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MINISTER FOR HEALTH — MEMBER FOR COTTESLOE’S COMMENTS 
Statement 

HON JACKIE JARVIS (South West) [5.46 pm]: I apologise to those members who are keen to get a Guinness 
or a Jameson. I will try to be quick. 
I did not feel that I could let this week pass without passing comment on some debate in the other place yesterday. 
Yesterday, the Minister for Women’s Interests, Hon Simone McGurk, rose to speak about the WA Women’s Hall 
of Fame awards. She said how amazing they are and how they play a key role in highlighting the achievements in 
Western Australia by showcasing women from a wide range of backgrounds. One of the statements Ms McGurk 
made was — 

By acknowledging the contributions of the inductees to our state and shining a spotlight on their achievements, 
we are creating a vehicle for change. 

Also in the other place yesterday, the Leader of the Opposition made some comments about the Minister for Health 
along the lines that she worries more about fashion than doing her job in health. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
Hon JACKIE JARVIS: Apologies, not the Leader of the Opposition but the Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party 
in the other place, the member for Cottesloe. Thank you, Hon Dr Steve Thomas, for correcting me. 
I accept that in the other place particularly there is hurly-burly, interjections and comments. I have no doubt that 
longstanding members here could come up with a long list of insults that have been slung by members on both 
sides of the house, but I was particularly concerned about this comment. I want to highlight why I find this one 
particularly disturbing. To my mind, the ministers in this place and, indeed, the Leader of the Opposition and the 
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party wear would what I would generally consider to be the stock standard corporate 
uniform, if you like, of women, the same clothing that is worn by women on St Georges Terrace who work in law 
firms and business around the state. We have standing orders in this place and they comply with those standing orders. 
To my mind, compared with what the men wear in this place, there is not a lot of difference in what the women wear. 
In many ways, the men are disadvantaged in that they pretty much wear their grey or blue suits. I accept that women 
quite often use fashion as a way —  
A member interjected. 
Hon JACKIE JARVIS: I have heard that. 
I accept that women quite often use fashion to make a statement or to cement their own personal brand. I am inclined 
to think about Julie Bishop and her red shoes and the message that she felt she was sending. Men can obviously 
choose to wear a different tie or pin or some loud socks. I then reflected on my own behaviours and thought about 
the times I might have passed comment perhaps on a man’s appearance. I took the opportunity earlier today to 
apologise to Hon Kyle McGinn, because I have made several comments about his hair in recent times. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon JACKIE JARVIS: But, members — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon JACKIE JARVIS: I am not inviting interjections. When I reflect on the comments that have been made perhaps 
about a man’s appearance or his hair, I have never heard it said in the context that it is impacting on their job. I have 
never heard anyone say, “Geez, Kyle—with that haircut you’re not a very good parliamentary secretary.” I have never 
heard a comment about how what a man is wearing somehow then reflects on how they do their job. I suspect that many 
women listening to my statement would have experienced this in their own professional career; that is, if we cannot fault 
a woman for her work ethic, her intelligence or her strength of character, then let us pick on her appearance, whether it 
is what she is wearing, what she looks like, her age or whatever it might be. As I said, I rarely see men experiencing that. 
I accept that the member for Cottesloe has apologised for his comment and that he withdrew the comment at the 
time. I find it incredibly interesting that when he was thinking about some sort of critique he could throw at the 
Minister for Health, he chose not to comment on her portfolio, which perhaps is a sign that he could not find any 
faults in her portfolio or her management of her portfolio, and instead chose to comment on what she was wearing. 
I will read the comment for members as detailed in the uncorrected Hansard. There was an interjection and the 
member for Cottesloe responded — 

I will patronise you, minister. A minister who worries more about fashion than she does about doing her 
job in health! 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That is shameful and it just indicates, member, how much capability that person lacks 
and how completely and utterly unsuitable he is for that role. 
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Hon JACKIE JARVIS: I will continue before I am stopped. As I said, I have no issue with women in politics or 
any other line of business using fashion choices to highlight their personality or their personal brand, or to make 
a statement, but to suggest that the simple act of anyone in this place deciding in the morning what to wear somehow 
detracts from their job is ridiculous, it is demeaning and it is, as the member said himself, patronising. Thank you. 
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