will continue to raise those issues 
as regional members and as the Nationals WA because we have eyes and ears on the ground. It is hoped that the 
government is listening to the spirit of how we raise these matters because they are genuine issues that need 
a response. I suspect that the spirit of response from the government has waned somewhat since we first raised issues 
when we had the full lockdown in Western Australia. The government was very responsive to a range of issues, 
and we put that on the record, but we think that is waning somewhat. 
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One of the significant issues that has been raised by the Leader of the National Party is getting workers to support our 
core industries in regional Western Australia. One of the three sectors that is most significant is the mining and 
resources sector. I give a shout-out to those from Kalgoorlie who wanted me to mention the mining sector. I have 
been heavy on arguing the case for the agricultural sector and the hospitality sector, and those in the resources 
sector have been a little critical of me for not thinking of them. Certainly, the resources sector is significant to 
Western Australia. Those small to medium-sized businesses in particular also need a workforce. I certainly have 
a focus in my electorate on the agricultural sector and the hospitality sector in particular. The Leader of the 
National Party mentioned that there is a shortfall of 7 000 workers in the agricultural sector, comprising the 
horticulture and broadacre sectors. We will simply not be able to backfill that shortfall easily. I understand that 
that number is on a briefing note that went to the Minister for Agriculture and Food.  

In our view, this government is resting on its laurels and expecting the industry to step up to solve that problem 
when it is at the edge of the cliff. I think there is a bit of tension around this inside cabinet. Despite the arguments 
that we have with the minister for agriculture, I have a certain amount of respect for her. I know that she endeavours 
to follow good advice to get good outcomes. I know that she put on the public record and said in conversations with 
people in our electorates that she was prepared to consider looking at bringing in teams of people to Western Australia 
from some of the Pacific Islands to support the annual harvest. That is on the record. The Premier knocked that 
on the head straightaway. I think a bit of tension sits in cabinet around this. As the Leader of the National Party 
highlighted, we have this hard border but with exemptions. That means people are allowed through. It is not a hard 
border that means no-one can come in; it is a hard border with government-approved exemptions. We know that there 
are a range of reasons for that. I know that Australian Security Intelligence Organisation officers, for example, have 
the right to travel across the border, have meetings in Perth and then go back to where they came from. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: All commonwealth government officials can enter. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am using a point that was raised in my electorate. It is a hard border with exemptions. The 
notion of not giving serious consideration to all the options in a very transparent way beggars belief. The 
government’s agenda on the hard border seems to be, “No matter what happens, we’re going to maintain a hard border 
for Western Australia and push that as hard as we can up to 13 March next year.” I know there is tension in cabinet 
around how this issue should be treated. For the agricultural sector, the government put $3 million on the table and 
expects a whole bunch of people to move to regional Western Australia and be prepared to work and support the 
spring harvest, including harvesting grapes until early next year, backfilling 7 000 workers. It simply will not 
happen. I will not go into the comments that have been made to me about the adverts on telly. As the Leader of 
the National Party said, it is somewhat unrealistic. I know that pressure has been put on regional businesses. Pressure 
has certainly been put on businesses in my electorate from the government, with the Department of Primary Industries 
and Regional Development, saying, “We’d really like you to back this publicly.” I think they find it kind of hard 
to do so. The comment to me was, “Yes, we like it; it’s great that they are having a crack at it, but this will not answer 
the problem.” In many cases, those who are managing, for example, the avocado harvest at present are significantly 
understaffed. In many cases, they are having to take people who are not up to the job. The term used to me, which 
is a little disparaging, was they were “chasing down people with two hands and a heartbeat.” I know that as pressure 
comes on the labour market we get people who are less productive. That is certainly emerging in the agricultural 
sector and certainly in my electorate. Even now, these issues are emerging as sharp-point issues, yet we are not 
into the full swing of the harvest. We are certainly not into the full swing of the avocado harvest yet, which is just 
starting now. The notion of being able to backfill 7 000 workers is massively challenging. All options should be on 
the table. Some tension must exist in cabinet around how to manage this and that we do not have at least a transparent 
look at taking a risk-management approach to how we might bring in teams from perhaps the Pacific Islands. 
Pacific Islanders have knowledge of what happens in the south west in particular and understand how the harvest 
happens and can do it in a productive way. Consider in a transparent way how that might be managed. If it comes 
up negative, people will accept it, but it is not even on the table for consideration, and that is of great concern to us. 

It has been put to me—we often hear some colourful language when we describe this issue—that there is the very 
real prospect of fruit and harvested product being dumped. 

Mr V.A. Catania: It is already happening. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is already happening in the member for North West Central’s electorate. That will flow 
through to the consumer and to the economy in a real way. The ag sector is worth in excess of $10 billion and is 
not getting a light shone on it. The resources sector, particularly the big end of town, seems to get the Premier’s 
ear but not the agriculture sector, which is in dire need of support at this time. It is not even on the radar. 

The other sector, of course, is the hospitality sector. It is great to see the hospitality sector getting the benefit of 
almost a new norm. Certainly in my electorate, coming out of the COVID lockdowns, it is going pretty well at the 
moment compared with how it went last year. But those businesses cannot get workers. Restaurants are having to 
shut up shop. We have seen the reporting on that; the reporting is real and we have not even hit the hot time in the 
south west. I know that the member for North West Central has issues. The next school holiday period is some 
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two or three weeks away when there would normally be a kick to hospitality with people coming into the south 
west and the great southern. We are moving into the summer season and massive issues are emerging in hospitality 
that the sector cannot manage and some businesses are having to close their doors due to a lack of staff. Not putting 
money into circulation affects not only hospitality businesses that need it dearly but also our broader economy. If 
we do not put money in circulation, it will have a very direct impact on the economy and the very thing the 
government is trying to trigger and push will be constrained, and that is certainly challenging. 

The transport sector has come out strongly and said that there are concerns. I mentioned the other day in here that 
one of the businesses in my electorate, Warren District Transport Pty Ltd in Manjimup, lost four drivers to the 
resources sector. Chris Pavlovich, the president of the Shire of Plantagenet, who owns Southern Haulage, has said 
that the increase in licensing fees on trucks is having an impact on his business. That impost will apply to not only 
his business, but also across all haulage businesses. Those costs are moved on to the consumer or people who use 
those services in some way or another, so it has an impact on the economy. Having to pay more for drivers and losing 
drivers when there is tension in the worker market and a high demand for those skilled workers will have a very 
real impact on not only employment or those businesses, but also our broader economy. It is challenging at a time 
when we need the stimulus to support Western Australians coming through this difficult time. 

I turn to the issue of backpackers. Right at the start of all this, there probably would have been a number of 
backpackers who went home. I do not have figures on that but I know the Manjimup backpacker facility is empty. It 
has hosted one or two people over the last two or three weeks. I have highlighted the owner of the Manjimup Hotel 
who, along with the Shire of Manjimup, did a lot of work in supporting a place for backpackers to go when they 
had no source of income, nowhere to go and were largely sleeping in vehicles in truck bays and parks alongside the 
highways. He took on 60 backpackers, but the number is now down to 20. He is putting in place some arrangements 
for some of the worker brokers who come into town, so he is working through some challenges. But what is very 
clear from talking to him is the lack of workers needed for the agricultural sector in Manjimup and the backpacker 
hostels are not doing it. The Manjimup community resource centre is doing a fantastic job trying to link people to 
jobs. It has 35 jobs on the books right now that it cannot find a home for. There are massive opportunities and out of 
their mouths, they say, “Why aren’t we considering the Pacific Island seasonal workers? Why aren’t we considering 
options that we have had before? They know the territory; they know what they are doing. We could manage, or 
at least consider managing, the COVID risk and the quarantine risk that sits around that, but it is not even on the 
table.” I do not think the Premier would come in for a tough time from the people of Western Australia if it 
were considered in a transparent way. Look at the options and see what is there to deal with this and what is there 
to support our economy to come out of this in a real but a safe way. That will be the commentary we get back: 
what about the safety? That always comes first, of course, but we can take a risk-management approach to everything 
we do. We are doing that now. We have a hard border with exemptions. That is a risk-management approach to 
this issue. Why not extend that to a workforce for the agricultural and hospitality sector? However, it is not even 
being considered. Some in Margaret River, in my electorate, are considering innovative ways themselves for how 
to get a workforce. David Rankin, who is a director of Vinepower, is going to set up his own promotional program 
and will market his business to try to get workers using surfing. Obviously, there are some enthusiastic surfers in 
Margaret River. A lot of people want to come and do some surfing, so he will pitch to the surfing market by saying, 
“Come down here and we will be somewhat sympathetic to the working day if surf is up.” He thinks getting 
a bunch of young, fit people who go down and want to get a surf in when the surf is right, but who can work in his 
business, will make a bit of sense. He is doing that off his own bat. I wish him luck with that. He is not relying on 
a subsidised workforce. I think the government’s $3 million does not trigger until the twenty-third of this month, 
so that is not even on the table yet for him. He is taking steps of his own volition to try to secure an outcome to 
maintain his business. 

We debated yesterday—the Minister for Culture and the Arts is not here now, unfortunately—the Arts and Culture 
Trust Bill 2020, appropriately, and the importance of arts and culture in Western Australia. The speech I made last 
night highlighted that if we are to build a community, the arts and culture component, which I described as the wedge 
that builds a community, is very important. That sector is really feeling the pain. It has an impact in two ways. 
I have two communities at both ends of my electorate: Denmark at one end is very arts and culture focused. Creative 
industries were identified as one of the strengths of the Margaret River region, so those bookends are certainly strong 
on that but it does not downplay all those little regional communities that have a culture and arts focus. Two themes 
run through the impact of resourcing being pulled and the inability to hold events or run programs that make their 
contribution to communities. The first one is mental health. Do not underestimate the importance of those community 
events on mental health, where people engage with others in areas that they enjoy. Culture and the arts bring a balance 
to our lives. Those events are often used as vehicles to support mental health within the community. Also, the people 
who work in that industry do not have the resources to play the role. I am referring to the artists, the musicians and 
actors, who are not able to engage in and get paid for some of the services, albeit they are poorly paid—that is one of 
those quirks of history—but nevertheless they are now largely unemployed. 

A group from Denmark Arts came to me to express their concerns about resourcing. I have received a letter 
from the Minister for Culture and the Arts about this. I got the letter today but I have not had a good look at it yet. 
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For the purposes of Hansard, the minister is back in the house. This group is really feeling it. The arts community 
is a group that is finding it pretty tough. Much of their income and the funds that they raise come off the back 
of events. Events are not able to run and they are not able to raise the funds that they would normally reinject 
into the community. In some cases, that supports mental health programs and engagement with those artists 
who are not able to do what they do. I want to give a shout-out to those culture and arts groups in our communities 
that are doing it tough. I highlight to the government the importance of sustaining that capacity within our 
regional centres. 

That extends very nicely into the issue of mental health, and, I guess, the broader mental health challenge that the 
National Party has brought to the table before. The Minister for Community Services is in the chamber; she is aware 
of a number of issues that I have personally taken up with her. I am pleased to have been supported by her office 
on many of those. My office shared this with me. It is not a product of my office; it is a product of Mr Damian Barr. 
I do not know Mr Damian Barr, but he said — 

We are in the same storm — but different boats 

Right now, we are all facing the same storm, but we’re all doing so in different boats … some have yachts, 
others are in tinnies. Some have a substantial crew on board, others are rowing alone. Some have life jackets 
(higher resilience, stronger relationships, more optimism, use their strengths and more positivity), others 
don’t even have a working rudder … This analogy explains why some people are handling the current crisis 
better than others. 

We are not all in the same boat. We are all in the same storm. 

I thought it was a great analogy. He is making the point that a lot of different people are managing and navigating 
the challenges in many different ways, and many people are being hit to a lesser or harder extent, depending on 
their circumstances. These issues are real. The importance of mental health services and its extension into regional 
Western Australia has never been so critical. These issues play out in areas that we never quite expect them to play 
out from. I highlight to all ministers who have a role in this area that the service provision into those areas is so 
critical. We need to ensure that we not only maintain those services, but also build them where we can because the 
mental health challenge is one of those great sleepers. When issues emerge, it is the effort we have used in the past 
to build resilience that comes through and pays dividends. The challenges nevertheless remain. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: My next area of concern is the agricultural shows. It is an area that is consistent with all my 
colleagues. In some cases, it is the biggest event that happens in town. In my electorate, the agricultural shows in 
Margaret River, Bridgetown and Upper Blackwood—the other name for that is the Dinninup Show—have all been 
cancelled. I have not had any feedback today on the Warren District Agricultural Show, but the point is that these 
agricultural shows in many cases are the single-biggest event in town. It is a chance for people to come together, 
and through that comes mental health support. It is also a source of revenue that many of those communities have 
for events in their community. Various plans have been pitched to government about how the Perth Royal Show 
and all the other agricultural shows might get support. I might extend it slightly to outside my electorate—there is 
a reason for doing so—to the member for Collie–Preston’s electorate, who is in the house: the Balingup Small Farm 
Field Day and the Balingup Medieval Carnivale also had to be cancelled. There is a little circle that goes around 
Kirup and Balingup, which comes into my electorate at the next election. If they will have me, if I am re-elected, 
I look forward to representing them. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: We are very familiar with the minister in the house, and I can understand why they might 
make those judgements! 

There are a number of regional shows. As we are moving into the show season, what had been there in previous 
years will not be there. They will be sadly missed. 

As I conclude, I want to make a plea for travel agents. The travel agents in our state—I guess they are very localised 
in my electorate—are the ones doing it particularly tough. To use the words of the Minister for Tourism, they have 
lost 90 per cent of their business. JobKeeper in many cases only goes to one party, if it is a husband and wife team. 
I have had discussions with travel agents who have been in tears. I have a little sympathy for them, having been in 
a similar situation, which I will refer to in a second, but nothing like what they face now. They have reached the 
cliff face and stopped. There needs to be some sort of support for travel agents. For issues totally out of their control, 
travel agents are facing massive issues. They have limited scope to bring any sort of innovation to the table to get 
some revenue coming through their businesses. 

My wife, Marie, and I set up a travel agency in Denmark, which we had for about 10 years. That was, effectively, 
buying a job for her—she was passionate about travel. We were hit by the 9/11 and Ansett crashes. That happened 
right at the end of our time. Again, that put us at the cliff face. The business was put on the market for a particular 
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figure but sold at 15 to 20 per cent below the figure that we started with. That gives an appreciation of the scale and 
impact of that. That is nothing like COVID. We had it easy compared with travel agents now. Travel agents in 
regional areas do not have the scope to find innovations to bring to the table to bring some revenue in. It is a group 
that needs to be looked after. No-one in the community would be unsympathetic to directing resources to give 
them some support. It may even transition into other sectors or support for that transition. It is a group that is doing 
it particularly tough. 

I support the motion moved by the Leader of the National Party. Many and varied issues operate in regional 
Western Australia. It is our job to put that on the table and we hope the government listens to this. 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West Central) [4.57 pm]: I rise to support the Leader of the Nationals WA in this 
motion because the government is full of slogans. The Labor government is full of slogans when it comes to 
dealing with serious issues facing regional Western Australia. We have seen a frontrunner who believes in his own 
importance. He believes that he is the new emperor when it comes to politics in Western Australia; an emperor 
who is going to be tested in the coming weeks and months when he faces the real issues that are now facing people 
in businesses in tourism, horticulture and agriculture. 

Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Member for Fremantle, what do you think about the Fremantle port? Should we build a new 
outer harbour or does she support Fremantle? 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Good question. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I have been keeping it. Does the member support it or not? 

Ms S.F. McGurk: I am happy to talk about the port. Is that what the motion is about? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Does the member support Fremantle port? 

Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I would be worried about the seat of Fremantle if I were the member for Fremantle!  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, feel free to talk to the Chair and address the motion. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: As I said, this government is about slogans. It reminds me of the former Labor government, 
the Carpenter government, and also the Gallop government. I think this Premier has learnt to be a frontrunner—
a Premier of good news. Here is some disturbing news that has come in: there is not just a pandemic when it comes 
to COVID-19, but there is a pandemic of not having enough workers in this state. There has been the announcement 
of Work and Wander Out Yonder calling upon people to have a gap year and trying to get people from metropolitan 
Perth to come out to the regions. I applaud the campaign that he has embarked on, but it does not scratch the surface. 
Seven thousand jobs are needed in the agricultural sector. In tourism and hospitality, we are seeing businesses close. 
Yes, Western Australia is in a fortunate position when compared with other states—absolutely! Has the Wander Out 
Yonder campaign worked? Why would it not work when no-one can go anywhere else? It is a slogan. No-one in 
Western Australia can go anywhere, so are people going to travel in Western Australia? Absolutely. Is there 
a shortage of workers? Absolutely, there is a shortage of workers. But there is not only a shortage of workers, there 
is a shortage of accommodation. 

I think that we will find that a lot of the hotspots in Western Australia are in Nationals WA and Liberal Party 
seats. Is that perhaps why the Premier does not want to fix these problems? Is the Premier being political? Look 
at the language he is using and the hypocrisy when it comes to a hard border—yet there are exceptions. I think 
the Premier’s plan is to hold off until March. What is in March? There is an election. He is trying to manage the 
situation, and so a Premier should. The leader of the state should try to manage things and make sure we do not 
have COVID-19 here. But when there are policies and procedures in place to protect the state—being the hard 
border—with exemptions, why can we not get some of the essential workers who are needed to plug the hole that 
we have in regional WA in the agricultural, tourism, small business and transport industries? The number of people 
who have jobs here in Western Australia, who need to come back and work—businesses need them to come 
back to work because they cannot find the workers here—are being rejected. Why is that the case when there 
are exemptions? 

I will read out some of the exemptions because it is interesting what deal the Australian Hotels Association has 
struck. As I said, at the moment hospitality venues are scaling back, closing rooms, restricting opening times and 
losing hours of trade and income each week. Some are even shutting up shop because they cannot find staff. When 
someone goes to book a room in regional WA, they say that they are full. Yes, they are full, but they have scaled 
back because there are no cleaners. They cannot clean the rooms that they have. They cannot maximise the amount 
of people who want to come and stay at their place because there is no-one to clean their rooms. That is what we 
are seeing in regional WA. 
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I have written to the Premier. I outlined my concerns months and months ago. I will read out a section of a letter 
I wrote to the Premier. It states — 

Some immediate repercussions experienced by visitors and businesses include: 
… 

Shortage of staff—exhausted operators are unable to operate at full capacity without more resources. 
• Loss of a staff member has a dire impact, including increased stress levels 
• Service levels compromised, such as venues closed at peak times, meals not available, 

check in times extended beyond standard 2pm, customer service levels impacted 
• Burn out—physical and mental impacts (including ongoing management of accrued 

financial losses) 
• Difficulty for some essential workers to enter WA—some regional operators, including 

from Coral Bay and Broome have willing candidates for essential roles such as Chefs and 
Bakers from States such as Queensland and the NT with their applications recently declined. 

Visitor expectations—receiving mixed messages after being encouraged to support the State and 
regions but unaware of the issue around “business is not as usual” often resulting in frustration. 
Tourism Industry reputation— negative perception due to a lack of staff. 

Our product is being damaged, yet the Premier refuses to get involved to protect our product and the experience that 
we expect. I also acknowledge that there is a role the federal government can play in this as well. I go on to say — 

I am calling the State and Federal Governments to urgently work together, along with industry and businesses 
to remove barriers and find workable solutions, including a potential: 

review of the Job Seeker and visa requirements 
immediate short term solution for workers accommodation in some locations 
modification to marketing campaigns—highlight a need to display empathy during these 
extraordinary and difficult times 
program developed to encourage people to move from the city to the regions, which may see 
some re-locate permanently if they like the life style. 

I applaud the government for trying to get workers from the city to the regions. That is great. We need to encourage 
people to move to the regions, but the reality is something different. We have a cliff face. That cliff face is coming 
these school holidays for the tourism sector and small businesses. But then the cliff face comes in my patch in the 
horticultural industry not being able to find workers. There is talk that half the produce will be left on the ground. 
The member for Warren–Blackwood mentioned this in his speech, but I found on Facebook something saying that 
$100 000 worth of lettuce had been destroyed by a farmer who — 

had to plough lettuce into the ground as he has no workers to help harvest it. This will soon affect his 
cauliflower, broccoli, celery and spinach harvests too. 

He has plenty of work going in Lancelin and if people are interested, they should contact him. That is going to happen 
right throughout the industry. There is a problem. We will find out that there is a problem when we go to the 
supermarket to buy that produce and we find that it has increased in cost. It is a real problem. People are pleading. 
They can see this coming.  
In my discussions with people in the horticultural industry, through associations like VegetablesWA, they can see 
it coming. They know it is coming. We see the ads on Facebook for backpackers, whose numbers have dwindled 
and will continue to dwindle towards the end of the year. We have a cliff face. We have a pandemic-sized worker 
problem in regional WA. If producers are able to get workers, there is still no accommodation in the hotspots of 
Kalbarri, Shark Bay, Coral Bay and Exmouth. If people are able to find accommodation, they are paying holiday 
rates for that accommodation. When the Premier says that it is up to private industry to develop workers’ 
accommodation—all those businesses—how? They cannot just build a house or build some accommodation. Perhaps 
the government needs to sit down with local governments and say, “Here is some land. How about we smooth away 
some of the red tape to allow someone to come in to build workers’ accommodation, to make sure that it is comparable 
with the seasonal wage that people get.” I emphasise “seasonal wage”, because that is what we are talking about 
here. It is seasonal work when it comes to tourism in the north west or the south west. Agricultural and horticultural 
work is seasonal. It might be fine to try to attract some people to come from Perth to do a seasonal job, but they 
are a very select few. The reality is something different. People need to have skills and qualifications in some of 
the agricultural sector jobs. It is hard work. People do not wear make-up, have their nails or hair done as has been 
portrayed in the ads. It is hard work. 
Mr M.P. Murray: It’s obvious you haven’t done any work, then, for a while! 
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Mr V.A. CATANIA: Clearly, that member has, because look at the sight of him! 
It is hard work. We cannot sugar-coat it. We need people who are able and willing to work. 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: That member should just worry about the Fremantle port. 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: That member will have her time to come up. 
Rex from Big River Range in Kalbarri said — 

“we’re struggling to find people willing to work so we’re knocking back horse riding tours. It’s disappointing 
as we’ve got strong bookings until October and it’s only July and our team’s already feeling tired — 

That was in the July school holidays. October will get harder and harder and harder. As I said, some operators 
have not been able to get chefs or bakers. They have applied five or six times and have been rejected when trying 
to get those specialty workers from Northern Territory, South Australia or Queensland. Jenna Clarke’s article titled 
“A wander can be a wonder: There’s lots to like about leaving the city to work in the bush” pretty much summed 
up where everything sits at the moment. The ads being portrayed by the government are not realistic. 
As I said, the boom that we are experiencing in regional WA is a boom. It is wonderful, but when it comes to the real 
issues, the government members are putting their heads in the sand. This will be the test of the Labor government. 
I think the government has passed the test of protecting Western Australians to date. People absolutely do feel 
safe, but that does not mean that the government members can put their caps on and go off to sit down and have 
a glass of chardonnay—if that is what the Premier drinks; I gather that he would be a chardonnay drinker. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: He does not drink? He sits down and has his cordial or whatever it is and says, “Geez, I’m 
Mr 91 per cent. I’m going well here.” Yet the looming problem that is escalating every day is the shortage of workers 
and dealing with small businesses that have not got out of the woods yet. They have not had a chance to go through 
their accounts. They have not had a chance to sit down and go through how the three or four months of trade that 
they lost has impacted their business. A lot of businesses have still not recovered because they rely on tourists 
from the east coast and internationally. We have exhausted business owners who have to shut up shop and that 
reduces their ability to earn money. Business owners are not able to pay for workers’ accommodation, if they are 
able to find workers, because there is no accommodation. We are seeing that right throughout Western Australia. 
One article after another is written about this: “Shortage threatens industry” is one. These articles are right across 
regional WA. “Staff shortage bites” is another article. Businesses in Exmouth are among those who are going to 
benefit from the new campaign. The article continues — 

Exmouth is among the towns experiencing harsh labour shortages because of COVID-19 travel restrictions. 
… 
Exmouth Escape Resort manager Jeanette Caputo said anything to attract workers to Exmouth was good, 
however, the real concern was the lack of housing available for them. 

They have at least five housekeeping vacancies. It continues — 
“Affordable worker accommodation supply will be the issue for this campaign to be successful in 
Exmouth and we urge the Government to speed up the process in developing land for this purpose before 
market conditions change,” … 

These articles deliver warnings: iceberg ahead! Now is the time that we need this government to act on those issues 
when we hear about surpluses and when we hear the Minister for Transport talking about $260 million a month 
being ploughed into metropolitan transport. When it comes to regional WA, we have massive infrastructure issues. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The previous government eased the pressure of workers’ accommodation in places like 
Karratha, which was going through the boom, Port Hedland and Coral Bay. Now places such as Exmouth, Kalbarri, 
Shark Bay and Coral Bay need workers’ accommodation. Those places are where the market fails those places 
because the wages are not there to be able to pay those high rents. This is when we need the government to step in 
and get involved to help out small businesses and tourism. The government will be tested on this come the March 
state election. It is not all beer and skittles for this Labor government. People are starting to see it and get upset. It 
is starting to hurt their hip pockets and it is starting to affect people’s lives. 
As the Leader of the National Party said, we support the hard border, but we do not want to see what is happening 
now, which is that people are not able to return home to Western Australia. People are not able to come here because 
they have a job. The Premier says that it is up to the WA Police Force to choose who comes in and who does not, 
but I remember the Premier talking about how he will never let Clive Palmer in. Who is picking and choosing 
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here? I will read members this from my notes. The AHA secures a pathway for migration into Western Australia 
of interstate specialised staff. The Australian Hotels Association has secured from the WA government a clear 
policy for employers in the hotel and hospitality industry that are seeking to obtain permission for specialist skilled 
staff to migrate and enter WA to commence work. With the support of the tourism minister, labour shortages for 
chefs, experienced cooks and senior operational and management staff will be recognised as areas of pre-existing 
need for the purpose of considering the G2G PASS. Individuals cannot enter WA unless they are an exempt 
traveller and are approved to enter. A G2G PASS is an online mobile application that allows an individual approval 
to travel to Western Australia for an approved purpose. The current quarantine directions provide an exemption 
for individuals who have specialist skills not available in WA. WA Police Force advise that every application is 
assessed on a case-by-case basis, and favourable consideration will be given to those who have contracts in place 
and are permanently relocating to Western Australia. 
There we have it—the hard border! I think the hard border is now a slogan when it comes to chopping and changing 
things as the Premier sees fit. But I agree with the ability to get specialised workers here in Western Australia. 
I agree that if businesses cannot find people to work in their job, they can look abroad to get people to come into 
Western Australia, as long as those people adhere to the policies. They need to have a COVID-19 test. If a person 
lives over on the east coast, they need to quarantine for 14 days and perhaps have another COVID-19 test during 
quarantine or after it. The government needs to put those procedures in place to ensure that Western Australia is 
protected and, by the same token, they do not hurt our agriculture, small businesses, tourism, heavy haulage and 
other businesses around Western Australia.  
I will read members this email that I received about someone trying to come home. This problem is growing on 
a day-by-day basis. This email was sent to the Premier and states — 

Dear Premier 
I write to you with regards to the hotel quarantine situation in Perth. Firstly, congratulations on keeping 
Western Australians safe and their economy functioning as close to normally as possible during this 
unprecedented global pandemic. I am supportive of your hard border stance despite it making it challenging 
for us as a family to return to our home state of WA from where we currently are in regional Victoria. 
I understand how imperative it is to not let COVID-19 unwittingly enter our beautiful State where the 
consequences would be truly devastating if it spread unchecked, particularly in regional areas. 
My main reason for writing to you is to implore you to review the hotel quarantine situation in Perth. 
Whilst I understand and support it in principle, I ask that you consider reviewing the suitability of the 
arrangements for families, particularly those with young children. As a family with three children under 
the age of six it is completely impractical, unsafe and simply more difficult than it needs to be, to be made 
to stay in a single hotel room for 14 days with nothing more than a bar fridge and a kettle. Even if an 
adjoining room can be secured, at significant additional cost, there are still no facilities for preparing basic 
foods, snacks, washing dishes or a washing machine for doing the prolific washing that accompanies 
young children (even, or especially those cooped up in a single room!). 
Whilst I am confident the hotels who are participating in the hotel quarantine program are doing their best 
to assist and accommodate families in these difficult circumstances, the fact remains that this style of 
accommodation is not suitable and as someone who has previously worked for Tourism WA during your 
time as Tourism Minister, I know there are many better options in Perth to specifically cater to this group 
of people, who genuinely want to do the right thing and are simply wanting to return home in trying times. 
I simply ask that you review this and consider negotiating another provider that may be able to better cater 
to families such as self contained apartment style hotels or at least one that has rooms with kitchenettes. 

That is becoming a common occurrence. I know that person is finding it difficult to get back to Western Australia 
with their young family. Today there was discussion and debate in Parliament about opening up detention centres 
and so forth, but how could we put kids in detention centres? 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: How can this government put Australians who want to come back home, with children, into — 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Australian citizens were put there by your government! 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: That is what happened when we were trying to evacuate many people from China to save their 
lives. The member can get up and have a chat about that, but that was a very different set of circumstances from 
that of getting Western Australians, who have families and live abroad, back to Western Australia. We should not 
be sticking them in a place surrounded by a barbed-wired fence when we have the ability to quarantine people in 
hotels to make sure that they are safe. The hypocrisy that exists on the government side is amazing! 
Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re a disgrace. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: The member is the disgrace because he does not want to put — 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
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Mr V.A. CATANIA: The member does not want to put asylum seekers into detention centres but it is okay to put 
Australians into detention centres! 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Just stop yelling at each other, please! Thank you. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: As I have said, this is — 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister! I call you for the first time. Go ahead, member. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Western Australians are unable to come back home, even if they are a doctor who is working 
over east in regional Victoria. It is extremely difficult for them to come into Western Australia, let alone deal with 
the complexities that exist between the Victorian, New South Wales and South Australian borders. It is difficult 
for a person who lives outside of Western Australia to come into Western Australia to take a job to fill one of those 
roles that small businesses desperately need filled to make sure that our tourism experience is a memorable one. 
The Tourism Council of WA has been advocating for the extension of backpackers’ visas. It has said that there are 
usually around 14 000 backpackers in Western Australia, but it estimates that around 5 000 to 6 000 remain, with 
backpackers leaving at a rate of 1 000 to 2 000 a month. This is a great opportunity for the federal government to 
extend their visas. I hope that the Premier has brought that to the attention of the Prime Minister in the national cabinet 
meetings to ensure that we might be able to fill some of those thousands of jobs that need to be filled, particularly 
in the hospitality and horticulture sectors. The shortage that has hit those sectors will only get worse during the 
September–October school holidays. As we move into the horticultural picking season after the school holidays, 
workers will be even more desperately needed. 
As I said, this government has all these slogans but the proof is in the pudding when it comes to delivering on the 
needs of Western Australia. I have not even touched on the infrastructure shortage. When tourists visit places like 
Exmouth and Coral Bay, the sewerage ponds cannot cope with the amount of waste. Power is another issue, as is 
mobile phone communication—one cannot download because the system cannot take it. The tourism hotspots in 
regional WA are going through what mining or resources towns like Karratha and Port Hedland went through in 
the past. When the iron ore price is $US126 a tonne and the government has a budget surplus, it needs to invest in 
those areas that keep our economy going. It needs to invest in our tourism areas and make sure that the infrastructure 
is there so that when people travel to regional WA, they can make the most of that wonderful experience. 
I support this motion. We need the government to step up. We need the Premier to stop using slogans and to do 
the hard yards to help those people who need it in regional tourism towns and the agricultural sector, because they 
are suffering. This will bite the Premier when it comes to the March election because he has no plan and no 
understanding of what is happening in regional Western Australia. 
MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Child Protection) [5.27 pm]: That was unforgivable; I nearly 
called you “Mr Speaker”—that is probably a penalty for a Minister for Women’s Interests. Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, for giving me the call. I want to address some of the issues in the motion. Part of the reason I am here is 
that the motion referred to the impact of the pandemic on not-for-profits and the community sector in regional areas, 
so I will take the opportunity to speak about that. I also want to put on the record some of the initiatives that the 
state government has taken to try to address the challenges that exist in regional Western Australia at this time. As 
many people have observed, we have almost been a victim of our success, in a way, particularly with the tourist 
accommodation pressures and employment pressures with the number of people who are visiting some of the regional 
areas. That has been particularly challenging. We have been trying to get people to visit regional Western Australia, 
but of course they do not have many other choices if they want to take a holiday. That has been fantastic, but it has 
brought its own challenges. Essentially, though, I understand that the motion is first and foremost about understanding 
that in regional areas the challenges of COVID and the situation we find ourselves in in 2020 is different from what 
is occurring in the metro area and, perhaps, also in regional centres. That particularly relates to agriculture, but also 
relates to the challenges of smaller population centres. I will speak about that. 
First, I will make a few points. I listened very carefully to the Leader of the Nationals WA and the other two speakers, 
who are both members of the Nationals WA, and what they spoke about this afternoon. They were very long and 
detailed on outlining the problem, but very short on solutions. They outlined the problems, which we are aware of, 
but they were very short on the question of the agricultural workforce and the immediate issues that are being faced 
around the country with what is usually a seasonal workforce, whether that is composed of international backpackers 
or other transitory workers who are usually available to meet those seasonal needs in the agricultural industry. There 
is no doubt that that is a challenge. It is not an area about which I pretend to have any expertise, but even the most 
casual observer can see that there is a challenge. The state government invested in the Work and Wander Out Yonder 
promotional campaign, but even that was not sufficient for the members of the opposition, particularly for members 
of the National Party. They were insulted that we would try to portray working in regional areas as a pleasant or good 
experience. That is even though I think it was the member for Warren–Blackwood who talked about surfing. 
Mr D.T. Redman: It was me. 
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Ms S.F. McGURK: That campaign was to try to accommodate people who might be interested in going to regional 
areas and to show them what the pluses would be. That was clearly the point of that advertising campaign. It was 
to capture people’s imagination and to get them to start thinking about how they could perhaps go out and get some 
work and some income as well as enjoy travelling and visiting the regional areas of our state. First and foremost, 
the state government has been focused on making sure that Western Australians are safe. I know that it has been 
incredibly frustrating and galling for the opposition to see the Premier at such high levels of popularity and 
appreciation of not only his efforts, but also his judgement on these issues. He has taken good advice from those 
around him at senior levels. The Minister for Health, the Deputy Premier, who has just joined us in the chamber, 
is amongst them. The Premier has taken advice from senior public servants and people in our public health system 
about all the strategic issues and exercised good judgement. He has been a clear communicator and has been 
consistent in his messages. At times, he has stood firm when those views have not been popular. People have had 
the opportunity to see those issues communicated on social media and to compare him with leaders who are not 
able to communicate well, or articulate the challenges or their position well. People in other jurisdictions despair 
of their political leadership, particularly those who are overseas. In Western Australia people understand that they 
are lucky to have a political leader such as we have. That is why he is popular. In everything I have heard the 
Premier speak about, he has not shirked away from the difficult issues or from communicating with the public that 
he is grappling with difficult issues. As a government, we are grappling with difficult issues, such as the challenge 
of wanting to make sure industry is kept going as much as possible. Very early on in the piece, around March, 
April and May, we made sure that key parts of our resource sector could continue to work without compromising the 
safety of the state with people travelling from outside the state or from areas that were perhaps contaminated. That 
was a challenge that was before us. There is no doubt about the challenge of the agriculture industry to make sure 
that there is a seasonal workforce that is skilled and capable of doing the work that is necessary is one of the current 
challenges before us. For the WA government under Mark McGowan, keeping people safe from COVID and making 
sure that we have policy settings that are now widely recognised as having been very effective has been a priority. 

We have also begun a number of initiatives. Members in this chamber are well aware of the Work and Wander Out 
Yonder campaign, which encourages Western Australians to embark on a working holiday. Over 100 jobs are now 
listed on Seek under that campaign. Tens of thousands of page-views have highlighted job opportunities through Seek 
and Gumtree and the like. The Studium job-matching platform for Western Australian matches employees with jobs 
in the agriculture and food businesses. The Minister for Agriculture and Food has been very focused in her efforts to 
understand the problem and to come up with practical solutions and advocate for those in government. Again, despite 
what the opposition might wish for, there is no contention in cabinet about the challenges. We have a united approach 
to deal with those issues. The Studium platform is available to employers, labour-hire businesses and regional 
recruiting companies at no cost. It includes one-on-one support from Studium to register and connect with jobseekers. 
As of yesterday, more than 12 000 jobseekers were on that platform, with 255 employers offering employment. As of 
yesterday, there had been 1 772 connections made between employers and jobseekers. We do not rely solely on that and 
say that our job is done. There will be continued efforts to test that platform to see whether it results in solutions on the 
ground, but it is a practical mechanism that matches demand and supply for jobs in regional areas. Depending on the 
crop, each employer or labour-hire company may have one or hundreds of job positions on offer. In a tight labour market, 
employers need to proactively pursue interested jobseekers to get them to complete the recruitment process. We are 
trying to make sure that that information is out there. I do not doubt that regional members here want to see their 
employers and, in this case, the agricultural industry—farmers and the like—matched with suitable employees. 

Members may be aware of the various support packages. There is $3 million to help attract Western Australians 
to seasonal agricultural jobs across the regions. The state government will provide $3 360 for an accommodation 
cost rebate and up to $500 in travel support. The primary industries workers regional travel and accommodation 
support scheme—catchy name!—will assist agriculture, fisheries and food processing businesses in regional areas 
that are experiencing labour shortages as a result of the pandemic. These are practical measures that the state 
government is putting in place to make sure that there are clear incentives—not only bonuses—and practical 
supports to make sure that when people go to those areas, they have additional accommodation support. The state 
government continues to advocate for the commonwealth to do more to support the sector and to incentivise the 
uptake of horticultural and agricultural opportunities, including through flexibility with Jobseeker payments.  

Yesterday, the federal Parliament’s Joint Standing Committee on Migration handed down its “Interim Report of 
the Inquiry into the Working Holiday Maker Program”. It supports the McGowan government’s action plan to bring 
in this year’s harvest. The inquiry, which began in June, examined the impacts of necessary COVID international 
border restrictions on the working holiday-maker program, with a focus on managing the disruption to industries that 
traditionally rely on backpacker labour, including agriculture and tourism. A number of recommendations were made 
in the interim report, which I think are worth referring to. These recommendations align perfectly with the steps 
that this state government has taken to deal with the issue in Western Australia. 

The committee’s first recommendation is for the federal government to implement a Have a Gap Year at Home 
campaign to attract school and university leavers to regional work, appealing to young Western Australians’ sense of 
adventure. This is completely consistent with the Work and Wander Out Yonder campaign. The second recommendation 
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is that the federal government enables workers to stay on JobSeeker payments while undertaking agricultural work. 
This recommendation follows a proposal that was advocated to the federal government—members would have 
heard it raised by the Premier and Minister for Agriculture and Food. It is being discussed practically and in the 
media. It is a very straightforward and practical measure, if unusual. I have heard the Premier speak about it. It would 
be specific to this year and this season. Although it is not something that would usually be endorsed, it makes sense 
as a particular incentive for an urgent situation. The committee’s third recommendation is for the federal government 
to “establish a one-off payment to help with the travel and accommodation costs” for jobseekers moving to the 
regions. We have already provided some of those incentives at a state level. The incentives will take effect from 
21 September this year. 

In Western Australia, the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development is engaging the regional 
development commissions and the Western Australian Local Government Association to explore accommodation 
options, which will work with the state government’s incentives. We are starting to see the themes come through. 
No new ideas came from the state opposition, but there are consistent themes for the practical measures that could be 
put in place for an urgent situation in the agricultural sector. The agricultural support that is specifically available in 
Western Australia allows workers who move more than 100 kilometres to work in the regions to claim $40 a night 
as an accommodation rebate for up to 12 weeks. The rebate also applies to regional accommodation costs incurred 
from 21 September. A minimum of two weeks’ work must be undertaken in order to make a claim. For travel support, 
a travel rebate will be available for those relocating more than 100 kilometres from their usual place of residence. 
These are both state government rebates or assistance packages. The relocation allowance is $150 for employment in 
the Peel region, the south west, great southern, wheatbelt, midwest, goldfields and Esperance; $350 for employment 
in the Gascoyne and Pilbara; and $500 for employment in the Kimberley. Similar to the accommodation rebate, 
a minimum of two weeks’ work must be undertaken to make a claim. 

The themes coming through for what the federal government can do are entirely consistent with what the Premier 
has advocated for and what we are putting in place in Western Australia. I listened very keenly to what the three 
previous speakers said on this motion and I did not hear a lot of practical proposals, except that we absolutely need 
to do something. 

Mr V.A. Catania: Build some workers’ accommodation was one. 

Ms S.F. McGURK: I will get to the recovery packages; I am very happy to speak about them. On 26 July, the 
Premier launched an unprecedented and massive $5.5 billion WA recovery plan. This followed significant 
stakeholder engagement through ministerial state round tables and the State Recovery Advisory Group. The plan 
focuses on reopening, restoration and reform. We are focused on getting industry back on its feet and fast-tracking 
Western Australian jobs, but it is equally important not to compromise community safety in that effort. We need 
to support the people who have been most affected and protect our most vulnerable. 

The pandemic has impacted the community in many layers, and the Western Australian government is looking at 
ways in which we can give more support to the most vulnerable. I will briefly address those. We have invested over 
$28 million in my portfolio areas for victims of family and domestic violence by expanding refuges, strengthening 
response teams and increasing the number of outreach workers across the state, including in many regional areas. 
One of those refuges is, of course, in the Peel region. Across Western Australia, $6.8 million was provided to increase 
the number of financial counsellors and support staff, and to provide funding for traineeships and scholarships to 
help people cope with financial pressures. Many of these support packages not only support existing services, but 
also train people in order to increase the capacity of these services in regional areas. We are also providing funding 
to increase employment opportunities for vulnerable women through a job retraining scheme for women in refuges 
and to offer more financial support for those services. In addition, a one-off support payment of $3.7 million is 
being provided to foster carers and carers, including grandcarers and people under special guardianship orders. 
I spoke about this in question time today. They will receive $500 for the first child in their care and $250 for each 
additional child in the household. The Lotterywest COVID-19 relief fund of $159 million will also support 
organisations that are helping people who are experiencing hardship. We debated that in this house because we 
redirected the legislation to make sure that Lotterywest is very focused on supporting COVID-affected organisations. 
It will make sure that not-for-profit or community organisations, including sporting and arts organisations that 
have had some of their income displaced by COVID, are no worse off. We were able to respond to those businesses. 

In the Department of Communities, a series of task forces was set up by the director general and senior people in 
the department. They will make sure that we have a really good focus on what is happening to people in the regions, 
including people with disability, the impact of family and domestic violence, homeless people, seniors, children 
in care, outcomes for Aboriginal people and partnerships, and remote Aboriginal communities. A huge amount of 
work was undertaken to assist Aboriginal people to get back to their communities and stay safe. Other task forces 
were set up for mental health, alcohol and other drugs, and young people. These task forces provided an input into 
the state government’s effort at the height of the pandemic, as well as in the development of the recovery plan. 

I will speak briefly about the early childhood sector because this sector looked very quickly like it was going to be 
affected. I was on a number of hook-ups through the Australian Education Council with my counterparts in other 
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states and the federal minister responsible to look at the impact on the early childhood education and care sector. 
Parents had to stay home because of COVID, so the centres were challenged to keep operating when they had fewer 
people coming through the doors. On the other hand, essential workers absolutely relied on those centres operating 
in order to do their work in the health sector, schools and police—any essential workers. In Western Australia, of 
course, essential workers included anyone who could continue to work safely. The federal government came through 
for a time with a good package, which enabled those centres to not only continue to get a portion of the early 
childhood sector subsidies, but also access JobKeeper payments and allow parents to access those services free of 
charge. That was very welcome, but it also had a knock-on effect for a number of centres, which were saying that 
although they were full and adhering to the ratio requirements in their centres, they were not getting their full income; 
they were getting only a portion of the subsidy. We had a knock-on effect and we were trying to work our way 
through those issues and also understand that different centres were in difficult positions because of their locations 
throughout the state. Their status is not for profit. For instance, Goodstart Early Learning is a massive operation 
nationally, but technically it did not fit the low-income criteria of the not-for-profit sector. We were able to work our 
way through that. At the moment, I think centres in Western Australia are coping well. However, we know that once 
JobKeeper and JobSeeker support starts to change, that is likely to have a knock-on effect on the early childhood sector. 
I want to briefly speak about the regional early education and development model. It was established in response to 
the need for innovative service delivery—a different model to address early childhood education and care services 
in the wheatbelt region of Western Australia. It had its genesis under the previous government. We picked it up and 
helped support it. Initial funding of $811 000 was provided through the royalties for regions regional community 
child care development fund. We have spoken about that in this house. Essentially, it is a complex large-scale project. 
It involved the establishment of a new regional entity and the merger of between 20 and 25 individual small centres 
with the regional entities. The accreditation for early childhood recognition under the state government system is 
held by the regional entity. A number of smaller organisations sit underneath that and are able to operate on a scale 
when they would not normally be able to continue operating on their own as they would not have the capacity 
to undertake all that is required to maintain their accreditation. I am very pleased to report that as of July, I think 
18 services across the wheatbelt were merged with REED. That includes some of the bigger centres such as 
Narrogin, Merredin and Wundowie and smaller centres such as Yilgarn and Darkan, and I think there is another 
in Dowerin, which will be the nineteenth centre to come on board. That is a very good example of an innovative 
approach in a regional area that in itself is a form of employment for mainly women in regional areas. It is attractive. 
It means that regional towns have viable child care, which is crucial for working families. As I said, they are able 
to operate on a scale that is a little more flexible than normal. I acknowledge the people who have worked hard to 
make that happen in their centre in regional areas, including Helen Creed, who has been working hard to ensure 
that it has continued, and others have helped establish that model. A couple of centres have been challenged during 
COVID but REED is a central regional body that is able to support those individual centres. Even if they have to 
close their doors for the duration of COVID, that is not ideal, but when they are in a position to start up again, they 
will have a body in place that can support them and pick them up again if they need that. 
There was an interjection earlier about accommodation for regional workers. I am happy that the member has been 
paying close attention to the $318 million social housing economic recovery package. This is a package of social 
housing that we have invested in. It will include a huge boost for the construction industry, it will create jobs and 
it will also present an opportunity to invest in new and existing social housing across the state. Of course, it will 
also assist some of the most vulnerable in our community. We are prioritising that work as we speak. The Minister 
for Housing is very focused on that, as is the Department of Communities. We understand that this will immediately 
boost jobs throughout the state and also the housing and accommodation that is needed. 
Turning to volunteering, we knew that volunteers across the state, particularly many who are older, were challenged 
by the pandemic. People were worried about the services that rely very heavily on volunteering and the clients 
who rely on those volunteers being left exposed because of older volunteers, for instance, not wanting to expose 
themselves, quite rightly and fairly. It is a vital role. The Minister for Volunteering is in the chamber. A package 
of $1.5 million was provided to the sector to support its development. I have been advised by Volunteering WA 
that it has been doing well. It took a hit early in the COVID response but now two-thirds of its volunteers are 
stepping back into their roles. The sector has also worked hard to look at different ways of providing services—
working digitally, for instance. People know that virtual delivery and contact with people is not as hard as initially 
thought. People have picked up these opportunities and found that they can benefit from new ways of working 
under COVID. Volunteering WA recently conducted a survey of its members, which indicated that about 80 per cent 
of volunteer organisations are confident that they will be able to return to pre-COVID levels of activity. We have 
seen a loss of some volunteers, particularly older people, who chose not to return to their roles. If some programs 
are not reactivated, particularly in aged-care and healthcare centres, Volunteering WA has told us that it is working 
with the state government to reinforce messages pertaining to reducing the risk of community transmission. 
Members would be aware, particularly those on the other side of the house, that Volunteering WA operates regional 
hubs in the wheatbelt, the Pilbara and the Kimberley. We are investing in new training resources to ensure that we 
are not losing capacity in those sectors. It is a fantastic example of where we have invested in peak bodies in 
regional centres and then gone out and made sure that people are supported in these challenging times. 
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I have taken up what feels like quite a bit of time, but there is a lot to talk about in making sure we understand the 
challenges in the regions. We are responding to those challenges. As I said before, it galls the opposition that the 
Premier is being recognised so widely in Western Australia as providing solid judgement and attention to these 
issues, and he has yielded such good results. 

Finally, I think TAFE investment is significant. It resonates well publicly because people know that investment in 
vocational training, particularly through the TAFE system, is such a fantastic opportunity. It is a really practical and 
immediate injection that we can make in skills not only immediately, but also in the future. Regional Western Australia 
will benefit from upgrades as part of the recovery stimulus totalling $79.1 million into regional TAFEs, including 
$17 million to South Regional TAFE in Albany; $22 million to North Regional TAFE in South Hedland; 
$2 million for upgrades to Central Regional TAFE in Northam; and $5 million towards a new classroom at 
North Regional TAFE in Roebourne. They are the capital injections. In terms of the course subsidies, examples 
of free TAFE short courses include work in the agricultural skill set to rapidly skill workers to fill farm labouring 
positions left vacant by temporary work visa holders. The peak periods for employment are, currently, from June 
to September. A heavy haulage driver operator is another skill set. That will articulate—excuse the pun—into 
a certificate II traineeship. They are two examples of free TAFE short courses. There are also construction courses. 
The fees for full-time students have been significantly reduced for certificates II and III in horticulture and 
certificate II in rural operations. The certificate III in horticulture has halved from $626 to $313. There is also 
a certificate IV in community services. A better example is probably the diploma of early childhood education and 
care. Again, the fee is being halved so they are really significant subsidies, understanding that there is demand in 
those areas and that we need to push people to think about taking up those qualifications. 

I hope I have demonstrated to the house how seriously this government takes not only the particular challenges of 
the pandemic, but also listening to regional areas and providing practical assistance where it is needed. 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [6.00 pm]: I rise to enthusiastically support the motion put forward by the Nationals WA 
and certainly the Liberal Party supports it. The bottom line is that the state government, through conscious choice, 
will put Western Australian households in major distress because the price of fruit and vegetables will skyrocket to 
unparalleled levels and that will hurt most the poorest in the community. The reason for that is that the state government 
is actively choosing not to do anything to bring in the required workforce that this state needs to bring in the critical fruit 
and vegetables that come into our households and are exported. The minister made the point that we are offering no 
solutions. We have not offered solutions but there are solutions; the solution is to bring in those people in a safe way. 
There is no secret about how to do that. I believe that over 40 000 people have come into this state since the so-called 
hard border began. I understand that over 7 000 of those people have come into the state without any quarantine 
whatsoever. I might also say that the government appears now to be very shy about this. It does not want the people of 
Western Australia to know these numbers because it is refusing to provide that information when we ask questions in 
the upper house. Further to that, people are coming in and going out of this state and it appears that it is the people from 
the top end of town. I have seen one particular local billionaire, who a few days ago was in Papua New Guinea. Then he 
was nearly involved in a terrible incident in Afghanistan. I expect he will sail back into the state and I doubt very much 
that he will quarantine for two weeks. I met a senior businessperson from this town. The minister might be 
interested in this. I was at a meeting with him and went up to shake his hand, as you do, or offer my elbow, and he said, 
“Look, I won’t shake your hand, I’ve just come back from Melbourne.” I can tell you that it is not clear to me why that 
person is any more or less a risk to the state than people who could come into the agricultural region. 

We certainly do not support people coming into this state willy-nilly. We have never supported that. We appreciate 
that this pandemic is a real threat to people’s lives and that we have to make sure we bring in people in a controlled 
way. I am really concerned about the way this whole issue of the so-called hard borders has developed. We do not 
have hard borders; we have controlled borders. The Premier is creating a myth that somehow people in this state 
are being protected because we are not letting people in and that we have a ring-fence, or a cement tank, around 
the state. We are not letting anyone into the state because of the so-called hard borders. It is rubbish; it is a myth. 
That is why I believe the government has stopped providing figures to us. It must know the figures. This is a highly 
controlled process. The police rigorously assess every application from people wanting to come into the state. 
I think I know why the government has stopped providing figures to us. Members opposite, including the minister 
and others, have referred by interjection to the 91 per cent popularity of the Premier. The Labor Party discovered 
along the way with the initial response to this COVID crisis that it is a popular theme. It is popular with the people 
of Western Australia to appear to be taking a hard stance and to appear to be in control. In fact, the tougher you 
talk, the more popular you are. There is huge popularity for the Premier. The Premier has always craved popularity. 
Some of us in this place have pretty good memories. Remember the Darling Range by-election. Remember who 
the Labor candidate was. I do not because every poster, every bus and every truck the Labor Party put out had the 
Premier’s face on it—every one. The Premier believed that his popularity was so great that he would carry that 
by-election. What happened, members? There was a 9.3 per cent swing against the Labor Party. The Premier was 
disappointed and upset and we got an outstanding member of Parliament, so thanks for that. Then the Premier thought, 
“No; the public made a mistake last time; it did not realise how important and how popular and how prescient 
I am.” Do members remember any federal Labor candidates at the federal election? 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Member, you are drifting a little bit off the motion. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: This goes to the motive for the approach the government is taking on this matter. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no mention in here of what you are going on about, so unless you come back 
to what the motion talks about, I will sit you down. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I will come back to it very rapidly. Thank you very much, Acting Speaker, as always. We saw 
that in fact the Premier using his popularity was a failure and we had a swing towards us. I will not go through the 
seats out of respect for your direction, Acting Speaker. The simple fact is that the Labor Party did not win those 
seats that it thought it would win. 
Finally, the public got it wrong twice before they realised that the Premier is a wonderful person who is saving the 
nation. I might say that a number of states are performing as well for the same reasons; that is, good sensible 
control, and I respect that. I have known the Minister for Health for a long time and have always said to him that 
I respect his good work. I have said that outside this place and I have said it inside this place. Yes, there has been 
some good work, but the truth is that other states have done that as well. The reality is that Western Australia 
started in a profoundly good position. The number of infections in each state—I looked at some statistics on this at 
the start of this whole crisis—correlated almost perfectly with the number of overseas visitors they had each year. 
New South Wales has more than double the number of tourists per head of population that Western Australia does. 
In fact, I think that given what it had to cope with, it is the state that, overall, has managed to control COVID-19 
the best. Obviously, in Victoria it has gone badly awry. 
I respect that the government is putting a good amount of effort into that control. But, as I said, that is no reason 
whatsoever to stop people coming into this state who are required for the state. It appears that the people sitting at 
dinner tables with the Premier during a quarantine period are critical to this state. Somehow those people get 
through; they are coming to-and-fro and travelling wherever, but workers who are crucial to this state have not 
been able to come into Western Australia. This is a crisis—this is genuinely a crisis. I know that there are members 
opposite who do not do their homework and others who do. The Minister for Mines and Petroleum gets around 
and about, but I am not sure he gets around and about in the agricultural industry. Like other members, including 
the member for North West Central, the member for Roe, the Leader of the National Party and others, over the last 
couple of months I made a lot of effort to get out into the regions. I have been through Fitzroy Crossing in the 
Fitzroy Valley, and Broome; I travelled all through station country in that region. I travelled down all through the 
wheatbelt, out to Lake Grace, down to my old hometown of Cranbrook. I also travelled through the Peel region. 
I can tell members that there is an absolute crisis. 
I will refer to the horticultural region in north Wanneroo. Members do not have to drive far; just drive up there. 
I will tell members what is happening today: vegetables are being ploughed into the ground because they cannot 
be harvested. Right now, major vegetable producers in the north Wanneroo area are planting half, or less than half, 
of their normal crop. Right now, one of the major strawberry producers in that area is burning strawberry plants 
because they cannot harvest them.  
Right now, sheep farmers in the south west of Australia are looking for shearers. Anyone who knows anything 
about sheep farming knows that now is the crisis time for sheep. The spring feed is coming through. The sheep get 
this massive dose of feed and the sheep scour and get dirty. If they are not crutched, they will be fly-blown and die 
from sepsis because of flystrike. Farmers will do everything in their capacity to prevent it. There are simply not 
enough shearers in the state to cope with that load. There are a number of farmers in this chamber. Every day that 
a farmer waits, sheep are fly-struck and some of them will die. I know some of those farmers and it breaks their 
hearts. They will do what they can, but shearers are simply not there. When it comes to the clip, Western Australia 
is short by 300 shearers. I do not know whether any members opposite have ever tried shearing; it is a highly skilled 
task. It will take someone two to three years to go from being an apprentice or rouseabout through to becoming 
a shearer. Those shearers are simply not there. 
When it comes to truck drivers, one of the major trucking organisations has reported that over 300 trucks in 
Western Australia are parked up right now. A number of truck drivers for that organisation are probably members 
of the union that the Acting Speaker (Mr S.J. Price) used to represent. Those 300 trucks are parked up — 
Mr W.J. Johnston: The Australian Workers’ Union? 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes. They do everything, do they not? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): They do. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: They have broad coverage! 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Don’t tell the TWU! 
The ACTING SPEAKER: It is an ongoing discussion. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: He would have liked to have been in the TWU!  
Mr W.J. Johnston: The AWU used to call itself the one big union. 
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Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, that is it. Sorry, I have given away the plans! 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I like the AWU—they are good guys! I was not perhaps as precise as I could have been, but 
that is life! 
Three hundred trucks are parked up today. That is enormously serious. These are really simple issues. The grain 
crop last year was more than average. That grain crop is still being cleared from wheat bins to make way for this 
year’s crop. This year’s season has been interesting. It has been a season without good rainfall run-off. However, 
it has been a superb season for the crop. If the season continues as it is, and nothing bad happens—which it always 
could—this year we will have an above-average crop in this state. There is a serious risk that there will not be 
enough grain cleared from the bins to take that grain, but certainly we will not have the capacity to move that crop. 
That will be a direct economic loss to this state. I understand the state government is doing things right now to try 
to increase the workforce. I celebrate that. Great; if it can get workers in this state to take on those jobs and those 
responsibilities, I really welcome that. However, someone cannot be trained to drive a road train in four days at 
Muresk. It is impossible. They might be able to learn to drive a small basic farm truck, but they will not be able to 
drive the trucks that actually carry grain or wool bales on country roads. 
I grew up on a farm; I will not bang on about it. The farming I knew is totally different from farming today. The 
larger part of the workforce in all of our regional areas is in fact a seasonal workforce. I hear the term “backpackers” 
thrown around as, “Backpackers are jolly kids going out there and doing all these jobs.” The overwhelming majority 
of these people are not backpackers. They are in fact seasonal workers from overseas who are highly skilled and 
who come back year after year. Some of those jobs in regional areas are quite menial, not in the sense of being 
trivial jobs but in the sense that the workers are picking something and putting it in a packing case. Many of those 
jobs are also highly skilled. I visited five different stations in the Fitzroy Valley region and received a bit of an 
education on a number of issues. Two-thirds of the workforce on the stations are, in fact, seasonal workers. The larger 
part of the work involved in drafting the cattle, sorting them and getting them shipped off the properties is carried 
out by a seasonal workforce. Again, it is skilled work. I know people might look at pictures and think they can do 
that. I welcome any member from this place jumping in a pen of cattle and trying to draft off the poddy calves 
from the rest. It is skilled, hard work. I applaud the efforts of the state government to try to get people out into the 
bush. This should not be a COVID-19 focus; this should be a focus that continues for some time. Get younger people 
out into regional areas. I think it expands their minds, broadens their backs and gives them a wonderful experience 
that will hold them in good stead for the rest of their lives. However, those initiatives will simply not deal with the 
crisis we have right now. 
I visited a table grape company in Waroona. This company has invested, literally, millions and millions of dollars 
in developing the most fantastic horticultural set-up. It exports, again literally, millions of dollars of produce up 
into Asia—a large part into China. It is a specialist organisation. It managed to get its vines pruned and they are 
now fruiting. This is an enormously high-value product that will go into the Asian market. There is an absolute 
real risk that the majority of the crop will rot on the vine. It is actually true: the majority of that crop may rot on 
the vine. Not only is it a small business—a group of really enterprising people who have just put everything on the 
line to grow this industry—but also they are looking to invest millions more dollars in this industry. That would 
obviously benefit local employment. Critically, this organisation cannot get sufficient labour, even though it has tried. 
It would prefer local workers. It has actively brought in local workers. These are professional, good employers 
who offer excellent terms of employment. They offer a good salary; food and board is covered. If food, board and 
pay is combined, it is probably equivalent to $50 or more an hour. They will transport people there and so on. They 
have never managed to keep a local worker for a season when it comes down to the pruning and cutting work. 
They have been able to get local workers for other work. There is an enormous risk that their crop, or a large part of 
it, will rot on the vine. It is not just that that private business will take an enormous financial hit and it is not just that 
it has lost income; it is that millions and millions of dollars of export income will not come to Western Australia. 
Western Australia is a premium exporter of carrots to the rest of the world. Western Australia will probably not be 
at all this year. Millions of dollars of export income will not come into this state. This is a crisis now. I heard all 
the good words; I understand the good intent of the state government in relation to trying to get people to do that 
work, but it simply will not cover it. 
When I went up to Broome, I was told by businesspeople there that, yes, they are full. They are as full as they can 
be, but they are actually half full because they cannot get workers to work in those places. Once again, we have 
a situation in which businesses are being held back. We need workers to come into the state in an affordable and 
safe way. No-one thinks that it is open slather. No-one thinks that we should just bring in these people—let them 
flood in, and let whatever happens happen. No-one thinks that. We know, the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 
knows, the Minister for Health knows and the Premier knows that we have the capacity to bring large numbers of 
people into this state in a very safe and controlled way. The art of government is not to say, “No. I don’t care”, or 
to appear tough and to have a high rating. The art of government is to do the hard things. I do not think that this is 
hard. I do not think that it is trivial, but I also do not think that it is hard. I think that we have the capacity to bring 
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in these workers. I am certain that if the Minister for Mines and Petroleum—not to inflate his ego too much—sat 
down, he would work out a way to do this. The government needs to do it because this is serious. This is above 
politics. It is above inflating popularity by saying how tough the government is being. This is about the wellbeing 
of the state of Western Australia. It is about the wellbeing of households. Households will not be able to afford 
fruit and vegetables. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Dr D.J. HONEY: This is above ordinary politics. This is about ordinary Western Australian households. I do the 
shopping in our house every weekend. My wife works full-time; I work full-time. She carries the load and I help 
where I can. I can tell members that at the moment I can buy tomatoes for about $4 or $5 a kilo. Tomatoes will be 
$12 a kilo or more soon. At the moment I can get two good heads of broccoli for about $4 or $5. Those heads of 
broccoli will be $6 each or more soon. The price of lettuce will go up; they will cost $4 or $5. At the end of the day, 
as impecunious as we are as MPs, I reckon we will be able to feed the folk in my house. But I tell members that those 
people who are doing it tough—there are people who are really struggling at the moment and there are people who 
have lost their jobs, and all those things—will be the ones who cannot afford to buy fruit and vegetables because 
they will be just too expensive. 
I started on this point: this is going to be, unfortunately, at the feet of this Labor government. It is the government’s 
conscious choice not to bring seasonal overseas and interstate labour into the state in a safe way that will lead to 
an explosion in household expenses for basic food items that are produced in the state. I get no joy or pleasure out 
of that. I have deep empathy for people who are doing it tough and who are doing it hard. Those people should be 
able to afford fruit and vegetables. 
I might also say that typically those people who are coming here as seasonal overseas workers are not coming 
from the wealthiest parts of the world. They are not idle European kids. Some might be backpackers, but they are 
a small percentage. They are people who come from poor Pacific islands. In many cases, the income that they earn 
from fruit and vegetable picking, whether they are working on stations or working on farms driving trucks and 
tractors, is often the main income for their families in the year. They come over here and they are able to take that 
money back to their communities and to give their families a better standard of living. This is not just impacting 
on our small businesses and our communities, and on people who live in households where income is limited and 
who will be hit right between the eyes by high prices for fruit and vegetables; we are also taking money away from 
people who come over here to work so that they can take that money back to poor communities, in the majority of 
cases either north of Australia in Asia, and the Pacific Islands. 
There are templates on this. We know that the Northern Territory is currently participating in an experiment. There 
is the Pacific seasonal worker pilot scheme, which has been ongoing. There is also a trial of the seasonal worker 
program, as they call it, for the Northern Territory mango industry. The federal government wants to work with 
state governments to work out safe ways to do this. Again, they do not want open slather. They are going to bring 
them in. I exhort the state government to make every effort to come up with a way to do this. Get the Minister for 
Mines and Petroleum to come up with something. Anyone who mentions the laws of physics in question time has 
to be pretty sharp! But they need to work among themselves to work it out. Come talk to us. There has to be a way 
that we can safely bring people into this state at an affordable cost so that we are not crippling our agricultural 
industry, quite literally, from Kununurra to Esperance. It is affecting every part of the state. I strongly urge the 
state government to take that opportunity and to look after the welfare and wellbeing of this state. 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [6.25 pm]: I want to participate in 
this debate. I am always amused when the Nationals WA come in here demanding that the government support fly 
in, fly out workers and demanding that we allow FIFO workers to come and do work in regional Western Australia. 
Previously, I have heard the National Party criticise FIFO workers, but I have noticed the difference: they criticise 
FIFO workers who live in Busselton, Albany and Perth, but they do not criticise them if they live in Berlin. I do 
not understand this. I do not understand why it is okay to FIFO from Europe but it is not okay to give jobs to 
Western Australians. I also do not understand why, given that they are talking about seasonal workforces, which are 
used every season, they then say that even though there was a workforce in these locations last season, apparently, 
there is nowhere for people to stay. I get confused by that. They say that these workers from overseas locations came 
out and did picking jobs and worked on farms last year, and were accommodated, but, apparently, the accommodation 
that was used by those European and other fly in, fly out workers is not suitable for people from Perth. I do not get that. 
We have had National Party and Liberal Party members talk to us for two hours about this problem. Why did they 
talk about Coral Bay? I have listened to National Party members on dozens of occasions talk about how they had 
solved all the problems of workers in Coral Bay during their eight and a half years in government. Apparently, 
when they said those things, they were not telling us the truth. I do not understand why they want us to cover up 
for their failure. 
Let me make it clear: Western Australia’s economy is stronger than that of any other state in Australia because we have 
had that hard border that has allowed us to have the most economic and personal domestic freedom within Australia. 
Those two things go together. Members are right: it is not as though nobody is coming into Western Australia; that 
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is not correct. There are processes run by the police service of Western Australia that deal with people who apply 
to come in, in the same way that there are processes run by the commonwealth government that allow certain 
Australians and not others who seek to return to this country. There is a process for people who want to come into 
Western Australia. As members know, one reason our housing construction industry is going so well is that 
6 000-odd workers from the resources sector came here at the start of COVID-19 when we started to change the 
way that FIFO work happened, and then there are those people who have continued to return to WA through our 
hard border after quarantining. However, there are still dramatic problems with Western Australia’s economy, 
which is hardly a surprise. We are in the middle of a global pandemic and there are still restrictions on industry in 
Western Australia; therefore, we would expect the economy to continue to be disrupted. 
One of the consequences of that disruption is that more people in Western Australia are without a job than we 
would like. We want to make sure that those people are given the option to take up work. In cooperation with the 
industry, the government started advertising and job-matching campaigns to assist people in Western Australia to 
seek employment in the rural sector in regional Western Australia. As the Minister for Community Services pointed 
out, 12 000 Western Australians have registered as part of that process and are available to fill these positions. As 
I understand it, over 250 employers have already started to offer employment to those workers. As has been outlined, 
we are providing assistance to workers to travel, and we are providing accommodation assistance as well, so it is 
not as though the government of Western Australia has not been listening to industry. 
The criticism of the Nationals WA is that the adverts say that regional Western Australia is a nice place to stay. 
I always thought that that was the National Party’s position. I always thought that National Party members said 
that regional Western Australia was a good place to live, so I do not understand why they say that it is bad for the 
government of Western Australia to advertise that regional Western Australia is a decent place to go to. The member 
for Warren–Blackwood pointed out that a business in his constituency says to people, “If you’re a surfer, we’ll give 
you flexible hours. If the break’s on, go out and do it!” Guess what? That is one of the images in the advertisements 
that the Western Australian government is running. The very point that the National Party raised is exactly one of 
the points made in our ads. This shows members the depth of the ridiculous commentary of the National Party. 
National Party members also said that it is tough working in the agricultural sector. No question at all, it is 
absolutely tough work, but that is to say that Western Australia’s young people are not able to do hard work. What 
a ridiculous comment! It is ridiculous to say that Western Australian workers are not up to the task. That is what 
National Party members tell us. That is ridiculous! I back Western Australian workers and I am happy that these 
12 000 people will be supported in seeking agricultural jobs. 
There has also been discussion that skilled workers cannot train someone to drive a road train in four days—of 
course, everybody understands that. But the point is, of course, that the government is trying to assist people to 
become qualified to drive road trains, and there is a whole series of steps that people will need to take to do that. I also 
point out to members that if we create a pipeline of skilled workers, that will be to Western Australia’s advantage. 
If we train somebody to drive a small truck, the person driving a small truck will learn to drive a bigger truck. If 
somebody can be found to replace the person who is driving a large rigid truck, they can go and learn to drive 
a semi, and the person driving the semi can learn to drive B-double or longer vehicles. 
The training has to start somewhere. The idea that the only solution is to ignore Western Australians and bring in 
skilled workers from other parts of Australia or the world is ridiculous when we do not have enough jobs for 
Western Australian workers. More people are unemployed than we want to have unemployed. The good thing 
about Western Australia is that we have a very high participation rate—we have the highest participation rate in the 
country. That means that more Western Australians, as a percentage of the population, are either in work or want 
to work than in any other state in the country. That means that there are more employed Western Australians as 
a percentage of the population, but it also means that the unemployment rate, which is the percentage of people 
who are looking for work and do not have a job, is higher. Western Australia has the highest level of employment 
in the country. The reason we have more unemployed people than we want is that those people know that they can 
find jobs in Western Australia. The other states, particularly Victoria, have what is called the “discouraged worker 
syndrome”, which is the theory that people who cannot find a job cease to look for a job. The Australian Bureau 
of Statistics’ unemployment statistics are not a record of the number of people who are drawing an unemployment 
benefit; they are an estimate of the number of people who are actively looking for a job. They are two different 
things. The unemployment rate in Western Australia needs to be carefully analysed when it is compared with the 
unemployment rates in the other states, because people miss the point that more Western Australians are in work 
as a percentage of the population than in the other states. 
Nonetheless, we still have people who are unemployed and that is tragic. That is why the government is very strongly 
seeking people to go into the agricultural sector, because it has a clear need. We need to make sure that those workers 
are available to that industry because, as the member for Cottesloe outlined, the agricultural sector is performing an 
essential service to our state and we need to support it in every way we can. Part of that is the government supporting 
the training of the workers who are needed for that industry. As the Premier outlined in question time today, we are 
making an unprecedented investment in our TAFE system so that workers are able to re-skill and train up for the jobs 
that are available now, rather than the jobs that they may have had in the past. 
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The National Party, again, raised the tragic situation of travel agents. There is no question that the situation for travel 
agents is tragic. Many travel agents continue to operate, but only to give refunds to customers who have cancelled 
travel. Let us remember that the reason the travel agent industry has gone so bad in Western Australia is that the 
commonwealth government has banned Australians from leaving Australia for holidays. The largest proportion of 
people who use travel agents are those who go on long or more expensive trips. The people who do a day trip to 
Kalgoorlie for work do not, generally speaking, look for a travel agent. Some businesses use travel agents, but, 
generally speaking, when individuals are making a booking, they do it themselves, either through one of the online 
national travel agencies or directly with the airline. 

Generally speaking, travel agents provide services for people who want to have a holiday. Australians are in the 
top quartile of global travellers. It is natural that we have lots of overseas holidays. I suspect that everybody who 
works in this building, not just members of Parliament, has probably had an overseas holiday in the last few years, 
because that is what Australians do. Naturally, when the commonwealth government bans Australians from 
travelling overseas for holidays, that will have a direct impact on travel agents. What I am shocked about is that 
the commonwealth government, having banned overseas travel, has not supported travel agents. We had a previous 
discussion about that in here and the government is looking at what support it can give. A range of support is 
already available to all industries in Western Australia and we continue to look at what we can do to support individual 
industries that have suffered more. But what I am surprised about is that the commonwealth government, which 
banned overseas travel, did not step up and provide support. That is exactly what I would have expected the 
commonwealth government to do, and I urge it to do that.  

Yesterday, the commonwealth government made its announcement on the supply of gas in Australia. It is a plan that 
completely ignores Western Australia. It announced that it would construct a 1000-megawatt—or in combination—
gas-fired power station in the Hunter Valley to support the electricity system on the east coast. I cannot believe that 
the commonwealth government has done that. I look forward to the commonwealth government supporting our 
energy supply system in Western Australia. It is appalling that it has a national energy plan that does nothing at all 
for Western Australia’s energy systems, and we have exactly the same set of challenges. Of course, we have managed 
our system better than the east coast, but we still have a range of challenges that will continue to impact the future 
of our electricity and energy system in Western Australia. It is appalling that the commonwealth government—
the Liberal–National Parties—have ignored Western Australia again. 

Dr D.J. Honey: You’re doing such a good job you don’t need any help, minister. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We need to spend money on our system in Western Australia to take account of the change 
in technologies and I look forward to getting support from the commonwealth government for that. If it wanted to 
help us more in the transition to the hydrogen economy, we would be very happy for it to do that. If it wanted to 
support the battery industry in Western Australia, we would be happy for it to do that. It might want to get out of 
the way and stop delaying a number of mining projects in Western Australia through the duplication with its 
environmental approvals, including the threatened use of Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
approvals to delay the Lynas project in Kalgoorlie—the member for Kalgoorlie is probably not listening to me. That 
is a real struggle, because that is another opportunity for some highly skilled, highly paid jobs in Western Australia. 
We look forward to the commonwealth helping us out. 

I also want to point out that in July, the Premier of Western Australia launched the “WA Recovery Plan”. I accept 
that Nationals WA members have not read the recovery plan, but this is now an opportunity for them to read it. 
The Liberal Party has endorsed our approach to recovery. It has said that our recovery plan is the best approach 
for Western Australia. It has accepted the strong and stable leadership of the Premier in this state by saying that 
the plan is the right way forward in Western Australia, so I assume that they have all read the recovery plan because 
that is a strong endorsement by an opposition for the government’s leadership. I thank them for accepting the 
Premier’s leadership in our recovery plan. But I urge the Nationals to get on board as well and have a look at the 
recovery plan and support their friends in the Liberal Party in endorsing the Labor government recovery plan. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I point out to the Nationals that a separate recovery plan has been launched by the Premier 
for each of the regional areas in Western Australia to make sure that we take into account their community’s specific 
needs. We understand that the needs in the south west of the state are different from the needs of the people in the 
Gascoyne, and that the needs of the people in the midwest are different from the needs of the people in the Kimberley. 
I understand that the Nationals have not read these plans and I accept that, but I urge those members to get on board, 
like their colleagues in the Liberal Party, and support the government’s leadership in this area because at least the 
Liberal Party understands that our plan is in the interests of Western Australians. The Liberal Party might be lost 
on other issues, but at least it recognises that the leadership of Western Australia’s Premier on the WA recovery 
plan is to be greeted with support. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! You have done so well. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I want to point out that we will continue to roll out the individual aspects of the WA recovery 
plan, but I am really pleased with one aspect—that is, the $66 million being invested into renewable energy 
resources. A lot of that is actually going into regional Western Australia. 

Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Horizon Power is rolling out battery energy storage systems across nine communities to 
increase the amount of renewable energy that can be put into those systems. We will continue to invest in renewable 
energy for Aboriginal communities as we continue to regularise the power of those communities. It is completely 
unfortunate that in the eight and a half years of the Liberal government it did not address the challenges of remote 
Aboriginal communities. As we all remember, the former Premier wanted to shut those communities down. 
I remember who the Minister for Housing was at the time that the Premier planned to shut them down. It was 
a disgrace that they wanted to chase Aboriginal people off the land that they had occupied for 60 000 years. The 
Liberal Party plan was to shut down those communities; that is exactly what it was planning to do. 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! Thank you. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It was disgraceful behaviour and it cannot be allowed to stand. Liberal Party members cannot 
go back and try to rewrite history on this. The Liberal Party was the party of the black-hand adverts on television—
we actually remember what they did. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: What is that? 

Dr A.D. Buti: You were probably not born then. It was in 1993. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: What was it? 

Dr A.D. Buti: They were Liberal Party ads. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: They were not actually Liberal Party ads; they were ads that supported the Liberal Party. 
It was coordinating them. The member for Dawesville has such a short memory. He comes in here and claims that 
the Liberal Party was at the forefront of every social reform. When Colin Barnett was opposition leader, he came 
into this chamber — 

Point of Order 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Mr Acting Speaker, you have given me some coaching on the very topic of drifting away from 
the subject of this debate. I think the minister is certainly drifting. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): Yes, I am sure that the minister will come back to it very shortly. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much. I want to address this issue. I recently met with the Pastoralists and 
Graziers Association and we talked about what it could do to improve the opportunity for recruiting workers into 
the agricultural sector. Everybody recognises that it is a problem. One of the suggestions that I had, and I will make 
it here, is that regional councils fly the rainbow flag because there needs to be a message that regional communities 
accept everybody. Whether agricultural people like it or not, there is a perception problem for the agricultural 
sector that agricultural industries are not accepting of every Australian. 

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Everybody knows that various types of people live in every community, but that is not 
what I am talking about. I am talking about making it clear that the community accepts it. Why does the PGA not 
include in every publication an endorsement of an inclusive society? That would change people’s perceptions. The 
agricultural sector says that it has trouble recruiting to its industry. I do not say that; that is what its representatives 
tell me. 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The PGA and WAFarmers have both said to me that they have trouble recruiting 
workers. Nationals members have all just spent two hours telling us about the trouble that its industries are having 
recruiting workers. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am saying that they should make it clear that every person in Western Australia is welcome 
in their industry. I have said it directly to the leadership of the PGA and now I am saying it to everybody.  
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Why does the Pastoralists and Graziers Association not write a column in its journal explaining that it has an 
inclusiveness attitude? Why do farmers in Kununurra not have a local employment first policy so that they hire 
Aboriginal people from their own communities and state that in their documentation? 

Dr D.J. Honey: They do. Many stations do. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Many stations do? The member is missing the point. This is about a change in perceptions. 

The members of the Nationals WA representing its special interest groups have said that they are having trouble 
recruiting labour into their industry. What is that definition of madness? It is doing the same thing again and again 
and expecting a different result. This is a time for change. It is a golden opportunity to change the nature of the 
community perception of the agricultural sector. This is that opportunity because it will need to recruit a new group 
of people. Instead of getting fly in, fly out workers from Brazil, the Pacific Islands or Germany, it has an opportunity 
to get local Western Australian workers to enjoy the advantages of a regional lifestyle. This is its opportunity. 
These industries need to change their perception. 

One of the arguments I heard from the National Party today was that the adverts that were run by the government 
do not show how hard it is to work in the agricultural sector. Another way to improve the chances of hiring people 
is to improve the nature of the work. One of the challenges in the agricultural sector is that it has the highest 
rate of injury and death of any industry in the state. The industry average workers’ compensation premium in 
Western Australia is 2.4 per cent. In the agricultural sector, it is seven per cent. That is three times higher than the 
industry average and nearly double that of the next highest industry, which is transport. That is the problem. The 
cost for workers’ compensation premiums is high because the industry injures workers at a faster rate than any 
other industry. 

I have talked to the Pastoralists and Graziers Association, the Western Australian Farmers Federation and a range 
of others in the agricultural sector. There needs to be a change in the performance of the agricultural sector. Let 
me make it clear: this is about getting a benefit for the agricultural sector. It will get two benefits out of this. Firstly, 
its costs will be lower. Fewer injuries in an industry means costs are lower. One way to have fewer injuries is to 
improve efficiency and get more production out of each individual labour component, just as has been done in every 
other industry. These are genuine ways to improve the performance of the agricultural sector. By the way, improving 
productivity means that it will get more profit out of its business and change the dynamics. Millions of dollars—
I think it is $20 million—is available to the agricultural sector that can be invested into productivity improvement 
if it were to bring its health and safety behaviour into line with the industry average. It would get $20 million back. 
That money is currently going out of the agricultural sector and into the pockets of large insurance companies and 
then to workers who will not go back into the industry. This is a tragedy for workers who are injured and killed. 
I got into trouble because somebody said that the rate of injury and death was not six times higher than the mining 
industry; it was only four times higher than the mining industry. The point is that more people are killed in 
Western Australia in the agricultural sector than in the mining sector, which has five times more employees. This 
can be done and the industry will benefit. The agricultural sector will make more money. 

One of the people who gave evidence to the upper house inquiry on behalf of the agricultural sector said they were 
sick of wasting time on health and safety. He corrected himself when he was challenged by one of the committee 
members during the inquiry, but the point I make is that time spent on health and safety is not wasted. Health and 
safety is fundamentally of benefit to the industry. One of the interesting things about this is, of course, that the 
people who work in the agricultural sector, on family farms in particular, are often family members. The biggest 
benefit will be for the people who sit around the dinner table on a Sunday night. They are the ones who will benefit 
the most. This is not about costs; it is about savings. Safe workplaces are efficient workplaces. Safe workplaces have 
less trouble recruiting staff and are more productive. There is $20 million on the table for the industry by improving 
its health and safety performance. 

The government is very pleased to work with industry to support the Work and Wander Out Yonder campaign, 
which is an investment of $1.7 million to encourage Western Australians to embark on working holidays in 
regional Western Australia. We are highlighting job opportunities through Seek, Gumtree and Studium. As I said, 
12 000 registered jobseekers are on the platform and over 250 employers are now using that database to try to 
select extra staff. There is no question that we are all changing because of COVID-19, but that is to be expected. 
This is a global pandemic that has changed everything. I accept that the agricultural sector is changing too, but the 
government is damned interested in partnering with industry to make those changes. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA) [6.55 pm]: I have only a few minutes left 
today to contribute to this motion put forward by the Nationals WA through the leader, Hon Mia Davies, member 
for Central Wheatbelt. I want to highlight the section of the motion that refers to volunteers and outline why 
they are important in regional areas. We know that volunteers are very important to many local communities. 
Organisations such as St John Ambulance in Western Australia quite uniquely, and across the whole of the country, 
rely greatly on volunteers. They help to keep the community safe. St John is a very important volunteer organisation 
in rural communities. 



6056 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 

 

Perhaps the best way to highlight just how important volunteers are to our communities is to outline a little story 
about one person—a friend of mine. It is from a publication in the Northern Agricultural Catchments Council from 
November 2016. It talks about a gentleman called Peter Waterhouse. I quote — 

This is a story about Peter Waterhouse, the people of the NACC NRM region, and the amazing community 
spirit that exists out here in the bush. 
Both a generous catalyst and recipient of that community spirit, Peter Waterhouse, through his many 
volunteering efforts, has become more than a pillar in his local community. 

His community contributions have come over many years, in many ways, such as through his work 
with the Moore Catchment Council, Shire of Perenjori, North Central Malleefowl Preservation Group, 
Latham Bowls Club, or while serving as a St John Ambulance emergency volunteer and contributor to 
the local bush fire brigade. 

I might add that he was also a very keen local photographer. I continue — 

These are only a few of the groups for which he has made a significant contribution over the years. 
Devastatingly, Peter was recently diagnosed with liver cancer, and yet he has still continued to make his 
contribution to the community, as evidenced by him being on St Johns Ambulance first aid duties at the 
recent Blues for the Bush event at Charles Darwin Reserve. 

With the current, and stressful harvest season now in full swing, — 
Bear in mind that this article was from November 2016 — 

along came an opportunity for that famed rural community spirit to also come into full swing, with the 
local community jumping at an opportunity to say “Thank You” in a very special way. 
Hundreds of people embodied that spirit last weekend when, to show their support, they turned-up on 
mass and in a military-precision-like-operation, went about harvesting almost all of Peter’s property—in 
a single day. 

NACC Natural Resource Management Officer Heather Legge who was at the property and witnessed this 
amazing community effort in action and said she was “amazed and humbled” by the effort. 
“About 1,100 hectares were harvested by the community between about 5am and 4pm. There were 
15 headers, 20 trucks, 5 road trains, several chaser bins and even an aeroplane,” she said. 

“The scale of the operation, and logistics was a sight to behold. The local CBH bin even opened their 
doors especially for Peter’s wheat. The local IGA donated bread, fruit and soft drinks for everyone on the 
day, an entire tanker of fuel was out there to re-fill everyone after the day and there were so many people 
from all over the place who turned-up with something to contribute. 

“Neighbours and people from far and wide gave up their Sunday, provided their machinery, and their 
own precious time and that of their workers as well. There were also many hands in the kitchen making 
sandwiches, and a ‘pop-up’ childcare centre was practically in operation at Peter’s house. 
“Later there was a fabulous celebration at the Latham Bowls Club at which there must have been more 
than 200 people. Many got a bit teary during the thank you speeches.” 

Heather said it was Peter’s son, Blake, who had organised the day’s massive effort despite having many 
obstacles, such as no phone reception. 

That is something that has since been cured. The article continues — 

“This incredible display of community spirit and generosity has taken a huge stress off Peter, but he still 
has some of the smaller old paddocks around the old house to enjoy harvesting in his own time …” 
Heather said Peter was overwhelmed by both the effort and generosity of his community. 

I am sad to say that, last Monday morning, at home with his wife, Sue, Peter lost his battle with liver cancer and 
passed away peacefully, also surrounded by his five children. I think that story illustrates how important volunteers 
are in communities such as those we represent. As we journey through this COVID experience and we move from 
a time when we are talking about an acute emergency response to the realisation that we are in this for a longer period, 
we need to make preparations, considerations and plans within the community to support volunteers, and ensure 
that communities remain healthy and people can remain whole and happy throughout this quite devastating period 
that we are all facing. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
House adjourned at 7.01 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — STAFF 
6148. Ms M.J. Davies to the Minister for Water; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science; Youth: 
(1) For the date 13 March 2017, please provide the following staffing arrangements with regard to each of 

the Minister’s departments and agencies: 
(a) Total number of staff in the 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) Employment level of each staff member based regionally; 
(e) Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally; and 
(f) For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office? 

(2) For the date 13 March 2018, please provide the following staffing arrangements with regard to each of 
the Minister’s departments and agencies: 
(a) Total number of staff in the 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) Employment level of each staff member based regionally; 
(e) Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally; and 
(f) For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office? 

(3) For the date 13 March 2019, please provide the following staffing arrangements with regard to each of 
the Minister’s departments and agencies: 
(a) Total number of staff in the 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) Employment level of each staff member based regionally; 
(e) Full time equivalent hours of each staff member based regionally; and 
(f) For each regionally based employee, please provide the geographic location of the office? 

(4) For the date 13 March 2020, please provide the following staffing arrangements with regard to each of 
the Minister’s departments and agencies: 
(a) Total number of staff in the 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) Employment level of each staff member based regionally; 
(e) Full time equivalent hours 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: 
Aqwest 
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 
Busselton Water 
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 
ChemCentre 
(1) 2017 

(a) 104 
(b)–(f) Not applicable. 
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(2) 2018 
(a) 123 
(b)–(f) Not applicable. 

(3) 2019 
(a) 139 
(b)–(f) Not applicable. 

(4) 2020 
(a) 146 
(b)–(f) Not applicable. 

Department of Communities 
Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 6147. 
Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 
(1) (a) 23 

(b) Nil 
(c)–(f) Not applicable. 

(2) (a) 34.40 
(b) Nil 
(c)–(f) Not applicable 

Office of Digital Government 
(3)–(4) Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 6132. 
Department of Water  
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 
Forest Products Commission 
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 
Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation 
(3)–(4) Please refer to the answer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 6132. 
Water Corporation 
(a)–(f) [See tabled paper no 3650.] 

WATER — HOUSEHOLD CONSUMPTION 
6162. Dr D.J. Honey to the Minister for Water: 
(1) Since 15 March 2020, has household (non-business) water consumption increased, decreased or remained 

steady when compared to the same period of time last year? 
(2) How much (volume) has household water consumption changed since 15 March 2020 when compared to 

the same period of time last year – in total and as an average of the number of households billed during 
that period? 

(3) How much (dollars) has Water Corporation revenue for household water consumption changed since 
15 March 2020 when compared to the same period of time last year – in total and as an average of the 
number of households billed during that period? 

(4) How many households have applied to have their water bill payments deferred since 15 March 2020? 
(5) How many households have been successful in their application to have their water bill payments deferred 

since 15 March 2020? 
(6) How many households have been charged with interest for late payment of a water bill since 15 March 2020 

and what is the total amount of interest charged? 
(7) How many households have had interest charges waived for late payment of a water bill since 15 March 2020 

and what is the total amount of interest waived? 



 [ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 September 2020] 6059 

 

(8) Have any households had their water supply restricted since 15 March 2020 and, if so, how many households 
have had their water supply restricted? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied: 

It is not possible to provide answers relating to the specific date of 15 March. The Water Corporation has therefore 
used the billing period 1 March to 30 April for the responses – 

(1) State-wide household water consumption remained steady. 

(2) State-wide total household water consumption remained steady; with a small decrease of 0.2 GL. State-wide 
average household water consumption decreased slightly by 0.69 kL. 

(3) State-wide revenue for household water consumption increased by $3,461,190.03  

This is an average increase per household of $2.27 (2.2% increase, less than the budgeted price increase 
of 2.5%). 

(4) For the billing period 1 March to 30 April 2020, 67,055 households. 

(5) For the billing period 1 March to 30 April 2020, 67,055 households. 

(6) For the billing period 1 March to 30 April 2020, 150,807 households. which is below the five year average. 

Total interest charged $579,237.50. Any residential customer who contacts the Water Corporation to 
request an extension or to go on a payment plan does not have interest applied to their account. 

(7) For the billing period 1 March to 30 April 2020, 67,055 households have had interest charges waived. 

Total interest waived $48,045.82. Most customers deferred their accounts and therefore interest was never 
accrued. 

(8) Four, Water Corporation unrestricted three of these properties as part of the McGowan Government’s 
response to the COVID-19 Pandemic. The fourth property was vacated and the flow restriction remains 
in place. 

FOREST PRODUCTS COMMISSION — SOFTWOOD LOGS 

6338. Ms L. Mettam to the Minister for Forestry: 

(1) In the Forest Products Commission’s contracts for the sale of softwood logs, is there a clause requiring 
that trees to produce softwood logs be replanted in some or all areas where softwood trees are harvested? 

(2) If yes to (1): 

(a) what does the clause specify; 

(b) what species of softwood trees are required to be planted or replanted; 

(c) does this mean that softwood plantations are now being planted or replanted in: 

(i) the South West Region; and 

(ii) the Margaret River Region; and 

(d) has the Minister received any advice regarding the bushfire risk associated with (c)? If yes, what 
was the advice and when was it received? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

HOMELESSNESS — LORD STREET OVERPASS 

6345. Mr A. Krsticevic to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the recent decision to erect a barbed-wire fence underneath the Lord Street overpass in Perth, and ask: 

(a) how many complaints of antisocial behaviour had been made in the year preceding the decision: 

(i) please provide details of the complaint including its nature and date of the incident; 

(b) were you aware this location had been used frequently as a shelter for homeless people; and 

(c) did you notify the Minister for Community Services, prior to the fence being erected: 

(i) if yes to (c) on what date or dates was this matter discussed with the Minister for Community 
Services and what was the form of communication (i.e. phone, email, letter)? 
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Ms R. Saffioti replied: 
(a) The fence underneath the Lord Street overpass was installed in May 2020. The fencing of the rail reserve 

enhanced security for communication pits within the reserve and ensured safe access for Public Transport 
Authority (PTA) staff and contractors required to access and maintain those services. In addition, 
6 external complaints were received by the PTA between 25 October 2019 and 30 April 2020. 

(i) Please refer to the following table: 

Date/ ID Description of Complaint 

25/10/19 The City of Perth forwarded a safety complaint about syringes in the Lord Street 
bridge underpass.  

25/11/19 

  

A member of the public complained they did not feel safe walking from Lord Street 
to McIver Station, that there were people sleeping in bushes, the walkways 
smelt of urine, and there was litter and rubbish on Lord Street.  

17/12/19 

  

The City of Perth forwarded a complaint about “squatters and homeless” near the 
Principal Shared Path under Lord Street Bridge, advising the area felt unsafe. 

6/1/20 

  

MRWA sent a complaint to the PTA regarding “squatters” on the relevant 
PTA Land. 

20/2/20 

  

A complaint from the City of Perth was received regarding “homeless people” 
gathering on the relevant PTA land. The City sent the Ranger and advised the 
land was the PTA’s. The complaint advised that people were sleeping under 
trolleys; there were suitcases, a wheelchair, a cat chained to a post, food container 
litter, the area was dirty, not safe or suitable for vagrancy.  

30/4/20 

  

A member of the public complained that McIver Station was unsafe and “scary” 
with homeless people wandering and yelling. 

(b) The PTA became aware people were sleeping and frequenting its land between Lord Street and McIver station 
as a result of internal reports and these external reports, and had attempted over several months to maintain 
the cleanliness and security of that part of the rail reserve in coordination with the City of Perth and 
Main Roads (who owned adjoining land) and with WA Police. 

(c) The PTA consulted with WA Police and the City of Perth and since erecting the fence, the PTA has 
had ongoing and formal engagement with the Department of Communities, WA Police, City of Perth, 
Main Roads and relevant non-government organisations to help manage the issue. 

(i) Not applicable. 

__________ 
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