
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 18 March 2020] 

 p1545b-1546a 
Hon Alanna Clohesy; Hon Martin Aldridge 

 [1] 

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

Committee 

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

Clause 1: Short title — 

Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered. 

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

[See paper 3698.] 

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

[See paper 3699.] 

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

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

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