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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 16 May on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 

That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 2664A–D 
(budget papers 2019–20) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 9 May 2019. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [2.12 pm]: I stand to make my 
contribution to the budget debate. The words that come to mind when I make my comments stem from 
Christopher Earle, who stated that we need to be humble in victory and gracious in defeat. I certainly will not be 
high-fiving and backslapping because of the events that took place on Saturday before last; I will be humble in 
acknowledging the victory of the federal Liberal–National government, which I have to say is very different from 
the manner in which members opposite dealt with their victory over two years ago. First of all, I am going to make 
a few comments on some aspects of the budget speech. I will also talk about the wonderful reform to the GST 
provided by Scott Morrison, Mathias Cormann and the federal Liberal–National government. I will next talk about 
my continued concerns with the demise of the standards of this place and then I will talk about disability services. 

Two particular phrases in the budget speech concern me and show that little has been learnt over the last two years 
by members opposite. I turn to the first page of the speech, which says — 

Madam President, the McGowan Labor Government’s third Budget delivers on what we pledged 
Western Australians when we were elected, to: 
• fix the financial mess left by the previous Liberal–National Government; 

After two years, the Labor government is still absolutely obsessed with the previous Liberal–National government. 
That takes me back to the fact that members opposite are still relying on the speaking notes they were provided 
with after the election. They were conveniently provided to me by one of the mob opposite. Let me read part of 
that. These are the overarching themes that members opposite have to speak about. It states — 

Delivering strong financial management budget repair that is fair 
• We have no option but to fix the mess left by the Liberal National government. 

Two years later, members opposite are still doing the same old thing. It is a bit like groundhog day. They are still 
focusing on the former government. When we get back into government in another 18 months, I cannot 
countenance the notion that we would ever focus on our opponents. As a tennis coach, I used to say all the time 
that as soon as someone starts focusing on their opponent, they lose the plot—time to go fishing. The government 
has to do all it can to be as good as it possibly can. As soon as it starts to become obsessed with its opponent, it is 
time to go fishing. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I am not listening to the member. I will never accept an interjection from her. 
I will say that I could not believe the motion to be moved by Hon Pierre Yang, who I have a great deal of respect 
for. We are going to be debating this tomorrow. This one is a purler. I cannot wait for this one. I am not going to 
be able to sleep tonight! Hon Pierre Yang is to move — 

That this house notes that the state budget is back on track, with an official surplus delivered for the first time 
in five years, thanks to the responsible financial management of the McGowan Labor government. 

You could not write this stuff; you would have to have really hit the turps! I honestly cannot wait for this one. 
This is a purler. I tell Hon Pierre Yang: I am going to have some fun with this one, mate. That is a purler. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: He might spoil your fun. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Why is that? 
Hon Martin Aldridge: We will see what he moves tomorrow. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: He had better move it tomorrow. If he does not, I will. I might change a few of the 
words, but I will certainly move it. If not tomorrow, I will move it at some other stage. 
I remind members opposite, because they pound us on this incessantly, day in and day out, that when they were 
last in government, they had a great set of books. Does that sound familiar? I am going to keep on reminding 
members opposite of this. State governments deliver services better than the federal government, unless it is 
a Labor government of Western Australia. If members remember last time—I remember this vividly; I was shadow 
Minister for Education and Training—the members opposite took our education system absolutely to its knees. 
We had the lowest paid teachers in the nation. Think about that. We had the lowest paid education assistants in 
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the nation. We had massive teacher shortages; hundreds upon hundreds of our classrooms did not have a teacher 
in them. The curriculum was an absolute mess. The Western Australian College of Teaching was an unmitigated 
disaster. We ran out of electricity. We ran out of gas. We had the great escape at the Supreme Court when 
a dozen prisoners fled because we did not have enough police officers. Members opposite can say all they like that 
they had a great set of books, but honestly, reality and ideology are two completely different things. Although this 
government might like to think that it is the party of the people, I am going to say a few things in my contribution 
today to show that that, in fact, does not actually bear fruit. Members opposite continue to come in and put a budget 
second reading speech, a nonsense, that shows a complete disregard for this chamber. I will repeat what it said — 

• fix the financial mess left by the previous Liberal–National Government; 
Grow up! This is a second reading speech. This is now in Hansard. I do not know who writes this stuff. I thought 
it was just the Premier’s office, but it is not. It is not only the Premier’s office; the Treasurer’s office is not immune 
either. We have these guys from the Australian Young Labor movement or whatever, all they have ever done is 
work in the union movement, and they think it is all tribal—they just have to smash the members opposite. I cannot 
wait for the day when United Voice is not the powerful force in the Labor Party and Progressive Labor has a go. 
Surely there will be some intellect there. For the Labor Party to be writing this stuff in a second reading speech 
shows how juvenile it is. Please, Progressive Labor, get your numbers up. If there is one thing that I am absolutely 
firm about it is that the institution of Parliament is above party politics. If you guys up there in Dumas House are 
watching, grow up. If those guys do not, at least the Treasurer and the Premier should grow up, and I will talk 
about that in a moment. Some of the responses I get from the Premier are extraordinary. 
I was at Optus Stadium on Saturday and watched the mighty Eagles win. I looked around the stadium and thought: 
this is absolutely magnificent. It is a product of our government. I am proud of the fact that when we left office, 
all our teachers and our education officers were the highest paid in the nation. We put a teacher in front of every 
classroom every single year we were in office. That is something that members opposite could not do. Our schools 
were the highest resourced by far of any schools in the nation. We did more for early intervention for those who 
are marginalised than you guys could have ever done. I am proud that we put in place 38 Aboriginal kindergartens 
to provide early intervention for one of the most marginalised groups in our community. We also see 
Elizabeth Quay emerging before our eyes. It will be an absolute metropolis for future generations. We can look at 
the Scarborough foreshore and Yagan Square. Last week I had a look at the new clubrooms of my equally favourite 
football team, the mighty West Perth Falcons—I am their proud vice-patron—in the northern suburbs. I am not 
bunging on, but I probably had more to do with getting the funding for that than anyone. I worked ferociously for 
the $22 million in funding for those clubrooms. Those magnificent new clubrooms are for basketball, soccer, rugby 
and football. When the Labor Party opened the clubrooms, it could not even give me the courtesy of an invitation. 
I am the local upper house member. That tribal mentality still exists. I did not even get the courtesy of an invitation. 
That was shocking. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: What was it, sorry? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The Joondalup clubrooms. Quite frankly, I was offended by that and so was West Perth. 
If you guys want to make inroads in the community there, you should work with the community. I work with that 
club and I do not do it for political purposes. I am a lifelong West Perth supporter. How the Labor Party could 
open those clubrooms and not invite me or other members is despicable. 

Let us look at the budget and see where we are at. I will read a part of the second reading speech. Under the heading 
“Responsible Financial Management”—I nearly threw up when I read this—it states — 

Furthermore, the Government’s breakthrough victory in obtaining a fairer share of the GST for 
Western Australia ensures that we will never again receive below 70 percent of our population share of 
the GST pool. 

I would not have minded if Labor put that there as long as it also put there “in concert with the federal government”. 
It did not even have to put “Liberal–National government”; it could have just put “in concert with the federal 
government”. I want to make one thing perfectly clear: there is no way on God’s earth that members opposite 
would have delivered a surplus budget if it were not for the reforms to the GST distribution, and there is no way 
that the reforms to the GST distribution would have come about if it were not for Scott Morrison, Mathias Cormann 
and the Liberal–National government. It would not have happened and we would not have the floor. It is a reform 
that the federal government deserves recognition for and, dare I say it, the people of Western Australia 
acknowledged that on 18 May. I am staggered that the Treasurer could even put that in his second reading speech—
“a fairer share of the GST for Western Australia”. The GST has nothing to do with the financial issues bestowed 
upon this state. I have mentioned this a couple of times before and I will repeat it: prior to the last election, 
members opposite, including the now Premier, the now Treasurer, the now Deputy Premier and the now 
Minister for Transport, were all emphatic that the GST was not an issue. We were told over and again that it was 
a spending problem, not a revenue problem.  
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I will read a few statements. This goes on—I have pages and pages, but you will note, Madam President, that I will 
not be using all my unlimited time. On 15 September 2016, Mr Wyatt, the now Treasurer, said — 

What we do know—I pointed this out earlier—is that Treasury always gets pretty much right what 
GST revenue will be each budget year. There has never been a budget shock from the budget GST of 
each year. We know what we will get. 

On 18 May 2016, Mr McGowan said — 

The second point is there is no GST shock. That deal is appalling. We understand that, but each and every 
year the GST receipts of Western Australia are what was predicted by Treasury. 

On Wednesday, 18 September 2015, Ms R. Saffioti said — 

The government cannot justify what it has done. The government has wrecked the finances. The GST is 
not a shock. It was always going to be at this level, and that was in the forecasts. There is no GST shock. 
As the member for Victoria Park likes to say, there has never been a GST shock. The government has 
known what percentage it was going to be well before the announcement was made. There is no GST shock. 

On 5 May 2015, Mr Wyatt said — 

There has never been a revenue problem; I have made that point time and again. There has never been 
a GST shock; we have always known each year what the GST would be. 

Well, well, well, things changed within a matter of months after the election, because after the election — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am not taking interjections, particularly from you. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Because you can’t answer them? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, because they are not worthy. You are almost ineligible. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, minister! And member, if you are not taking interjections, do not encourage them, and 
just focus your comments looking at me. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: On 8 August 2017—we are talking a matter of months after the election, and remember 
the GST was not an issue prior to the election—Premier McGowan said — 

I thank the member for Joondalup for the question. Since the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement, we have lost $5.4 billion, and that comprises mining royalties, GST, softer tax collections in 
a range of areas and also a decline in direct commonwealth funding for health and education. That was 
made worse in the last couple of weeks when it became plain to us, following advice from Michael Barnes, 
the Under Treasurer, that because of the recent census figures, we would have a reduction of $1.9 billion 
in our GST share. 

You cannot make this stuff up. Prior to the election he said that Treasury always gets it right, and a month or 
two afterwards, perhaps Treasury does not always get it right. The Premier stated, on 18 May 2017 — 

Since the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement, the government’s revenue over the forward 
estimates has declined in the vicinity of $2 billion. Around a billion dollars of that is GST revenue across 
the forward estimates. 

On 24 March 2017, an item on ABC news stated — 

Treasurer Ben Wyatt admitted it would be virtually impossible to meet Labor’s pre-election commitment 
of bringing the state budget back to surplus by 2019–20, following the revised figures from the 
Commonwealth Grants Commission. 

WA had been expecting to get 38 cents out of every GST dollar raised in the state in 2017–18, but that 
has now been revised down to 34 cents. 

… 

Mr Wyatt described the situation as “beyond a joke”. 

He accused the Prime Minister of showing an “abrogation of leadership” on the issue. 

He has got to be joking. An article in WAtoday on 29 June 2017 stated — 

Premier Mark McGowan said WA had been getting ripped off for too long. 
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“As Premier, I want to work constructively with everyone involved to achieve an outcome that will 
not only deliver WA the GST we deserve, but establish a fair system across the country,” he said in 
a statement. 

“WA is putting forward smart and reasonable options to put an end to an outdated and unfair system. 

But the GST formula was not a problem. It certainly is after the government came to office. What is good in 
opposition is obviously not good in government. I remind members that, had we had the floor that we now have 
as a direct result of the federal Liberal–National government, Western Australia would have been $27 billion better 
off. In our term of government—that is from 2008 to 2017—we would have been $21 billion better off if we had 
the same floor. That is all good and well, but I have to say I find it extraordinary that members opposite are now 
complaining about the GST; it is absolute hypocrisy at its worst. 

What we have is sound financial management, which is also stated in the second reading speech. After the election, 
members opposite did a lot of backslapping and an enormous amount of high-fiving, because they felt that the 
public of Western Australia had endorsed them exclusively as good financial managers. But, remember, be humble 
in victory and gracious in defeat. That is certainly not the case as far as members opposite were concerned, because 
for pretty much the next 12 months, as I said, they were dancing on the ceiling. After 12 months, they went down 
to the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre and spent the whole night sipping on Moët and scoffing sirloins. 
Government members relentlessly tweeted the event, while people are really struggling. This was most definitely 
WA Labor’s let them eat cake moment. The fact that they could so insensitively, as the so-called party of the 
proletariat, relentlessly tweet all night images of their tables with their arms around each other and the so-called 
big end of town shows that they are completely out of touch. 

What has the government done in terms of financial management? Let us have a look. It froze the salaries of 
members of Parliament and judges. That was just a stunt, quite frankly. It did not bother me; I have never been in 
anything for money. It was an absolute stunt. The government put a $1 000 cap on public servants’ wages—
teachers, policemen and nurses. It gave the stadium a name—that is, $4 million a year. It gave the Perth Arena 
a name—that is, $2 million or $3 million a year, or whatever it might be. Is that good financial management? 
Let me tell members that there is absolutely no way that those strategies in isolation would have ever, ever 
delivered a surplus this year. Two factors are responsible for the surplus this year—that is, the GST and the iron 
ore price. Without a shadow of a doubt, those two things are directly responsible for the surplus. 
Let us have a look at this premise of good financial managers. The iron ore price is currently around $100 a tonne. 
The forecasts in the budget papers were budgeted just a few months ago at $73.50 a tonne for 2019–20 and 
$65.60 a tonne 2020–21. It is currently over $100 a tonne. That is just one of those windfalls that a government is 
very lucky to get. The government has that windfall, but it is hardly good financial management. It has been problems 
in Brazil that have brought that windfall; it has nothing to do with the government. In addition, the government is 
nearly $5 billion better off with GST revenue. If the second reading speech had said that the surplus was due to the 
government being able to negotiate successfully with the federal government, I would not have minded, but there 
was no mention whatsoever in the second reading speech of the federal government or the issues in Brazil. 
The government is taking a bow for the entire lot. What the government should have done in that second reading 
speech is acknowledge Scott Morrison and my good mate Mathias Cormann, and the situation in Brazil. 
Let us have a look at the budget and what would have happened with GST revenue and iron ore prices. 
The government will now get GST revenue of over $5 billion—government members will know that—as a result 
of the deal with Scott Morrison. WA received $434 million in 2018–19 and is expected to receive the following 
over the next three years. In 2019–20, it will receive $814 million. In 2020–21, it will receive $1.824 billion. 
In 2021–22, it will receive $1.9 billion. After that, a new GST floor will be implemented. In 2021–22, the 
Australian government will inject $600 million into the GST pool, followed by a further $250 million in 2024–25. 
Both these amounts will grow each year in line with the underlying growth of the GST. The GST has been directly 
responsible for giving the government an additional $5 billion. 

Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I accept three stupid interjections a parliamentary term. You are on about the 
forty-eighth, so you have no hope. 

WA’s headline surplus is largely thanks to the iron ore royalty revenues that are $2.1 billion higher than expected in 
last year’s midyear review, after supply issues saw the price rocket to over $90 a tonne. The result is an additional 
$680 million in 2018–19, $924 million in 2019–20, $384 million in 2020–21 and $140 million in 2021–22. Did the 
President want to say something? 

The PRESIDENT: I remind you that when you are making comments or references to members, whilst you might 
call a comment stupid, you cannot say that the member is stupid. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: I did not call him stupid; I said that I accept three stupid comments a parliamentary 
term. I just want to clarify that. 

The PRESIDENT: Be careful. Anyway, I have reminded the member, so I know he will not do it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I would never do that, I can assure you, Madam President—and I did not. 
Of the $6.3 billion in royalty payments expected next year, $5.4 billion will be from iron ore royalties. Upon 
handing down his third budget, Treasurer Ben Wyatt also revealed that the state had changed its methodology for 
forecasting iron ore prices so that they are considerably lower than analyst forecasts. The benchmark iron ore 
prices are currently hovering around $95 a tonne—it is even more than that—with analysts predicting that it will 
stay higher for longer as Vale, the Brazilian mine company, faces a multi-year battle to reopen mines that were 
closed in the wake of a tragic tailings dam collapse in January. Accordingly, the McGowan government has built 
into the budget a revenue upside that will see it continue to reap revenue gains across the forward estimates while 
the price of iron ore remains high, and that is true. I keep saying that the two factors of GST and iron ore were 
completely left out of the second reading speech. Somehow the revenue was entirely because of the good financial 
management of the government. That is garbage! The overall implication is that those two factors represent 
a $1.2 billion turnaround from the minus $674 million operating deficit for 2018–19, which was forecast in the 
midyear review. 
However, an examination of this highlights a number of facts that members need to be aware of. The revenue 
received from iron ore and the GST in 2018–19 totals $1.114 billion alone. If that is removed from the 
$1.227 billion turnaround, the government receives a paltry $113 million in new revenue for 2018–19. Given that 
we are facing a $674 billion deficit, it is very safe to say that $113 million would have made the deficit 
$561 million. I want to emphasise this: without the GST fix and the iron ore royalties, the government would still 
be in deficit in 2018–19. That is a fact. If the government has any response or is going to refute any estimates, 
I would love to hear it. The government will not be able to; I can assure it of that. 
Let us have a look at debt. Going a step further, debt has not fallen, even though the Premier would like everyone 
to believe his paying it off like a mortgage mantra. The state will see $9.3 billion in surpluses over the forward 
estimates, with debt forecast to fall only $393 million compared with the midyear review. An additional 
$9.3 billion in surpluses and only a $393 million reduction in debt, when we compare it with the 2018–19 midyear 
review, are in the 2019–20 budget. It has hardly touched debt whatsoever. It has been the perfect storm from 
a positive perspective for the government in terms of GST revenue and iron ore prices. In addition, this government 
has had the benefit of a very, very generous federal government for a host of reasons. It has poured billions of 
dollars into this state over the last four years. However, my good friend Hon Pierre Yang moved a motion to 
condemn the federal government at one stage—without justification I have to say—for not giving us any money! 
That was a pearler, but it was all done in reasonable faith. 

The McGowan government has received enormous windfall gains from the federal government. Since coming to 
government, this federal government has committed $13.6 billion to support transport infrastructure projects in 
Western Australia. Metronet would not have any hope at all of being built if it were not for the federal 
government—none at all. This federal government funding includes $1.6 billion in the most recent budget and 
$2.8 billion in last year’s budget for new major projects. The federal government has provided $2.3 billion for 
Metronet. I will go through just a few of the Metronet projects that will benefit from the current federal  
Liberal–National government: $792 million for the Thornlie–Cockburn Link and Yanchep rail extension, 
$500 million for the Morley–Ellenbrook line, $490 million for the Forrestfield–Airport Link, $241 million for the 
extension of the Armadale line to Byford, $83 million for the relocation of Midland station, $37 million for 
Lakelands station and $226 million for other Metronet projects. The federal government has also provided 
significant contributions to upgrade highways and address local pinch points across the suburbs of Perth as well 
as to connect regional WA through projects such as NorthLink WA, Tonkin Highway upgrades, Armadale Road, 
Bunbury Outer Ring Road, the Albany ring-road and Great Northern Highway. In addition, Western Australia will 
benefit from the $4 billion urban congestion fund through the investment of $122 million, including $50 million 
for the Kwinana and Mitchell Freeways; $20 million for the Lloyd Street extension in Hazelmere; $16 million for 
Mandurah station parking bays; $13.3 million for Abernethy Road, Kewdale; $10 million for Lakelands station; 
and $10 million for Thomas and Nicholson Roads, Oakford. 

As I said, politics aside, I think members opposite should thank the federal government. Probably a few of them 
even voted Liberal because they know they will do a lot better under the current federal Liberal government than 
they would have under a federal Labor government. With that said, the one thing that has been missing from the 
current state Labor government, as happened when it was previously in government, is that the government has 
lost sight of what really matters—that is, the people in the streets. If the government cannot deliver basic services 
such as power, teaching and policing, does it matter whether it has a good budget bottom line? Is that what it stands 
for? Members opposite probably need to go to the people and explain that: “We’re going to give you a bottom 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 4 June 2019] 

 p3608c-3631a 
Hon Peter Collier; Hon Pierre Yang; Deputy President; Hon Nick Goiran 

 [6] 

line, but you’re not going to have any teachers, heaters or gas, and criminals will be roaming around the streets.” 
That is what happened last time. 

I guess where we are going was captured in a comment I read from the outgoing Australian Medical Association 
state president, Omar Khorshid, when he stated in The West Australian of 30 May — 

Dr Khorshid also took aim at Health Minister Roger Cook, suggesting the minister had not backed up 
tough talk about a range of public health issues with action. 

He complained about a spike in hospital ramping times, arguing the Government should use its newly 
found riches from a spike in iron ore prices to fund more hospital beds. 

“A $500 million surplus seems more important than public hospitals that can look after patients,” 
Dr Khorshid said. 

That is so true. 

Hon Nick Goiran: He also said that at the AMA function. I don’t think there were any government members there. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It does not really matter; members opposite are in government now. Let us look at 
a couple of the basic services and see whether a surplus is such a good thing. Let us look at household expenses. 
Without a shadow of a doubt, electricity price increases, limits on hardship grants and a growing unemployment 
rate have made it tougher for consumers to pay their energy bills. Fixed and low-income households have been 
impacted hardest, with their cost increases including a 10.9 per cent increase to the electricity supply charge. 
This increase disproportionately impacts low energy users, such as seniors and the vulnerable, and that damage 
cannot be mitigated by reducing usage. Increases to the electricity supply charge have disproportionately hurt 
single pensioners. Freedom of information documents we have received show that the Treasurer was fully aware 
of this when the government increased the charges. 

In the last budget, the McGowan government increased the cost of water by 40 per cent for customers using more 
than 500 kilolitres per year. The Premier and the Minister for Water have tried to portray this as targeting the rich, 
but the data clearly shows that it targets large, potentially multi-generational families, and large properties in the 
outer suburbs. 

Let us have a look at a few other things. The government cut $200 million from the health department. Ambulance 
ramping is excessive, elective surgery lists have blown out, and the doctors in our hospitals are saying that they 
cannot guarantee the safety of patients. For the first 12 weeks of the year, ramping averaged 224.5 hours a week 
in 2016; 231.4 hours a week in 2017; and 227.5 hours a week in 2018. For the first 12 weeks of this year, that 
number more than doubled to an average of 527.4 hours a week. Yes, we have a good bottom line, but we have 
doubled the ramping of our ambulances. That is quite an achievement. Furthermore, since the election of the 
McGowan government, elective surgery waitlists have blown out by 23.6 per cent, from 19 931 to 24 646 patients. 

More than 180 positions have been abolished in central and regional education offices, including all 36 Aboriginal 
education regional consultants; managers and coordinators within Aboriginal education teams; and staff who 
provide direct on-ground support to schools, teachers and families across the state. 

Let us look at unemployment. In the McGowan government’s first year, the average number of unemployed people 
for the year was 82 300; this increased to an average of 89 500 in the government’s second year. Likewise, the 
average unemployment rate over the first year of government was 5.8 per cent; this increased to 6.3 per cent in the 
second year. The July 2019 seasonally adjusted unemployment rate of 6.8 per cent was the equal-highest 
Western Australian jobless figure since January 2002. Nearly 100 000 Western Australians were looking for work 
at this point in time, in seasonally adjusted terms—a figure that matches the highest since the statistic was 
first tracked in 1978. The 6.8 per cent unemployment rate is also well above the national figure of five per cent, 
with Tasmania the only state with a higher rate, so that is quite an achievement. Again, we have quite a good 
bottom line, but we also have one of the highest unemployment rates in the nation, ambulance ramping is at 
a premium, and the cost of living has gone through the roof. 

Let us look at the number of people whose electricity was disconnected. According to the Economic Regulation 
Authority, the rate of residential electricity disconnections has more than doubled over the past two years, reaching 
a six-year high of 1.91 per cent. A total of 19 743 electricity customers were disconnected for not paying a bill in 
2017–18, up from 15 935 disconnections in 2016–17. Synergy’s disconnection rate increased by 118 per cent over 
2016–17 and 2017–18, compared with a 12.6 per cent increase in Horizon Power’s disconnection rate. 
Western Australia has a higher rate of disconnections than New South Wales, South Australia and Victoria. As at 
30 June 2018, 31 552 residential electricity customers and 5 232 gas customers were on a hardship program. 
Compared with June 2017, this was up 43.8 per cent for electricity customers and down seven per cent for 
gas customers. 
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I turn to building approvals—the heart of the community and the economy. Building approvals averaged 
1 744 a month in the last year of the Liberal government, 2016–17. This fell by 9.8 per cent in Mark McGowan’s 
first year in government to an average of 1 572 a month. It then fell a further 13.9 per cent to an average of 
1 353 a month in the second year of this government. In absolute terms, approvals have fallen by 32 per cent, from 
2 111 in March 2016 to 1 419 in March 2019. 

Small business is the heart and soul of our economy. The McGowan government’s cost-of-living increases of $830 per 
year, and other new taxes, have sucked money out of the economy and out of the pockets of Western Australians. 
Essentially, this lack of discretionary expenditure means less expenditure in the retail sector. Restrictions to trading 
hours have also hurt bricks-and-mortar retailers, who suffer through a reduced trading period. In Mark McGowan’s 
first year of government, retail trade averaged 0.21 per cent growth; this fell to an average of minus 0.17 per cent 
growth in the second year. Let us look at this. Expenditure across numerous areas has remained at almost record 
lows since the McGowan government’s election. Furniture, floor coverings, and housewares and textile goods 
retailing is 14 per cent down from March 2017 levels. Expenditure on electrical goods retailing is eight per cent 
below March 2017 levels. Hardware, building and garden supplies retailing is eight per cent below March 2017 
levels. Household goods retailing is 10 per cent below March 2017 levels. Clothing retailing is four per cent below 
March 2017 levels. Department store retailing is two per cent below 2017 levels. Newspaper and book retailing is 
14 per cent below March 2017 levels. 

The Australian Bureau of Statistics count of Australia’s businesses highlights that Western Australian businesses 
are continuing to struggle to survive. Over the period from June 2016 to June 2018, we have seen an 18 per cent 
reduction in the number of non-employing businesses and small businesses—those that employ between one and 
19 people. In 2016, there were 163 833; in 2017, there were 147 755; and in 2018, there were 134 105. The latest 
office market report from the Property Council of Australia also revealed that the Perth CBD office vacancy rate 
was 18.5 per cent in the six months to January 2019. 

It is all good and well to talk about budget bottom lines. If the government does not want to take my word for it, 
or listen to the outgoing president of the Australian Medical Association or the hundreds of thousands of 
Western Australians who are on Struggle Street every day, so be it, but the simple fact of the matter is that things 
are not good out there. Just as in 2007–08, if the government goes to the election purporting to be great financial 
managers while the economy and community are struggling, it will do so at its peril. 

I am the Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative Council, so of course I will make these comments. I do so as 
a member of Her Majesty’s loyal opposition. I am here to help, although I will probably be ignored. 

Let us look at some of the comments and figures in the latest CommSec “State of the States” report to see whether 
it agrees that things are not all well in the socialist republic of Western Australia. The report states — 

Western Australia is seventh on six of the indicators and eighth on relative economic growth and the 
job market. 

It also states — 

Western Australia retains its seventh position on the economic performance rankings and can be broadly 
grouped with Northern Territory. Both economies continue to face challenges with the transition of 
resource projects moving from the production to the export phase. 

… 

The Western Australian jobless rate of 6.1 per cent is just over 17 per cent above the 5.2 per cent 
decade-average. 

… 

Western Australian construction was down by 11.0 per cent on a year ago … 

New equipment investment was down 9.8 per cent on a year ago. Housing commitments in Western Australia 
were down 24.5 per cent on the decade average. Dwelling starts in Western Australia were 34.6 per cent below 
the decade average. Home prices were lower than a decade ago in Western Australia; they were down by 
7.9 per cent. Again, that is not the gospel according to Pete. That is from the CommSec “State of the States” report. 

Let us have a look at the most recent appraisal in the ANZ “Stateometer”. Titled “Stateometer: one tortoise, many 
hares”, it is for the March quarter 2019 and has the following points — 

Scarce positive news for WA in the Stateometer this quarter 

Retail sales and consumer sentiment slipped 

House prices dipped 7% yr-to-March, falling for the 5th year in a row 
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It continues — 

Western Australia: overview 

Western Australia’s economic activity slumped further below trend in the March quarter. All components 
slipped, with housing exerting the biggest weight on the index. 

Softer labour market conditions 

The jobs market was another reason for weakness, with employment growth at 0.6% … after averaging 
1.5% in 2018. Positives within this were that the easing in hiring growth were concentrated in part-time 
positions (down 6.6% …), while full-time jobs growth improved to 4.2%. 

Dour consumers 

The soft labour market affected the consumer sector, which has been below its trend rate since 2013. 
Consumer confidence is unable to find firm footing, falling 6.5% in the quarter. The soft sentiment is 
evident in retail sales volumes, which fell 0.6%. Consumers are also likely lamenting the performance of 
the housing market, with prices down another 3.3% in the quarter in seasonally adjusted terms. In the 
wake of the mining construction boom, households face tight borrowing conditions like those in the rest 
of the country. 

As I have said, by anyone’s measure, things in this state are not flash. It appears from the second reading speeches 
and everything that comes out of the mouths of the Premier and the Treasurer that everything is rosy. Despite the 
fact that people are on Struggle Street—they are struggling to pay their mortgage, struggling with the significant 
decline in the value of their home and their equity in their home, and struggling with increases in the cost of 
living—they are being told constantly that everything is rosy in the socialist republic of Western Australia. 
As I said when I started, we have to be humble in victory. However, we also have to be gracious in defeat. That was 
said not by me, but by Christopher Earle. I have not seen from this mob opposite any humbleness in victory. 
Members opposite still spend most of their time focusing on and being infatuated by us, and telling the people of 
Western Australia how wonderful they are. 

I now want to look at how Western Australians have responded to the glowing self-appraisal of members opposite. 
The first opportunity that Western Australians had to pass judgement on members opposite was the Darling Range 
by-election. That was just over 12 months after the Labor Party had won government, so we would assume that 
the honeymoon had not finished and the people of Western Australia were still enamoured by members opposite. 
The Labor Party had a very unfortunate situation with the then member for Darling Range, Barry Urban. The 
Labor Party then had a very unfortunate situation with its new candidate, Colleen Yates, and it finally settled on 
Tania Lawrence. However, the people of Darling Range would never have known that Tania Lawrence was their 
candidate. The people of Darling Range would have thought their candidate was Mark McGowan, the Premier, 
considering how much time he spent in Darling Range during that campaign. Without a shadow of a doubt, no 
matter where people went during that election campaign, Mark McGowan was front and centre. Trucks were being 
driven around the electorate with massive billboards with pictures of Mark McGowan’s head. I would not have 
done that in a million years. The Labor Party must have been flush with money, because there were dozens of 
them. All the papers had wraparounds with Mark McGowan’s picture on them. Poor Tania must have had 
relevance deprivation syndrome. She was not anywhere to be seen. She was not even on the how-to-vote cards on 
election day. It was all about Mark McGowan. The Labor Party was sure that Mark McGowan was a vote magnet. 
That was confirmed by the polling. I refer to an article on WAtoday of 8 June 2018, which states — 

Opinion polling conducted after former Labor MP Barry Urban quit parliament had WA Labor in 
a commanding lead heading into the Darling Range byelection, according to party sources. 

A survey of the electorate found WA Labor would have won 54 per cent of the two-party preferred vote, 
even after the circumstances of Mr Urban’s resignation. 

Mr Urban pulled the pin before he could be expelled from parliament after an inquiry found he lied about 
his educational and service history to the Legislative Assembly’s powerful privileges committee. 

It is understood the polling showed voters in Darling Range were either unaware of the Urban scandal or 
did not link it to WA Labor or Premier Mark McGowan. 

But the research, which was commissioned by a Labor-linked public relations firm, was carried out before 
Labor’s first pick, Colleen Yates, quit the race when it was revealed she listed university degrees she did 
not earn in an online resume. 

The Labor Party polling showed that Barry Urban was not an issue. This was not our polling; this was Labor Party 
polling. The polling also showed, less than a week out from the by-election, that the Labor Party would win 
54 per cent of the two-party preferred vote. The Labor Party must have used the same pollster used by the 
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Independent candidate for Curtin at the recent federal election, because those figures were completely wrong. I can 
assure members that they were nothing like our polling figures. The Labor Party continued with its advertising. 
Wherever we went, we saw a reference to Mark McGowan. In every single piece of election paraphernalia, we saw 
Mark McGowan’s head. As I said, poor old Tania was completely irrelevant. The Labor Party felt so sure about the 
voting magnet—Mark McGowan—that it put him front and centre. Not only that, the Labor Party was bold enough 
to put it to the public and say that its polling showed that Mark McGowan was absolutely the political Messiah. 

Just before the election, Gary Adshead wrote a very intriguing article headed “Nowhere to hide in Hills vote”. 
He captured exactly what was right. I will not read the whole article, but he stated — 

Two things happened in the past week to ensure neither Mark McGowan nor Mike Nahan can mask any 
damage that might be inflicted when counting is over for the Darling Range by-election. 

Labor said its private polling showed the Barry Urban scandal hasn’t resonated with a big slice of the 
electorate, which means the Premier can’t use the former Labor MP’s fake medal and qualifications furore 
as an excuse for losing. 

Of course he cannot; he has already stated it. This vote magnet went into the election. He was the guru. All 
Western Australians loved him. The Labor Party put him absolutely front and centre of that campaign. The rest is 
history, of course, because the Labor Party lost that campaign. Not only that, but it suffered a 9.4 per cent swing. 
I think the Labor Party has to check out who is doing the polling. That was fundamentally wrong. I suggest that 
the Labor Party’s polling would have been the same as ours because at the start of that campaign, Mark McGowan 
had quite a significant net positive poll when looking at the figures. By the last week, the Mark McGowan factor 
was a negative, and the results of Labor’s polling would have shown the same as ours, yet the Labor Party went 
out there and filled the minds of people in Darling Range with this figure that showed that apparently Barry Urban 
was not an issue, Mark McGowan is wonderful and it would get 54 per cent of the two-party preferred vote. 
In anyone’s language, it was going to be a pasting, but it did not happen. 

I always said to the boys I taught or the kids I coached that there are three types of people in life. First, we have 
the bonded group that we can always rely on. We can get down in the trenches with them. They are usually family, 
a couple of close friends and that is about it. They are bonded friends. We can really rely on them. They are going 
to be right behind each other in the trenches no matter how hard it gets. Second, we have the ships in the night 
who come and go. We have them in here. We will not see a lot of them when we finish in this place, but we will 
be good friends one way or another. They come into our lives and they go back out. It is no big deal. Some have 
a positive influence and some have a negative influence. Third, we have those whom we are wary of—the 
fairweather variety. They attach themselves to us only because they think they can get something out of us. 
We really find out who they are when we lose government. I promise those opposite that they are there, and they 
should be ready for it. They have to watch for them. 

The Labor Party’s entire campaign for Darling Range was of the bonded variety. Mark McGowan was bold enough 
to put himself at the front and centre of that campaign. He did not care. He was willing to put his reputation on the 
line. Let us see how bonded he was the day after the election. Let us look at an article written by Jessica Strutt that 
was published on 24 June 2018, the Sunday after the election. It states — 

The shock result in the Darling Range by-election is likely to have Premier Mark McGowan and his 
strategists on edge. 
In only a little over a year since Labor’s landslide victory at the State election, the party has suffered 
a devastating 9 per cent — 

It was more than that — 
swing against it that most did not predict. 
There is certainly no single nor simple explanation for the result. 
The circumstances of the by-election, the nature of the campaign and the complexities of the huge 
electorate point to a range of factors playing a part. 
Mr McGowan was front and centre on the hustings most days with his candidate Tania Lawrence, and 
appeared to almost turn it into presidential-style campaign. 
“The people of Darling Range have a choice, they can vote for me and the Government that’s fixing the 
problem or they can vote for Mr Nahan and the Liberals that created the problem,” Mr McGowan argued 
passionately and repeatedly last week.  
Given the nature of those comments, it is very difficult for Mr McGowan and his colleagues to argue the 
result is anything but bad news in terms of how they are travelling. 
Barry Urban affair blamed 
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But a day after the poll, Mr McGowan was quick to reject any suggestion the result was a vote of no 
confidence in his leadership and Government. 
Instead, he pointed the finger of blame largely at matters surrounding Barry Urban, the former Labor MP 
who triggered the by-election after he quit the WA Parliament before he could be sacked for repeatedly 
lying about his qualifications and service history. 
“His activities, I think, coloured the entire by-election campaign which made it very difficult right from 
the very beginning,” Mr McGowan said on Sunday. 
“Mr Urban and all of his shenanigans made it difficult to cut through.” 

Here he is! What an absolute treasure! Here is that bloke, that bonded friend, you would want in the trenches! 
Hon Nick Goiran: What a man! 
Hon PETER COLLIER: No, no. He is a friend of the fairweather variety—he appears only when he can get 
something out of it. He does not mind being front and centre of the campaign when he thinks he is going to win, 
but when he loses, he goes straight back to the lowest common denominator—he goes for poor Barry. Everyone 
knew that Barry would be a bit of an issue, but if government members thought that Barry was 9.4 per cent of an 
issue, they should look at their polling. Yet again, Jessica Strutt’s article tells us more about the Premier than 
anyone else. That was the first time the Premier put his colours to the mast. He stood with his colleagues and said, 
“Isn’t this wonderful! I want you to bestow your accolades upon my glory. I want you to come out and tell me 
how wonderful I am.” I think on that day they gave the Premier a single finger salute. 
Let us look at the next time—there have been several times since—he shows his colours, which was during the federal 
election. The federal election in anyone’s language was absolutely extraordinary. I have to say that, without a doubt, 
until seven o’clock on 18 May, I honestly thought that my mob would not win. It was only after I saw the results for 
Celia Hammond, which showed that she was going to win, and I saw that the Liberal Party was sitting on 72 seats 
that I knew we were going to win. But I put up my hand—I did not think that we could win. Every single polling 
organisation in Australia agreed with me, and I have to say I am glad that we were all wrong. Of course, the ALP 
had very high hopes in Western Australia. Like in the rest of the nation, not only was there going to be a swing to 
Labor in Western Australia, but there was talk that Labor would win five seats—Stirling, Canning, Hasluck, Swan 
and Pearce. To be perfectly honest, I thought it was being a bit ambitious. I thought that Andrew Hastie would be 
all right in Canning and that Ken Wyatt would probably be okay in Hasluck because he has a good local following. 
I also thought that Christian Porter would be okay in Pearce. But with a new member in Stirling and a high-profile 
Labor member in Swan, I thought we would have to work hard to win those seats and that the most likely 
outcome for the Liberal Party would be a two-seat loss. But that did not happen. As far as we are concerned, we 
did what we always do. I remind members again about the affirmation I use in life: if you work on the process, the 
outcome will take care of itself. We just sat down and worked on the process. I was delighted and privileged to 
chair Celia Hammond’s campaign. She will make an extraordinary contribution to the federal Parliament. 

However, the Labor machine yet again employed that “vote magnet”, Premier Mark McGowan. It decided 
that because he is so popular in Western Australia, everyone loves him so much, and because people are not 
so keen on that shifty Bill Shorten, it would use Mark. It decided, “We’ll use the Premier. We won’t use Bill.” 
What did the Labor Party do? On every single federal election campaign flyer for the Labor Party it had a picture 
of Mark McGowan. It was a federal campaign. This Labor Party election campaign flyer I am holding is for 
Mellisa Teede for the seat of Canning. Has it got Bill Shorten on it? No, it has not. It has a picture of 
Mark McGowan on it. 

Hon Nick Goiran: The magnet. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The vote magnet! Who appears on this flyer for Patrick Gorman in the Perth electorate? 
It has Bill on it, but it is Bill Shorten plus the Premier, Mark McGowan. Mark McGowan is front and centre yet 
again. The flyer for Hannah Beazley is full of Mark McGowan. Is there a letter from Bill Shorten on the back? 
Not on your life! We have a letter from the vote magnet, Mark McGowan, the Premier. The letter states — 

Dear Resident I am proud to endorse Hannah Beazley as Labor’s candidate for Swan at this Federal election. 

Point of Order 

Hon PIERRE YANG: I ask that the Leader of the Opposition refer to the Premier by his correct title and not an 
additional title. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The Leader of the Opposition, I am sure, knows to refer to members in another 
place in the appropriate way. 

Debate Resumed 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Okay; Premier Mark McGowan was front and centre on this flyer. As I said, the 
Labor Party obviously thinks that the Premier is a vote magnet. That is fair enough. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Okay, point taken. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Where was the Leader of the Opposition? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Did it make any difference? He is not the Premier. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is the Premier. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Good try, Leader of the House. I have not finished yet. The letter continues — 

I have known Hannah for many years, and I know she has the commitment and passion to get things done 
for the people of Swan. 

I want to know why the Labor Party did not have Bill Shorten doing this. The Labor Party had the Premier doing 
this, who the Labor Party obviously thinks is a vote magnet. We saw this wherever we went. I have got dozens of 
these things. There was Josh Wilson from Fremantle. There was James Martin. Where is he from? He is from 
Hasluck. The Labor Party had a few different candidates down there, did it not? On each flyer, there was the 
Premier of Western Australia. He is so popular! The Labor Party has so much faith in him, just like it did in Byford. 
Not only that, the Labor Party also got the Premier on the radio. This is the advertisement that he read. This was 
aired up to the day of the electronic blackout. According to my notes, he said — 

Hi, it’s Premier Mark McGowan. We’re getting on with building Metronet and creating jobs in WA but 
we need Canberra to pull its weight. I’ve looked at the policies from both major parties and its clear 
Bill Shorten and Labor are offering the best deal for WA. He’s listening to Western Australians about the 
priorities for our state. With more funding for Metronet, more for WA schools and TAFE and more for 
WA public hospitals restoring the funding cut by the Liberals. The chaos in Canberra must stop 
Bill Shorten and Labor will give WA a fair go. 

He was front and centre of the Labor Party’s campaign. He was this great bonded character in the trenches with 
the Labor Party, along with Bill Shorten, Tanya and the rest of them. He was going to be in there shoulder to 
shoulder, no matter what. That was until about seven o’clock on the night of Saturday, 18 May. By about 
eight o’clock, he probably had an epiphany. He probably realised that he had backed the wrong horse again. This 
great team man, the Premier of Western Australia, changed his mind. The next day he was at the soccer, no less. 
There was a photograph taken of him standing there with his Perth Glory scarf on. The fact that he wore a Glory 
guernsey in the chamber the week before was disgraceful. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Why? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The Leader of the House can accept that; it was disgraceful. He should not have worn 
that guernsey. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Why? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If he wanted to wear something, he should have worn a Glory scarf, not a Glory 
guernsey. That is disgraceful. 

Hon Sue Ellery: But why? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We have standards in our chamber. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: There we go; that is exactly the point I make. The Leader of the House does not see an 
issue with that. That is why the Labor Party has an issue. The Premier was sitting there in his Glory scarf. I plead 
with the Premier never to wear a West Coast Eagles scarf—please do not wear an Eagles scarf and, for goodness 
sake, please do not wear a West Perth Falcons scarf! In the five weeks leading up to the election night, the Premier 
ferociously defended Bill Shorten and his policies. It took the Premier less than 24 hours to change. As I said, he 
had an epiphany: “I’d better find out what’s going on here. Perhaps the public don’t love me as much as I thought 
they did.”  

An article from The West Australian, titled “Shorten agenda ‘too ambitious’”, reads — 
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Premier Mark McGowan says Federal Labor was “overly ambitious” in its policy agenda but has 
dismissed suggestions the shock loss could spell trouble for his Government in WA.  

Labor failed to wrest a seat from the Liberals in WA, despite having a target of snatching up to five. 
The poor result has caused finger pointing inside WA Labor, with senior figures complaining the party 
would have been better off focusing on one or two winnable seats. 

The Premier, who was the highly visible frontman for Federal Labor’s WA campaign, denied the outcome 
was a reflection on the popularity of the State Government. “We did our best to help,” Mr McGowan 
said. “I was asked to help. I did my best to help them.” 

He said Labor’s Federal campaign had been too big and had offered up too many policy ideas, when the 
focus should have been on the Coalition’s track record of infighting. 

“I think what Federal Labor did is they painted a huge target on themselves. Their policies were way too 
grandiose, way too many … they didn’t have a core them to them,” … 

They could not make this stuff up. The article also quotes the Premier as saying — 

“They (Labor) had so much to talk about people couldn’t latch on to a single thing. Then they allowed 
themselves to become the issue. In an election campaign the Government should be the issue, not the 
Opposition.” 

What a little treasure. The Premier of Western Australia is one of those bonded friends that everyone should have 
in the trenches with them. He will be with them, win or lose, arm in arm, no matter what. I just cannot believe that 
he can be that transparent, quite frankly. 

Let us have a look at the McGowan effect, which was exactly the same as in Darling Range; the Premier put 
himself out there front and centre and he has to wear some responsibility. Let us have a look at some of the results. 
The Liberal and National Parties polled a combined primary result of 45.5 per cent in Western Australia; Labor 
polled 29.88 per cent. That is less than the 31 per cent vote that we received two years ago. Fewer than one in 
three Western Australians voted Labor in this federal election. If that does not concern members opposite, they 
need to go and look in the mirror. There were 744 684 people who voted Liberal and 590 384 who voted Labor; 
that is, 200 000 people who voted Labor two years ago voted Liberal this time. They are the facts. In the state 
election, the Liberal Party received 31.23 per cent of the vote, the National Party received 5.4 per cent, and Labor 
received 42.2 per cent. The Labor primary vote in Western Australia, with Mark McGowan front and centre of the 
campaign, has plummeted from 42.2 per cent in March 2017 to 29.88 per cent in May 2019. 

Let us have a look at the effect that had on the so-called winnable seats that Labor was going to get. In the winnable 
seat of Canning, there was a move away from Labor of 5.5 per cent. Canning now has a 12 per cent margin. 
That would have to be called a safe seat. Hasluck had a movement away from the Labor Party of 4.6 per cent and 
is now sitting on 5.2 per cent. Pearce had a movement away from the Labor Party of 5.2 per cent and is now 
a 7.5 per cent–margin seat. Stirling had a minor swing against the Liberal Party of 0.5 per cent and is now sitting 
on only six per cent. This is one of the seats that Labor was going to win. In Swan, the Labor Party picked up an 
additional 0.25 per cent of the vote. It is now sitting on three per cent—hardly worth it. Labor scraped across the 
line in Cowan, which should have been one of its safest seats. I have to be honest—the Labor Party is going to be 
wondering whether it should ask the Premier to be front and centre of its campaign. It would be like someone 
inviting Miss Marple to their town—they would never invite her, because they would know that someone would get 
murdered if they do. A party does not invite Mark McGowan to be front and centre of its campaign if it wants to win. 
Let us suggest for a moment that we transpose those figures into state seats. I say quite clearly—I will be gracious 
in defeat—that I do not for a second suggest that the people who voted Liberal on 18 May are going to vote Liberal 
next time unless we capture their imagination and trust, but let us just do it for argument’s sake. If those votes 
were transposed into state seats, the National and Liberal Parties would have won 20 seats. Let us give the 
Labor Party some benefit and give it five per cent for the federal issues. We would still win 13 seats. The seats 
that would be lost by the current government would be Joondalup, Kingsley, Jandakot, Murray–Wellington, 
Pilbara, Kalamunda, Burns Beach, Bicton, Mount Lawley, Albany, Balcatta, Wanneroo, Forrestfield, Bunbury, 
Morley, Midland, Swan Hills, Collie–Preston, Mandurah and Butler. As I said, I want to temper that. I appreciate 
that there were federal issues et cetera, but the hardheads in the Labor Party must be looking at that and saying, 
“We have to be careful here because the public of Western Australia is not happy with us.” Almost as though he 
was taking a leaf out of the Premier’s book, Bill Shorten made some comments not long after the election. 
An article by Annabel Hennessy states — 

Bill Shorten has blamed “corporate leviathans” and the media for Labor’s election loss after he was 
yesterday named on the Opposition frontbench. 
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Speaking to Labor caucus for the first time since quitting as leader, Mr Shorten attacked “powerful vested 
interests” for working against the party. 
“Obviously we were up against corporate leviathans, a financial behemoth, spending unprecedented 
hundreds of millions of dollars advertising, telling lies, spreading fear,” Mr Shorten said. “Powerful vested 
interests campaigned against us through sections of the media itself, and they got what they wanted.” 
He “accepted there are lessons to be learnt from defeat” but said the party should take time to reflect 
rather than listen to “commentators’ snap judgments, or hindsight masquerading as insight”. 

Give me a break; you have to be joking! There is something in the water with the Labor Party. It just does not get it. 
It does not get the fact that the public of Australia did not like what it provided. It is exactly the same as in 1975 and 
1996 when it had these big-picture items and these left-wing, ideological policy frameworks that it was going to 
impose on the Australian public, and the Australian public just did not want it. It is as simple as that. I do not feel 
diminished or less progressive, to use terms that are constantly used by the other side, because of what I stand for. 
Most people in Australia are honest, hardworking individuals. They do not feel diminished because they do not have 
this big-picture, left-wing ideological mindset that is being thrust upon them. Somehow if they do not think they are 
less significant, they are irrelevant philistines on the right of politics: “Those philistines do not understand our 
brilliance. They do not understand what we are all about. Unless they are a leftist, they are not part of the progressive 
side of politics.” Honestly, you guys have taken a manifestly socialist agenda to the Australian public three times—
in 1975, 1996 and 2019—and the public has said, “Thanks, but no thanks.” That is exactly what we have. 
I handed out my first how-to-vote card as a 16-year-old in Kalgoorlie, which, at that stage, was a safe Labor seat. 
As a 16-year-old, I did not like what I was seeing. I was very influenced by the left-wing dogma that was being 
espoused by Gough Whitlam at the time. He got me into the Liberal Party. Now look at the party that represents 
me and Australians. We now have eight members from Western Australia in the ministry. We have five members 
in cabinet. The Liberal and National Parties have more women in cabinet than ever before. We were the first party 
to have an Aboriginal representative in the Australian Parliament. We were the first party to have an Aboriginal 
person elected to Parliament and the first party to have an Aboriginal person serve as an Aboriginal affairs minister. 
We were the first party in Australia to have an Aboriginal cabinet minister. We were the first party in Australia to 
have an Aboriginal man as the Minister for Indigenous Australians. I do not feel diminished. I do not feel less 
significant as a result of what I stand for politically. In fact, I feel very comfortable in my skin. I will not feel in 
any way, shape or form that I am less significant. While you guys opposite have that holy attitude that we on the 
right side of politics are philistines and we are not progressive, you will have problems. The public of Australia is 
going to voice those concerns time and again. If not, keep going with it. I love the fact that Anthony Albanese has 
Kristina Keneally on his front bench now, for goodness sake. She must be a vote magnet as well. I do not know 
what polling the Labor Party has done, but, anyway, that is where we are at. I am absolutely delighted with the 
election result, and I think we will have good, sound economic management. I congratulate Scott Morrison, 
Mathias Cormann, all the members of the Western Australian parliamentary team, and the Australian Liberal and 
National team for a job well done, and I look forward to three more good years of governance. 
To conclude on the election, I want to make a few comments on a situation that arose in Curtin, a seat with which 
I was intimately involved. I was delighted that Celia Hammond put her hand up to be the candidate. I got to know 
Celia very well when I was education minister. She was vice-chancellor of the University of Notre Dame Australia. 
She comes to the role with enormous life skills. She is intelligent, articulate and compassionate. She is a genuine 
person. They are the qualities I really like about Celia. Yes, she is a practising Catholic, and a number of people 
tried to use that against her. I told her to use it as a badge of honour. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, they did. I am not talking about members opposite; I am talking about some of the 
dirt sheets that were put out in Curtin. They were absolutely appalling. With no implication at all, I have spoken 
to the Leader of the House about this. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I agree, and some of the media coverage painted her as having much more extreme views than 
she had. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Precisely—that is right. I told her constantly to rise above it. Dignified silence is so 
important in politics, and she should not allow these things to bring her down. She was labelled as a number of 
things, and a couple of dirt sheets went out that were absolutely disgraceful. She showed a dignified silence and 
I commend her for it. I told her she should never be embarrassed about her faith. 

I could not believe it when I woke up one morning to find on the front page of The West Australian a big headline 
saying “Blue-Ribbon Bloodbath”. Apparently, a poll had been taken showing that the Independent candidate was 
sitting on 20 per cent. We had done polling that week as well, and she was not even on the radar, so this was the 
polar opposite to our polling. It was fascinating, but within 24 hours it had been exposed as a fraud. It turned out 
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that the Independent candidate had been responsible for sending that polling to The West Australian. Any attempt 
to get to the bottom of who was responsible for that polling has been unsuccessful. The Independent candidate 
then started casting aspersions, intimating that somehow the Liberal Party was involved in this. There was talk that 
the source of the polling was an office in St Georges Terrace. It was quite clear what she was talking about. I will 
state categorically that, number one, the Liberal Party would never be involved in anything like that; and, 
number two, why on earth would we kick an own goal like that? Of course we would not. The Independent 
candidate got all indignant and said that she was going to go to the police. My understanding is that she has not 
gone to the police, but I would strongly urge the former Independent candidate to go to the police. I would love 
the police to investigate this situation. I can say quite categorically that I am very confident that this would reveal 
a very unsavoury character, and also show the naivety of the Independent candidate. 

Hon Alison Xamon: Who is the Independent candidate? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am not going to go into that, but I strongly recommend that the former Independent 
candidate, if she feels so disaffected, goes to the police with this issue. She owes it to not just herself, but the people 
of Curtin, because, quite frankly, I was appalled at the comments she made, and that whole unsavoury incident. 

Celia Hammond was a wonderful candidate. She is a very good friend of mine and I congratulate her. I think she 
will very much value-add to federal politics. She will bring an understanding of education to federal politics, 
which, sadly, has been lacking on both sides of the ledger for a number of years. 

I have got that off my chest and I have just a couple more things to do. As I mentioned, I want to talk about 
standards. I have a lot to say, but I will probably hold off on a lot of issues because I want to talk a bit about the 
National Disability Insurance Scheme. The issue of standards in the chamber, in particular, really bugs me. I have 
had issues about standards, including the cancelling of pairs. I thought that was an appalling decision. I have also 
had issues about the constant delays on FOI requests. As I said, I have an enormous number of issues on standards, 
but I would prefer not to go into too much detail. I will use those issues—section 82s and so on—for a motion on 
a separate day. The one thing that really gets to me is the answers we get to our questions. I have found that 
there seems to be a game taking place in the Premier’s office. I do not know who writes the Premier’s answers to 
our questions. We all know how the system operates; the Premier does not write his own answers, but he signs 
them. Someone will write the answer for the Premier and he will sign off on it and potentially make some 
recommendations or adjustments. Fundamentally, he signs off on the answer. The juvenile nature of some of the 
responses I get from the Premier suggest to me that he either has no respect for this chamber or perhaps is too busy 
to have a look at the response. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Maybe it’s Hon Darren West who writes them for him! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That would not surprise me. I will give an example of how the process should be done. 
Today, I put a question to the Minister for Energy. I had written that one question referred to question (3) when it 
should have been with reference to question (2). Do members understand what I mean? I received a response from 
the minister’s office asking, “Did you mean this?” That is what we do. It is eminently sensible to do that, but not 
with the Premier’s office. I have a couple of examples here that are just extraordinary. On 12 September 2018, 
I asked the Premier a question about the Constitutional Centre of Western Australia. He gave me a response to my 
question about the Constitutional Centre, but underneath the answer he said — 

It should be noted for listeners of the Rumour File program on 6PR that the Premier has no intention of 
moving from Dumas House and enjoys being in the same building as his ministers. 

The fact that Hon Darren West is laughing and thinks that this funny is exactly why the government has a problem. 
I find that — 

Hon Sue Ellery: We know your Premier didn’t like any of you, but our Premier does like us. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is mature. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Everyone likes each other in here. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. That statement should not be on the response to 
a question. The Premier would not have written that—someone else would have—but he, as the Premier of 
Western Australia, should have said, “No, we don’t need that; cross it out.” Again, the seeds of destruction of 
a government are sown in the Parliament. I keep on saying this. If members do not think that is true, have a look 
at history past. It is sown in the Parliament. When you start showing contempt for the Parliament, it starts to 
transcend into every decision that you make—short cuts. Then I got this one: I asked a question without notice and 
I was asked that it be put on notice with regard to the Environmental Protection Authority. I asked the question — 
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(a) did the Premier or any member of the Premier’s staff who attended the meeting take notes, if 
yes, will the Premier table the notes and, if not, why not; 

(b) was the Premier or his office provided with any briefing notes or other advice regarding the 
briefing; and 

(c) if yes to (c), who prepared the notes or advice and will the Premier table the notes or advice … 

Quite frankly, any idiot would know it should have been with reference to “(b)”. So, after three months of this 
question being on notice—we all know how long questions on notice take—I received the response — 

(a) No. 

(b) Yes. 

(c) This question does not make sense. 

Give me a break! If you guys up in Dumas House are watching, as I keep on saying, “Grow up!”. I am sure they 
are not; I am sure they have other things to do, but they will read this. Again—keep going, guys. I love it when 
you dismiss me like this. I love it; I absolutely love it! What I am saying, yet again, to the Leader of the House, is 
if I received a question like that, I would go back and say, “He obviously means (b); just check with him.” He could 
have gone to Janice or rung up my office, which we always used to do, but not this Premier. We get, “This question 
does not make sense.” I mean—grow up! As I said, that is the sort of stuff we have. 

I have probably another hour on parliamentary standards that I could go through with regard to FOI in particular, 
and I still have stuff on the National Disability Insurance Scheme that I want to go through. The ministerial travel 
reports in 2017 have all been late. Not one has been on time. Every single one has been late—very late. I will go 
through the dates. One was 257 days late. One was 165 days late. One was 180 days late. One was 146 days late. 
One was 152 days late. One was 219 days late. The two travel reports covering the last six months from 
30 September to 31 December 2018, and then 31 December 2018 to 31 March 2019 are now 150 days and 60 days 
late respectively. Talking about an open and transparent government, do members remember when the Premier 
said it was going to be open and transparent? It simply does not happen. 

The Premier spent $12 000 travelling to Sydney for a fundraiser in New South Wales, and he used the caption that 
he was going to have a meeting with the New South Wales infrastructure minister. That meeting went for less than 
an hour. He could have used the room in Dumas House that has a video link. It is wonderful. We did that. 
Ministerial meetings could be held there. But not when the Premier is going off to a $3 000-a-head fundraiser in 
New South Wales with his Labor colleagues. That is what that was all about. Again, the government over there 
does not sweat the small stuff, but it is tantamount to the seeds of destruction. 

In addition, I cannot believe that the Premier went and had a sleepover at the Governor’s house. I thought that was 
disgraceful. How on earth someone could compromise that position is beyond me. They are mates; so be it—I do 
not begrudge them that. But you do not take your family to the Governor’s for a sleepover. The Premier took trips 
around the state with his whole family, including one trip to Albany for Anzac Day for one day. Again, if he wants 
to do that, go for it. As I said, keep going and keep scoffing at this sort of stuff, guys, but ultimately it comes out. 
I looked at the most recent travel report and what interested me was on 3 July last year Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
went to Qatar. She was accompanied by Mr C. Thurley, who I assume is her chief of staff . The combined total of 
that trip to Qatar was $5 000—$3 436 for Mr Thurley and $1 400.71 for Hon Alannah MacTiernan. I wondered 
why Hon Alannah MacTiernan’s airfare was only half the price. 

Hon Nick Goiran: It sounds shifty. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will tell members why. She was there for only a day. She went to one meeting and, 
do members know what she did then? She went on private leave. She organised a trip to Qatar for less than a day 
and obviously went to Europe or somewhere else on the rest of her trip. She went to Qatar for one meeting—it 
says so in this report—from the third to the fourth. It states, “One-way airfare, proceeded on leave.” Is that an 
abuse of ministerial travel or what? 
Again, members opposite scoff at it: who cares? Do not sweat the small stuff. 

Hon Samantha Rowe: Who’s scoffing at it? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The member might turn her eyes right. He has been sitting there laughing the whole 
time I have been talking. If the member wants an answer, there it is. 

Hon Samantha Rowe: It’s not true. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, he has. 

With that in mind, as I have said, we will continue — 
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Hon Darren West interjected 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not care whether the member finds that — 

Hon Sue Ellery: You’re easily distracted. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am not easily distracted at all; I am having a ball. I can keep going if the Leader of 
the House likes. Would she like me to speak about the FOIs? What about standards? 

Hon Sue Ellery: If this is you having a ball, that’s a very sad life. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have heaps to talk about here. It bugs me when I sit here and look at the calibre of 
some of the decisions made by you guys, ministers in particular, and see Hon Adele Farina sitting back there. 
I absolutely shake my head. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Why? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Because someone of that calibre and talent is sitting on the back bench. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Peter Collier has the call. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Mr Acting President. As I am having so much fun, and because of the 
Leader of the House’s interjection, I am wondering whether I should go into fundraising or other spending, such 
as the $30 000 the Leader of the House spent, just after the Labor Party won government, going with the 
Minister for Transport to look at high-rise schools—$30 000 to look at high-rise schools without visiting a school! 
I wonder whether we should look at the double-dipping on cars or section 82s. I could have an absolute field day 
here. But do members know what? I might wait until we move a motion on standards again. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The only problem is that I will need more than my 20 minutes, because you guys give 
me more ammunition every time there is a ministerial travel report. 

With that, I want to make further comments on the National Disability Insurance Scheme. To his credit, 
Hon Stephen Dawson has been very accommodating about the NDIS. He acknowledges that there are significant 
issues with the NDIS. We all do. The implementation of the rollout for something that should be fundamentally 
empowering for one of the most marginalised groups in our community is on the precipice of disaster. I do not 
mean to be alarmist, but it is. Many people with a disability are now worse off as a result of the NDIS. I am not 
finger-pointing at Hon Stephen Dawson; he acknowledges this. That is why I urge him yet again to promote the 
notion of a review into the operational model of the NDIS. That is desperately needed across Australia to take 
away the political heat from it. Stuart Robert is the discrete Minister for the National Disability Insurance Scheme. 
I think it was a wonderful decision of the federal government to appoint a discrete minister for the NDIS—
someone who can focus entirely on the NDIS. I will be making contact with Stuart in the very near future, but 
I will certainly not undermine the minister, Hon Stephen Dawson; in fact, I will try to work with him to ensure we 
overcome some of those issues. 

In essence, the pricing mechanism is flawed, particularly with service providers, who are really struggling. 
Nulsen Group did the 2018 “State of the Sector Report”. It found that 31 per cent of the sector reported operating 
at a loss, up from 23 per cent the previous year—an eight per cent increase. The trend is expected to rise again this 
year. Fifty-five per cent of the sector noted that the operating conditions of the scheme and the disability sector 
had become worse and 73 per cent indicated that the systems and processes of the scheme were not working well. 
Forty-six per cent ranked getting the pricing right as the top priority and 13 per cent of organisations are discussing 
winding up—up from nine per cent in the 2017. The key issues with the National Disability Insurance Scheme 
architecture, according to this “State of the Sector Report”, are that service prices are in many instances inadequate, 
even with the recent adjustment for the complex area of disability support; red tape inefficiency and the lack of 
effectiveness of the National Disability Insurance Agency is strangling organisations, requiring significant 
financial investment by organisations in order to cope; a lack of market stewardship and leadership at both state 
and federal levels; the fact that the NDIA is an immature and inexperienced organisation; and intractable, complex 
design problems. 
There are problems here, and I think something that should have happened—I stand by this, and I am sure 
Hon Donna Faragher will support me—is that it should have been delivered at the local level. Service is best 
delivered at the local level, and that was a problem from the start. Before the current government even made the 
decision to go with the federal model, a productivity report came out and revealed that the thing was fatally flawed, 
yet the government went ahead with it anyway. 
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There is some underspend at the moment and the sector would really like to see that underspend, at both the federal 
and state levels, invested back into the sector. Over 35 years, the Western Australian sector, in partnership with 
successive governments, People with Disability Australia and their families, developed a system that understood 
the true cost of service delivery and minimised risks. Operating in the NDIS environment is like going back to the 
early 1990s; it is true. The government is asking people at the local level how it should operate, and it has taken it 
from them and put it at the federal level. It is not working. 
Nulsen provides some examples of the impact and advises — 

Vacancy funding costing $1m 2018/19 financial year. The policy of three months sustainability funding 
was changed without consultation with the sector. 
… 
The pricing model does not acknowledge capital replacement—Nulsen has over 100 specially modified 
wheelchair vehicles. If this is not built into the model as it once was then we will be forced to get rid of 
our vehicle fleet; leaving people with very complex disabilities with no transport. Cost $300,000—
$500,000 per annum). 

Also — 
Spending $1.5m on the implementation of new IT systems and licence fees just to interact with the 
NDIS model. 
… 
Funding $400,000 to employ additional staff to facilitate the negotiation of annual care plans, including 
management of reviews and appeals, engage with the NDIS and undertaking billing processes. 

As I have said, a review of the operating model is, I think, the way forward. That is not an acceptance of defeat, 
but an acceptance that there are intractable issues here. I urge Hon Stephen Dawson to bring that up at his next 
ministerial council meeting. I will certainly mention it to Stuart Robert and endorse it. It has the support of the 
sector and it would give the sector confidence that it is not just being done for political purposes. It needs to perhaps 
be done by a university or a host of universities that are immune to the political sway of those directly involved. 
At least we could then get to a point at which the sector feels that something is being done. 
To conclude, I am going to read something in. It might take me just a few minutes, but I have told the sector I am 
going to do this. The Leader of the House might be aware of this. I ask that Minister Dawson reflect upon these 
comments that are made by the sector. It is a little lengthy, but it is worth it, because there are some real concerns 
within the sector about changes to the industrial relations system. This comes from the sector, and is headed 
“Ministerial Review of the State Industrial Relations System”. It states — 

1. Background 
The McGowan Government released the Final Report of the Ministerial Review of the State Industrial 
Relations System on 11 April 2109. — 

That should be 2019 — 
The Final Report makes 85 recommendations for reform of the State industrial relations system. While 
the intent of the Review of the State Industrial Relations System is to ensure it is modern, fair and 
accessible, there may be some unintended consequences that will impact adversely on disability sector 
providers and people with disability. The State Government’s proposed reforms in response to the 
Ministerial Review of the State Industrial Relations System are shown (Attachment A).  

That can be read in the review. It continues — 
The McGowan Government has indicated it will progress the following recommendations from the 
Final Report of the Ministerial Review of the State Industrial Relations System: 

• Enabling workers to seek an order from the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission 
(WAIRC) to stop workplace bullying; 

• Providing a legislative equal remuneration framework for the WAIRC to deal with applications 
for equal remuneration orders and requiring it to develop an equal remuneration principle; and 

• Amending the definitions of ‘employee’ in State industrial laws to remove existing exclusions 
which includes: 
• persons engaged in domestic service in a private home; 
• persons remunerated wholly by commission, percentage reward or piece rates; and 
• persons with a disability in supported employment. 
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The Report argues that critically, these exclusions have been identified by the Commonwealth 
Government as a barrier to Australia ratifying the International Labour Organization Protocol of 2014 to 
the Forced Labour Convention, 1930. The Protocol aims to support the global fight against forced labour, 
people trafficking and modern slavery and these amendments will ensure that Western Australian laws 
are compliant with the Protocol. 
The intent of the amendments is to ensure that no category of employee is denied employment protections by: 

• Providing greater power for the WAIRC to vary the scope of awards to ensure that all State private 
sector employees are covered by an award, except for those not traditionally award-covered; 

• Modernising the Long Service Leave Act 1958 and introducing penalties for noncompliance 
with the Act; increasing penalties for breaches of employment laws and strengthening industrial 
inspector powers; and 

• Addressing the lack of certainty as to which industrial relations jurisdiction applies to 
Western Australian local government. 

The McGowan Government has already amended the Industrial Relations Act 1979 to abolish the position 
of President of the WAIRC—a recommendation of the final report of the review. 

Issues and concerns 
Private households (people with disability and families) employing workers 
The proposed changes to the Industrial Relations Act (WA) 1979 seek to remove the current exclusion 
for private and domestic arrangements. Section 7 of the Act defines the term “employee” to specifically 
exclude “any person engaged in domestic service in a private home”. The removal of the private and 
domestic exclusion under the IR Act (WA) to deem all arrangements as that of employer–employee not 
only poses a number of detrimental ramifications but is based on assumptions about those arrangements 
that are both misleadingly broad and unrepresentative. 
At its base, the premise of the proposed changes to the State legislation is to bring all workers under the 
definition of “employees” in order that the Commonwealth Government can comply with the conditions 
imposed by the International Labour Organisation (ILO) Protocol of 2014 to the Forced Labour 
Convention of 1930. 
The implication posed in not ratifying this Protocol is to suggest that any person excluded from the 
definition of “employee” will not be afforded the protection of employment legislation and therefore be 
subject to real or potential exploitation such as “forced labour, including trafficking of persons and 
slavery-like practices.” (Section 5.4 (b) 771) 
There are significant implications resulting from the removal of the exclusion to the definition of 
employee for people in the NDIS who self-manage or share manage (with a service provider). With these 
management options, people with disability or their families are able to privately and directly employ 
their own support workers. This option offers people the ultimate in choice and control over who their 
workers are, what they do and how they do it when they are supporting people. For most, this ensures 
their support workers match their personal preferences and better meet their support needs. Much of the 
support that workers provide is in and around people’s home to support them with personal care, home 
life and to access and participate in their communities. 
The removal of the exception across the board, would mean a significant impact to people being 
supported, and particularly people who are significantly vulnerable, or with complex support needs. 
The options available for people in this situation will be reduced, and the ‘live-in’ support arrangements 
less likely to be as highly individually designed, flexible and embedded in the things we all value—
a home, belonging, love, community, mutual respect and contribution. In fact, many may have to move 
from an individualised, independent living arrangement to living in group, congregate arrangements. 
Furthermore, it would also disregard the many people, and community members, who offer and provide 
individualised support to people, who currently have very flexible, mutually beneficial employment 
arrangements directly with people, particularly in ‘live-in’ support arrangements. WA’s Individualised 
Services (WAiS) argued this position in their submission to the Ministerial Review of the State Industrial 
Relations System. 

The impact of the removal of the exclusion will be significant. It would: 

• Increase the compliance burden on private families and households (as has been raised in 
prior submissions); 
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• Reduce their ability to be flexible and offer mutually beneficial conditions of employment; and 

• Potentially prohibit a large number, if not all, of highly individualised living arrangements that 
enable people with disability to live good lives in as natural a home environment as possible 
(for example, in their own private homes as compared to residential group homes). 

While the fight to end human slavery in the world through legislative practice is laudable, the mechanism 
to effect this change should not be at the expense of the fair and beneficial arrangements that currently 
exist in a small but vital area to support people with disability and their families in their own homes. 

Private households (people with disability and families) and industrial inspections 

The Chamber of Commerce and Industry WA have indicated that a major concern is that the proposed 
amendments would result in homes being considered workplaces. They argue that it would be completely 
inappropriate for unions to be able to make any right of entry into a private residence or for it to be 
possible for the WA Industrial Relations Commission to override an individual’s property rights. 
Their position is that it simply cannot be contemplated that private residences can be entered as proposed. 
They argue that the notion that industrial inspectors or those persons holding a right of entry permit 
(ie union officials) can, with or without notice, enter a private residence would be unacceptable to the 
WA community. 

For potential breaches of the Industrial Relations Act or Minimum Conditions of Employment Act, 
WAiS does not see any legitimate grounds for investigations by an industrial inspector or union 
official to take place on-site in a person’s private home. Such potential breaches could be adequately 
investigated offsite. Whether, and if so what, limitations or safeguards ought to be imposed upon 
industrial inspectors or people holding right of entry permits with respect to the carrying out of their 
duties, rights and privileges at places of work that are also private residences. An additional concern is 
the possibility of industrial inspectors entering peoples’ private residences and strongly submits that 
very strong, firm and clear restrictions are put in place against this. If on rare occasion, an on-site 
investigation is found warranted, WAiS urges strong regulatory safeguards be put in place to protect 
the privacy, comfort and security of private householders. They note that, under section 49K IR Act, 
an authorised representative presently does not have authority to enter any part of the premises of an 
employer that is principally used for habitation by the employer and his or her household. WAiS 
submits that this should remain. 

The CCI WA highlight that such an unequivocal right to enter a private residence without consent is not 
even available to members of the WA Police Force. Division 2 of Part 34 of the FW Act specifically 
prevents a permit holder from entering any part of the premises that “is mainly used for residential 
purposes” (section 493). Entering a private home should not be contemplated eg consider the ability for 
the individual entering a private residence to proceed to a child’s bedroom (even more concerning if 
children are present in the home), view personal possessions, ‘inspect’ the home and assess activities 
within the residence. Further consider what if there is loss or damage that occurs during the entry? 
Who would be responsible for loss or damage and the impacts on the householder’s insurance? 

Additionally, recommendation 65 would that mean that entry suggested can occur at any time not just 
while work is being carried out. CCIWA submit that the public concern on this would be significant. 

State Awards for Private Sector Employees 

Private and domestic households do not currently fall under the coverage of any award but this will change 
these arrangements. WAiS’ strong position is that for people with disability and families and any other 
private households who are privately employing workers in domestic arrangements that these 
arrangements continue to be award free. They argue that particularly within the context of minimum 
conditions enshrined in legislation, the need for an award on top of this simply does not exist. 
Furthermore, the WAiS submission articulated that it is the flexibility afforded people to offer mutually 
beneficial conditions of employment that enables them to live good lives with the supports they need. 
Any award will be unduly prohibitive and restrictive, far more than any legislated minimum conditions. 

Historically, awards have been developed for industries, on the foundations that organisations, companies 
and businesses operating in different industries require an instrument that provides for adequate 
protection of and conditions of employment to employees. What is to be afforded to employees may vary 
from industry to industry. Private households are not part of an industry and are, in fact, distinct from it. 

Summary 
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Strengthening legislation to control the currently unregulated ‘gig’ economy is a welcome move as it is 
in this area where the majority of what could be termed exploitative hiring practices occur. However, 
such a blanket approach fails to recognise that there are legitimate enterprises that fall outside the scope 
of industrial relations but do, nevertheless, operate for mutual benefit of both parties. In particular, the 
private and domestic arrangements for those working in the disability sector engaged directly by 
homeowners/occupiers to work as paid support workers in their own homes. 
Currently, hundreds of examples exist of families and people with disabilities in WA directly engaging 
domestic workers in order to provide support within the family home and, by natural extension, the 
community. At the heart of these arrangements are the principles of trust and mutual benefit, conditions 
that would be largely absent in the ‘gig’ economy that is being targeted for increased industrial regulation. 
Such beneficial arrangements under the private and domestic exclusion could not exist without the 
arrangement providing benefits for both parties, not just the one. 
Key peak groups have indicated their agreement that the current definition within the Industrial Relations 
Act (WA) 1979 where a person who is engaged in domestic service in a private home be excluded from 
the definition of “employee” should remain. 
1. The removal of the private and domestic exclusion under the IR Act (WA) to deem all 

arrangements as that of employer-employee poses a number of detrimental ramifications. 
2. Adopting a “One Size Fits All” approach to regulate one area of the labour market (the ‘gig’ 

economy) will be at the expense of another, which is operating effectively in a small but vital 
area to support people with disability and their families in their own homes under private and 
domestic arrangements. The proposed changes do not sit well with the critical importance for 
people and their families to have choice, control and options to employ their workers in ways 
that are fair, reasonable and flexible for all parties. These individualised supports and, especially, 
individualised ‘live-in’ home arrangements based on flexible but fair and reasonable, mutually 
beneficial conditions are what enables them to be sustainable and have longevity. The removal 
of the exception across the board, would mean a significant impact to people being supported, 
and particularly people who are significantly vulnerable, or with complex support needs. 
The options available for people in this situation will be reduced, and the ‘live-in’ support 
arrangements less likely to be as highly individually designed, flexible and embedded in the 
things we all value—a home, belonging, love, community, mutual respect and contribution 

3. One of the main concerns with the proposed changes is that it lays open the very real possibility 
that the sanctity of the private home will be laid bare to intrusive visits by trade union 
representatives or workplace inspectors investigating potential breaches of industrial law or 
seeking meetings with employees. 

4. The removal of the private and domestic exclusion from the IR Act and the regulation of 
employment to fall under the IR/MCE Act would add an unreasonable administrative burden on 
the homeowner to deal with a range of additional compliance matters not currently required 
under a private and domestic arrangement. 

5. The result of homeowners being able to engage domestic workers directly to work in under the 
current exclusion provides a significant number of benefits to both parties, monetary and 
non monetary, thus promoting the sustainability and success of these working relationships. These 
benefits could be significantly diminished if the current definition within the Industrial Relations 
Act (WA) 1979 is amended to remove the exclusion of private and domestic from the IR Act. 

I know that is a sensitive issue for the government. I have been getting this from a broad cross-section of the 
disability sector. I think it is an unintended consequence of the changes. Now that that has been read into Hansard, 
the minister will have an opportunity to look at it. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I’ve written him a note asking him to check Hansard. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is good. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: I presume you will leave a copy for Hansard. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I have a copy. I will use the opportunity during estimates to perhaps investigate it 
a little further. 
This brings me to the end of my comments. As I said at the start of my comments, we need to be humble in victory 
and glorious in defeat. I would like to see a little more from members opposite. We on this side of the chamber 
had a bit of a fillip over the past couple of weeks but, at the same time, we are pragmatic. We understand that in 
order to regain the trust of the Western Australian people, we have to work on the process ourselves. But at the 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 4 June 2019] 

 p3608c-3631a 
Hon Peter Collier; Hon Pierre Yang; Deputy President; Hon Nick Goiran 

 [21] 

same time, my comments on the standards in particular were made in good faith, believe it or not. I genuinely have 
a deep personal regard for the institution of Parliament and I do not like to see it treated as a little plaything. Having 
said that, the Liberal team, and I am sure the Nationals WA, other members on this side of the chamber and the 
Greens, will continue to do all we can to hold the government to account. We will also prepare as best as we 
possibly can for a return to the treasury bench in 2021. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [4.04 pm]: I am pleased to contribute to the debate noting the 
budget papers. If we are to learn anything from the budget papers that have been tabled by the government in this 
place and about the performance generally of this government, I can say with confidence that, sadly, this 
government cannot be trusted. How do we define “trust”? We define trust as a firm belief in the reliability, truth 
or ability of someone or something. It is the case that this government repeatedly breaks the trust of 
Western Australian voters. We have seen evidence of this government’s lack of integrity and that is why we have 
no confidence in the government. 

What can be seen from this budget and from the performance of this government is that the government assumes 
that we have forgotten about its tax obsession, that we will overlook the ongoing inequitable access to palliative 
care in Western Australia, that we will ignore the lip-service it pays to the scourge of elder abuse and that we will 
sit silent while victims of child sex offences must confront their attacker every day at school; and the government 
assumes that it is acceptable to provide false statements to Parliament without an explanation and apology. 

When Minister Dawson, representing the Treasurer, delivered the his speech on 9 May, I was staggered when 
I heard him say — 

The beneficiaries of this hard work will be Western Australian households, with the lowest increase in 
household fees and charges in 13 years. 

I have subsequently read and re-read what he said to this house. When I heard that, I thought it was truly staggering 
that a minister of the Crown could pretend to boast that his government has implemented the lowest increase in 
household fees and charges in the past 13 years. To make matters worse, later in his speech he said — 

Household electricity price increases have been kept in line with forecast inflation, with an increase of 
just 1.75 percent in 2019–20. This is the lowest rise in power prices since 2008. 

If that were the only thing that members knew, they could join the government in patting itself on the back. But if 
members knew something about power prices in this state, they would know that in the McGowan government’s 
first year it increased the price of electricity by a massive 11 per cent and in its second year by seven per cent. It is 
despicable, misleading behaviour by this government and for a minister to stand here and pat the government on 
the back for an increase in electricity of 1.75 per cent when it has smashed the constituents of Western Australian 
with a massive electricity tax over the past two years. 

Not long after that, the same minister, representing the Treasurer, said in the same speech that there would be 
a 2.5 per cent increase in household water charges, as though we were supposed to then stand up and applaud the 
government for restricting its water tax this year to 2.5 per cent. What the minister did not tell the house, and what 
this shifty government continuously tries to hide from the people of Western Australia, is that in each of the 
previous two years the government increased water charges by six per cent. There is no point in the minister and 
members opposite patting themselves on the back for a 2.5 per cent water tax this year, when in the previous 
two years the government made it six per cent. This is in the context of a Premier who members opposite consider 
to be a vote magnet—a Premier who promised that this would never happen. I draw to the attention of members 
what was said by Hon Mark McGowan on 21 February 2017. I quote an article on ABC online by 
Andrew O’Connor, published on 21 February 2017 — 

Mr McGowan said Labor would release all of its revenue-raising measures before polling day, but 
stressed people in WA were already paying enough tax. 

Better than that, in his article, Mr O’Connor, this very experienced journalist, then quotes the exact words of 
Hon Mark McGowan. I quote — 

“There will be no new taxes on West Australians, full stop. If we are elected, there will be no new taxes 
on West Australians or increases in taxes on West Australians. If we’re elected, full stop,” he said. 

What rubbish. They were plainly lies told on 21 February 2017, and since then we have had a massive electricity 
tax and a massive water tax. Then members opposite had the gall to have one of their ministers stand in this place 
and congratulate the team, pat them on the back and give them all high-fives because this year the government 
will increase its massive electricity tax by only 1.75 per cent and will increase its massive water tax by only 
2.5 per cent. Give me a break. This is despicable, misleading conduct by this government. It continues to do it time 
and again, and the people of Western Australia have had enough. They fiercely expressed their displeasure with 
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this government at the Darling Range by-election and, most recently, they did the same thing at the federal election. 
Members opposite need to stop with this arrogance, stop with this continued increasing of taxes, this obsession 
with taxes, and listen to the people of Western Australia. Not only is it despicable, misleading conduct by members 
opposite to tolerate this behaviour by their Premier and to celebrate these electricity and water taxes, but, worse, 
we must not forget that the government has recently introduced a court tax. Of course, we will never forget that 
the government has twice tried to bring in a gold tax. We also all remember the most unedifying spectacle recently 
that was the obsession by the Minister for Fisheries with implementing a lobster tax. In fact, he was so obsessed 
with lobster that in the end the Premier had to say to him, “Stop, minister. I don’t want to hear about lobsters 
anymore. This is killing us. Stop with this lobster tax nonsense. I do not want to hear about lobsters ever again.” 
Why was the Premier so strong against his weak Minister for Fisheries on lobsters and yet did nothing about 
electricity and water charges? He allows the ministers responsible to tax like we have never seen before. We had 
increases of 11 per cent in the first year of Mr McGowan’s tenure as Premier and seven per cent in the following 
year on electricity, and increases of six per cent over two consecutive years. Why does the Premier do nothing 
about the electricity and water taxes, yet he berates, belittles and denigrates his Minister for Fisheries for his lobster 
obsession? He allowed Hon Ben Wyatt to try it on twice when it came to the gold tax. What is going on with this 
government? Why does there seem to be favouritism within it? It depends on the minister. If the minister’s name 
is Hon Dave Kelly, then he will be belittled by this Premier. He will be castigated publicly, whipped and shamed 
in the public square. However, if the minister’s name is Hon Ben Wyatt, he will be given free licence to try it on 
when it comes to these taxes. In fact, he will even be allowed to try it twice. What is going on with this government? 
Is it that Mr McGowan is very scared of Mr Wyatt and so he allows this kind of behaviour—this tax obsession—
to go on? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Mr Acting President, I am delighted that the Minister for Regional Development is here 
and has honoured us with her presence this afternoon! 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: As soon as I heard you were speaking, I said, “I’ve just got to get in there! I have 
to see it!” 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister should not worry; I have saved a little portion of my budget speech debate 
especially for her. Can the minister give a commitment to the house that she will not run away on urgent 
parliamentary business but will stay here for the duration of my contribution? I ask the minister to give 
a commitment to the house. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I will give the same commitment that you give to the Liberal Party—that you will 
go out there to maximise the advantage for the Liberal Party in the way that you conduct yourself! 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Mr Acting President, she is a treasure! 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Order, members! Interjections and the seeking of 
interjections will defer where we need to get to. I ask the honourable member on his feet to address the Chair, and 
other members to listen in respectful silence. Hon Nick Goiran has the call. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I share the view of Hon Alannah MacTiernan that this 
government cannot be trusted, and I am glad that she is here with us this afternoon. When the Minister for 
Environment delivered the budget speech on behalf of the Treasurer, it was assumed by members opposite and 
this government that we would overlook the ongoing inequitable access to palliative care in Western Australia. 
I note that in the budget speech, the following was said — 

• $41 million for an end-of-life choices and palliative care package, including an additional $5 million 
for a new aged and palliative care facility in Carnarvon; 

Where do we start in trying to unpick this untrustworthy statement? It is clear to me that there is a lack of true 
budgetary commitment to palliative care. The first example is the $5 million that the government boasts about 
giving to this facility in Carnarvon. How much of that $5 million will be spent on aged care and how much will 
be spent on palliative care? If it is just for a building, what actual increase in services will be provided? These 
are questions that the government must answer. There is no point in members opposite patting themselves on 
the back in their contribution to the budget speech debate about $5 million for a Carnarvon facility, which 
I understand from some members was actually taken out of a previous budget only to be reinserted. These 
questions will need to be answered during the health estimates. I am grateful to the Standing Committee on 
Estimates and Financial Operations, which has organised estimates hearings in the next few weeks, for selecting 
the Department of Health to appear, and I expect that the health officials and the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Minister for Health will be in a position to answer these questions. I do not want any of the usual shifty 
business, where they say, “Sorry, we need to take that on notice; we’re not really sure.” They will have 
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dozens of people here in the chamber taking up all those seats opposite—more health officials than one could 
believe; that is what happens every year—and I expect at least one of those people to be able to tell us more 
about this $5 million Carnarvon facility that the government is boasting about. I want to get to the bottom of 
whether it is truly money being spent on palliative care or whether it is really money being spent on aged care 
and dressed up as a palliative care package. 

The second example I give to demonstrate that there is not a true budgetary commitment to palliative care by this 
government is that there is zero increase for the metropolitan area. Based on internal data from Sir Charles Gairdner 
Hospital, I am told that only 50 per cent of people who die in hospital in Australia receive palliative care. I will 
quote from a document provided on 22 February this year by Dr Anil Tandon, who is a consultant physician at the 
palliative care service at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. He also provides services to the goldfields regional 
palliative care service. Of course, he is the much-esteemed chairman of the Western Australian Palliative Medicine 
Specialist Group. This is what he said on 22 February — 

As of November 2018, there were only 11.35 FTE public palliative care specialists—adding in those who 
work in private practice, this takes us to a total of approximately 15 FTE for the state. 

He goes on to say that this equates to 0.57 full-time equivalents per 100 000 people and that WA has the lowest 
ratio in the country. In Victoria, it is 0.7 FTE per 100 000; in Queensland, it is 0.9; in New South Wales, it is 1.0; 
in South Australia, it is 1.1; and in Tasmania, it is 1.8. He goes on to say — 

I do not think it a coincidence that the two states with the fewest palliative care specialists are the two states 
where assisted suicide … has either been legalised or is being seriously considered: Victoria and WA. 

I pause there to note that I understand that Queensland now has a parliamentary committee copying the Sanderson 
model and, basically, it has the third-lowest ratio in the country. Western Australia is the lowest at 0.57 FTE 
per 100 000 people, Victoria is the next lowest at 0.7 and Queensland is at 0.9. Interestingly, it seems that all these 
Labor governments are saying that they do not have enough palliative care specialists and the solution to that is 
assisted suicide. 

Dr Tandon goes on in his document of 22 February this year to say — 

If $43.5 million is spent per annum on palliative care and we are at the minimal end. 

To bring us to a mid-range provision (of 1.0 FTE per 100,000 which is the national average) would cost 
an extra $32million per annum ($76 million per annum total cost). 

To bring us to the maximal estimate (of 2.0 FTE per 100,000 which is the figure recommended by 
Palliative Care Australia) would cost an extra $109 million per annum ($151 million per annum total cost). 

What is the government’s position on these considered remarks by the chairman of the WA Palliative Medicine 
Specialist Group? Those are the questions that need answering. This nonsense about the government patting itself 
on the back because it took out some money previously and now it is going to put it back in and provide $5 million 
to Carnarvon for this aged-care facility is not going to cut it. We need a serious commitment to palliative care in 
this state. We will not overlook the ongoing inequitable access to palliative care in Western Australia, and, if this 
government assumes that we will, it is sadly mistaken. 

While this government has a lack of proper commitment to palliative care in Western Australia, others are desperately 
trying to fill the gap. I congratulate Busselton Hospice Care, which was the winner of the Douglas MacAdam 
perpetual trophy for excellence in palliative care in the outstanding organisation category at the inaugural 
WA Palliative Care Awards on 25 May. This government should be looking at what that organisation is doing, 
rather than trying to congratulate itself for very modest commitments to palliative care funding in our state. We 
need a fair and equitable palliative care model in our state. I cannot help but think that this government’s intention 
is to mislead people about end-of-life choices. We know that $41 million will be spent on an end-of-life choices 
and palliative care package. We know that $5 million is being sent to the facility in Carnarvon. So how much of 
the remaining $36 million will be spent on end-of-life choices, and how much will be spent on palliative care? It 
was revealed recently in estimates hearings in the other place that $5.8 million is being allocated to the progression 
of recommendations arising from the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices. We need an explanation 
from the government on the breakdown of that sum, and I look forward to our own health estimates hearings to 
get to the bottom of that. The question I have is: is this so-called commitment yet another sham process, as we 
have seen for the last two years? I remind members that the government blocked an amendment to the terms of 
reference for the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices that would have enabled it to look at the risks of 
voluntary euthanasia. The government said, “No, don’t allow the terms of reference to be changed; we don’t want 
them to be looking at that particular issue.” The result of this government blocking that was a committee that did 
not look into any of the wrongful deaths that have occurred in other jurisdictions. Then, the government blocked 
the release of the minutes of the Joint Select Committee on End of Life Choices, something that is highly unusual 
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for a committee run under the auspices of the other place. The result is that certain MLCs in this place are muzzled 
and others are blindfolded, all because the government once again wanted to block the release of the minutes. 

Hon Sue Ellery: It was the house that did that. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The government blocked the release of the minutes. It made sure that it was cleared, and 
whipped all of its members into order to ensure that it would not happen, just as it did with the terms of reference 
for the joint select committee. We have yet another sham process, and the outcome is that some members in this 
place are muzzled and others are blindfolded. To top it off, the government has now handcuffed the 
Ministerial Expert Panel on Voluntary Assisted Dying. I quote from page 9 of the discussion paper, at which the 
ministerial expert panel says to the people of Western Australia — 

Please do not, however, offer opinions or comment either for or against voluntary assisted dying. This is 
outside the Panel’s Terms of Reference and cannot be considered. 

Who put together the terms of reference for the ministerial expert panel? It was not a decision of the house, 
Leader of the House. Her government gave those terms of reference to the ministerial expert panel, and it has 
stated in this discussion paper that this matter is outside its terms of reference and cannot be considered. That is 
because the government has decided to handcuff this ministerial expert panel. The outcome of the committee is 
that it did not look into any of the wrongful deaths in any of the other jurisdictions because the government blocked 
the change to the terms of reference. Then we have muzzled and blindfolded MPs here because the government 
decided that it will not allow the minutes to be released. To top it off, and to add salt to the wound, the government 
then says to the ministerial expert panel, “We’ll handcuff you; we’ll make sure that you’ll operate only under these 
very narrow terms of reference, and, if you’ve got a contrary view, we don’t want to hear from you.” The 
government then pretends that this is a consultation process. This consultation process is a sham and it needs to be 
exposed as the sham that has been the entire process with this government over the last two years. 

It seems to me that Minister Cook is intent on ramming through his legislation, ignoring that Western Australia 
has an elder abuse problem and ignoring that psychological and emotional abuse is one of the two most prevalent 
forms of elder abuse. I note that the ministerial expert panel’s paper is utterly silent on elder abuse; not a word, 
sentence or paragraph is devoted to this particular issue in the handcuffed terms of reference discussion paper for 
the ministerial expert panel. It is just the way that Minister Cook would like it. We will continue this sham process. 

I want to look at elder abuse because it strikes me that the government assumes that the opposition is going to 
ignore the lip-service it pays to the scourge of elder abuse in our state. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3643.] 
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