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FEDERAL BUDGET — AGED-CARE SECTOR 

Motion 

HON DAN CADDY (North Metropolitan) [1.07 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Morrison government for its failure to provide any support for the aged-care 
sector in the recent federal budget. 

Given the topic, I would just like to start by wishing my mother a happy sixty-ninth birthday today, as she approaches 
her seventies and we talk about aged care. I am sure she will chastise me for that later. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Never mention a lady’s age! 

Hon DAN CADDY: She is my mum—she will let me off! 

“Neglect” is a word that will be central to my contribution today. Neglect was the title of the Morrison government’s 
own report of the Royal Commission into Aged Care Quality and Safety—at least, it was the title of the interim 
report. The title of the final report was changed. Neglect was removed and replaced with Care, dignity and respect. 
No doubt some spin doctor in the Prime Minister’s office decided that “neglect” was a wholly too accurate descriptor 
for this Prime Minister and had it changed. So far, that is the only tangible thing the Morrison government has 
done in respect of this report: a marketing-led change to the title. In any case, I will stick with “neglect”. It is the 
perfect word to describe the current federal government’s record on aged care. In fact, if it was being completely 
honest, it probably would have used it to describe its response to the royal commission as well, a response that, as 
most Australians know, was absolutely dismal. Once again it will be left, as it always is, to an incoming Labor 
government to do the heavy lifting when it comes to funding and regulation, and transformation around some of 
the most vulnerable people in our country—our elderly. Wording of this motion was around the federal government’s 
commitment to the aged-care sector in the federal budget. Given the lack of anything new, anything inspiring or 
anything progressive from the federal Liberal government, it may appear overly ambitious to think there is sufficient 
content to allow this house to debate such a motion for two hours. Indeed, I stand here now, some two minutes and 
15 seconds into my contribution, and I have already spoken for more than twice the time that Josh Frydenberg did 
on aged care in his budget second reading speech only a few weeks ago. Five lines; that was it. He said five lines 
on aged care and one of those five was announcing what it did in the 2021 budget. Talk about being out of ideas. 
The federal government is sitting on a damning royal commission report and that was all it could manage. It is 
little wonder that the title of the interim report was Neglect. 

Do not worry, President. Members on this side have a lot to say about the aged-care sector. Members on this side 
care deeply for elderly Australians and for the workers in aged care. Neglect does not apply just to the Morrison 
government’s approach to those vulnerable Australians who find themselves in aged care; it applies equally to the 
Morrison government’s approach to the critical workers in aged care right across the country. One might argue 
that it applies to the Morrison government’s approach to all workers across this country. I am conscious of time, 
but I will talk a little bit about the aged-care workforce across Australia because this workforce has been horribly 
let down by Scott Morrison, horribly let down by Josh Frydenberg and horribly let down by this Liberal government 
and Ken Wyatt. These workers continue to be some of the lowest paid workers in Australia. They did not get anything 
from Mr Frydenberg’s budget. Mr Frydenberg only spoke about aged care for less than a minute in his budget 
speech and did not once mention the plight, the pay or the conditions of workers during that minute. Let us be very 
clear: some aged-care workers face pay levels so low that they are struggling to buy petrol to get to work. They 
are beside themselves with fatigue and they are emotionally exhausted from dealing with residents who are also 
distressed at being let down by this Morrison government. 

Most members will be aware that yesterday thousands of aged-care workers took protected industrial action across 
a number of states. Time is up. They are sick of not being listened to. I do not need to tell members in this place 
how rare it is for aged-care workers to take industrial action. This is not what they want. This is not in their nature. 
This is not what this high-empathy workforce is about, but they have been left with no choice. They have been left 
with no choice given the neglect of this Morrison Liberal government. It is the absolute lack of anything significant 
in the Morrison budget that has, in part, been the driving force for these workers to take the action they took. They 
were promised that the royal commission would fix things, but it did not. Aged-care residents were promised that 
the royal commission would fix things, but it did not. It could have, but this federal Liberal government made sure 
that it has not. This is before we get to the appalling response from the Morrison government to COVID when 
it comes to aged-care workers. Aged-care workers were promised they would be looked after. We all remember 
Scott Morrison going full marketing on all the TV channels, saying that he valued aged-care workers and recognised 
their plight. We all remember him promising those workers that they would be protected with vaccinations, 
boosters, RATs and personal protective equipment. They were not. In fact, Scott Morrison made sure that out of all 
the health workers, those people—those critical aged-care workers—were put at the back of the queue. Aged-care 
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workers were left to fend for themselves when COVID tore through aged-care facilities right across the country. 
The federal Liberal government left the aged-care workers of Australia higher and drier than a martini on a Hawaiian 
beach on a summer holiday.  
It gets worse. Members would not have thought it possible, but it did get worse because where was the Morrison 
government when the Senate Select Committee on COVID-19 had its hearings? We all know where Mr Morrison’s 
Minister for Senior Australians and Aged Care Services, Richard Colbeck, was. He was in Tasmania and he was 
at the cricket, drinking “frothies”, to quote my good friend Jackie. When the Senate committee hearing was looking 
at COVID in aged-care facilities, the federal aged-care services minister chose to go to the cricket rather than to 
front up. What a disgrace. Such is the contempt that the Liberal Party has for residents and workers alike in our 
aged-care sector. The monumental failure by Scott Morrison and his incompetent cricket-prioritising aged-care 
services minister, the treatment of aged-care workers and the lack of forward planning in the 2022 budget are the 
reasons those workers have been forced to take action. 
I will move on from the aged-care workforce and all the workers who have been abandoned by the Morrison Liberals, 
along with childcare workers and so many others, and look at the recommendations of the royal commission, the 
implementation of which, in fact, did see money in the budget. Look at what the Morrison government decided to 
prioritise and, more importantly, what it decided not to prioritise. Messrs Morrison and Hunt came back with 
a response to the royal commission’s report—the report they were forced into commissioning, shamed into 
commissioning, by the Australian Labor Party—and this response actually gave some hope. They accepted 110 of 
the report’s 148 recommendations. Critically, recommendations 1 to 3 of Neglect recommended the replacement 
of the existing aged-care act with a new aged-care act. The government response accepted these recommendations—
happy days. The foreword to the response also gave hope, with smiling photos of Mr Morrison, Greg Hunt and 
the cricket-loving Senator Colbeck all there. The words above the portraits of these three amigos promised a new 
aged-care act. What happened to the new act? In September last year, it was introduced into the House of 
Representatives. It was an act to amend the current act—be that as it may—but it was introduced. It sailed through 
the House of Representatives. It passed through the Senate. Everyone knows the system; it is similar to here. The 
message from the Senate was reported in the House of Representatives earlier this year. But, alas, like everything 
in aged care, it was not a priority of the Morrison government and it lapsed in April this year. The federal government 
could have made it law, but it chose not to. Once again, by design, the Morrison government showed it could not 
be trusted to put the welfare of some of our most vulnerable Australians first. It is just the latest form of neglect 
from this appalling federal Liberal government. The promise the Morrison government made to older Australians 
in 2021 did not eventuate. The promise the Morrison government made to the families of older Australians in 2021 
did not eventuate. The promise the Morrison government made to workers and providers alike in the aged-care sector 
in Australia in 2021 did not eventuate. That is reflected in the budget and the measly five lines in the Treasurer’s 
second reading speech.  
President, this is hardly a surprise. They have form and, with your indulgence, I will walk through the aged-care 
train wreck that has been the last decade under this Abbott–Turnbull–Morrison government. In fact, I will go back 
a bit further, because members may remember that the last Prime Minister of this country who implemented any 
significant reform—I am not talking about just adding dollars to the budget for aged care, but about real reform in 
aged care—was Julia Gillard back in 2012. Since then, all we have seen is a conservative government intent on 
driving down wages in real terms. Some of the people most affected by this ideological crusade by the federal Liberals 
are aged-care workers and then, by extrapolation, the residents of aged-care facilities. The crusade was started by 
Tony Abbott. So dire was Tony Abbott’s mismanagement of aged care that Australia’s largest aged-care providers 
came together to advocate as a group. The Aged Care Guild was officially launched in October 2015. Tony Abbott 
had not listened to the guild. By this time, Malcolm Turnbull had knifed him in the back and become Prime Minister. 
This aged-care sector group continued to push him to continue what Labor started. That is how the party phrased it—
what Labor started. 
Let us look at Malcolm Turnbull. He did not listen either. There is no better illustration of this than the Turnbull 
2016 budget. Let us not forget the so-called aged-care funding instrument in the Turnbull government’s 2016 budget. 
This instrument ripped over $1 billion from the aged-care budget. It caused massive ripples through the industry 
and then, surprise, surprise, a few months later, in September of that year, it was dragged kicking and screaming 
to the table to talk about alternative ways it could rip out this $1.2 billion. It did not consider putting it back in; it 
just wanted to find out where it could get it from. Guess who was Treasurer at that time? Guess who took over as 
Treasurer? It was Scott Morrison. Over a dozen reports have been made into different aspects of aged care in this 
country in the past decade. All of them, to a page, have been crying out for increased funding for the sector. Leaders 
in aged care have been crying out to the federal government to take aged care seriously and to show some leadership. 
I have an article from The West Australian in 2020 titled “Aged care pay appeal”. I will read some of it. It states — 
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Aged-care workers need a pay rise and the Government must increase its funding to the sector to make it 
happen, Regis Healthcare says. 

Regis is not an insignificant player in the aged-care market. It continues — 
… chairman Graham Hodges said the royal commission into aged care had highlighted the “deliberate 
underfunding” of the sector over recent years. 
“It is unsustainable to expect operators … to continue to subsidise what should and must be funded by 
government,” Mr Hodges said. 

His chief executive, Linda Mellors, was quoted, with the article continuing — 
… said pay rates for aged-care workers needed to rise “and that needs to be supported by a funding 
increase from government”. 

That article appeared in The West Australian of 28 October 2020. Two years later, nothing has changed. Let us 
look at what aged-care providers were saying this year, just after Mr Frydenberg’s budget. An article that appeared 
in the business section of The West Australian of 30 March states — 

Aged-care providers and operators say the Budget has failed to address wages in the sector, leaving their 
workers near poverty. 
The Australian Aged Care collaboration — 

Members should listen to this list — 
a collective of Aged & Community Services Australia, Anglicare Australia, Baptist Care Australia, 
Catholic Health Australia, Leading Age Services Australia and Uniting Care Australia—said a lack of 
wage and career progression was putting older Australians at risk of not receiving services they needed. 

It goes on to say — 
“The Budget confirms the inadequacy of the Government’s previous response to the royal commission. 
There is so much work to be done … 
“The royal commission’s workforce recommendations are the key area of unfinished business and the 
Government has left it that way.” 

The government has left it that way! This was done by design. The Morrison government does not listen, does not 
learn or does not care, or all of the above. What the Australian aged-care sector needs and what should have been 
in Mr Frydenberg’s budget is the $2.5 billion commitment we saw from the Labor opposition that it will implement 
when it forms government later this year. What was needed was some recognition from Mr Frydenberg and Scott 
Morrison’s Liberals that older Australians deserve to be better looked after. What was needed was some 
recognition that the aged-care workforce is in desperate need of support. 
This federal government needs to start caring about the workers who spend their lives caring for others. In contrast 
with Mr Frydenberg’s five lines on aged care in his most recent budget speech, the alternative Prime Minister spoke 
for well over 10 minutes on what needs to be done to arrest the Liberal government–created crisis that now exists in 
our aged-care sector. I must admit that I did not hear the budget reply speech by Anthony Albanese live, as he gave 
it. At my first opportunity, I sat at home and listened to it, amongst the goings-on in the home. Whilst listening to it, 
one particular thing struck me. We have two uni students at home—two fine young men, Nathanael and Patrick. 
Nathanael is working towards a teaching degree at Edith Cowan University and Patrick is in his first year of 
engineering at the University of Western Australia. They both love their sport. Like a lot of uni students, they both have 
a part-time job, one at a local cafe and one at a local restaurant. What do they have in common other than their familial 
connections? I will tell members what they have in common. They both get paid more for their “whilst I’m at uni” 
job per hour than the lowest paid aged-care workers in this country. I am happy and proud that they have jobs, but 
that is just not right. This Morrison government does not need umpteen reports to tell it that there is a crisis. It does 
not need unions to point out the issue on behalf of workers. It does not need aged-care providers pleading with it to 
increase funding so that their staff can be paid more and so that there are better services in aged-care facilities. It just 
needs to pull its head out of the sand and look around at what is happening in the real world to understand, appreciate 
and grasp the reality that aged-care funding needs to be increased. It needs to be fixed and it needs to be fixed now. 
This federal Liberal government is completely out of touch on a level we have not seen since the dying days of the 
Howard government. Let me tell members that Scott Morrison is no John Howard. Five lines! This is a federal 
government so out of touch that it is incapable of being able to see what needs to be done. I go back to the five lines, 
but it is a telling indictment of Scott Morrison’s Liberal government. It is an insult to residents of aged-care facilities, 
it is an insult to aged-care providers and it is an insult to the thousands of workers in the aged-care sector. 
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I am getting short of time, but I will finish with a quote from one of my federal colleagues who spoke recently about 
this matter in federal Parliament. He said — 

The current aged care system and its weak and ineffective regulatory arrangements did not arise 
by accident. 

It did not arise by accident; it’s a result of policy failure. That’s why it needs a better policy and a better 
government to fix this crisis. 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [1.28 pm]: I rise to make a few comments on the motion that 
was moved today. I say at the outset that I am a little disappointed, but nonetheless unsurprised, by the motion that 
was moved by Hon Dan Caddy today. Aged care is an incredibly important issue. It impacts our seniors directly 
and their families and their loved ones. There is a certain reality in life that we will all age. When we do, we need 
to have absolute confidence that if we are to enter a residential aged-care facility, we are treated with the highest 
level of care, dignity and respect in line with the title of the final report to which Hon Dan Caddy referred, which 
was produced by the royal commissioners, not by the Morrison government, but nonetheless. We also need to have 
confidence that for those who are able to stay at home and who wish to stay at home but who might also require or 
benefit from additional supports to enable them to remain at home, they are able to do so, and again they are able to 
do so with the highest level of care, dignity and respect.  
On that point, we are absolutely and totally at one. Where I am a little disappointed with this motion is that it 
will not achieve anything. It is simply designed to allow members on the other side to wax lyrical, as we have 
heard for the past 20 minutes, about how terrible the Morrison government apparently is and how wonderful 
Anthony Albanese will be. The motion has not been crafted in a way that we can debate in a bipartisan manner the 
ongoing and significant needs of aged care. According to Hon Dan Caddy, only members on that side of the house 
care deeply for older Australians and, by implication, we do not. There is shaking of the head opposite, so apparently 
I do not care about older Australians and no members on this side of the house care either. What a disgraceful slur 
the member opposite has made. 
It is not possible to debate this issue through this motion in a constructive manner because it is deliberately negative. 
There is also a key issue in so much as it is factually incorrect. The motion states that no support was provided by 
the Morrison government in the recent federal budget. That is simply incorrect. Before I get into issues surrounding 
funding more specifically, can I say that, unlike Hon Dan Caddy, who thinks that opposition members do not get 
older Australians and that we do not care for older Australians, I absolutely do understand the concerns. I understand 
absolutely the ongoing issues surrounding aged care; however, they have not arisen overnight. A number of these 
issues have been around under successive federal governments, including Labor governments, so it has not happened 
overnight. Indeed, the summary of the final report of the Royal Commission into Aged Care Quality and Safety states — 

The Australian aged care system provides subsidised care and support to older people. It is a large and 
complex system that includes a range of programs and policies. It has evolved over time, including during 
our inquiry. Some changes to the system have been far-reaching and others incremental, but all have 
contributed to the piecemeal development of the aged care system. 

As the royal commission states, aged care is not a single service. It is not just residential aged care, albeit that is often 
a particular focus, but also supports that are provided in the home and community. Indeed, around two-thirds of 
the funding support is directed towards people in the home. Ultimately, we would all agree that we want more people 
to be able to stay in their home and community with support, if required, for as long as possible. I think it is the 
wish of everyone to maintain their independence and to stay in their home and their community for as long as 
possible. The stark reality is that the aged-care system is incredibly complex. It cannot be fixed overnight, and a quick 
fix in such a large sector will not necessarily be a quality fix. There are multiple components to aged care and 
a quick fix is not the answer; it has to be quality. 
As I have said, some key and significant issues with aged care have not appeared overnight, but do require significant 
attention. For example, I agree absolutely that navigating through the system is incredibly complex and confusing, 
for not only senior Australians, but also their families. Clearly, there are workforce issues and issues that ultimately 
stem from that. We particularly need to address—Hon Dan Caddy referred to this—issues surrounding neglect and 
abuse. We should expect the highest level of care, dignity and respect for our older Australians. Every day, many 
providers and workers are deeply committed to best practice and to providing wonderful support to our aged 
community, and we need to remember that in any discussions we have about aged care; however, we also know 
that there is another side. Some very distressing, longstanding stories have been raised that highlight significant 
issues. The royal commission identified around 15 complex and routine issues surrounding substandard care. 
Abuse, substandard care and neglect are completely unacceptable—full stop. The government has my full agreement 
on that. Quality and care must be a top priority, whether someone is in a residential aged-care facility or in the 
home. It is a shared responsibility with government, service providers and those who work in the system, whether 
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they are there full time or intermittently. It involves advocates, families and loved ones; it actually involves the 
entire community. 
What are some of the actions and reforms that arose as a result of the royal commission that have been undertaken 
by the Morrison government? I am not a federal member and I am not a spokesperson for the Morrison government, 
but I will not sit here and listen to Hon Dan Caddy say that there has been absolutely no support from the federal 
government, because that is just wrong. Back in 2021, the Morrison government committed $17.7 billion in response 
to the recommendations of the royal commission. I understand that figure has grown to around $19 billion. That 
includes additional funding in this year’s budget of around half a billion dollars. More than that, around $600 million, 
was allocated following the midyear review for more initiatives and programs for aged care. Let us be clear: that 
$19 billion-worth of funding, or thereabouts, is the largest single investment into aged care. To say that there has been 
no support is just wrong. The $17.7 billion—the original amount to which I referred—is based on a five-year reform 
plan across five pillars: $7.5 billion committed to home support and care; $7.8 billion to residential aged-care 
services and sustainability; $942 million to improved residential aged-care quality and safety; $652 million to 
growing the workforce; and around $698 million to new governance arrangements. In the past 12 months, another 
50 000 senior Australians have received home-care packages, which makes it about 220 000 who are receiving 
them. Greater oversight and standards are now in place. 
There is more to be done, I agree, but work has been undertaken. The Serious Incident Response Scheme has been 
put in place for residential aged-care facilities and I understand that in the next couple of months it will be in place 
for in-home supports as well. Funding has been put aside for additional training places and other payments. 
Significant investment has been made to improving medication management and safety for aged-care residents 
through the provision of around $300 million for onsite pharmacists and community pharmacy services. That 
important issue is consistently raised in the commission’s report. 
Work has been done to make the system easier to navigate, and I think that is important, particularly when senior 
Australians’ support might fall across three different areas—aged care, disability services and veterans’ affairs. Some 
of them are working across all three of those services and work needs to be done to make that better—absolutely. 
I do not disagree with that. It is incredibly confusing and frustrating for people who are trying to work through it. 
To say that nothing has been done, however, is just wrong. 
In the time I have left I will say one more thing. Before members of the McGowan Labor government seek to 
throw stones at the Morrison government—no doubt if they could, they would blame the Barnett government as 
well—in the hope of making a point ahead of the federal election, they might be better placed to look in their own 
backyard first. 
I do not have to remind members of the dire situation of our health system across our state at the moment, a health 
system that, I might add, is a state responsibility—a McGowan Labor government state responsibility. Now, after 
five years of neglect and inaction by this government, we are seeing record ambulance ramping figures and ongoing 
capacity issues right across our hospitals. If government members do not think that ambulance ramping and ongoing 
capacity issues in our hospitals and delays in accessing paramedic support is an issue for Western Australians, 
including elderly and vulnerable Western Australians, then I do not know what their priorities are. We hear stories 
daily from patients and their loved ones—distressing stories—and I know they are true. I hear them directly from 
members of my community. I hear them on the radio. Just yesterday, I heard a lady on the radio saying that her 
mum had been in an ambulance for six hours with a head injury waiting to get into the hospital. We read about 
them in the paper, and guess what? In the last couple of months, I have had direct family experience of this with 
a very, very close loved one. I am not going to go into it today, but all I will say is that there is nothing more distressing 
than waiting a very, very long time for someone to come to the assistance of your loved one who needs urgent help. 
There is nothing more distressing. It is actually beyond words. How do I know it? I know it because it has happened 
to my family. 
Let me remind members of the figures. I am going to refer to a report that appeared in The West Australian just 
yesterday. It was in response to the decision taken by St John Ambulance about the emergency alert. It says — 

St John issued the alert shortly after 4.30pm on Monday, flagging likely delays in ambulances attending 
emergency situations because of “extremely high demand”. 
… 
The move came with more than one quarter of St John’s ambulance fleet ramped outside public hospitals 
waiting to offload patients, preventing paramedics from getting back onto the road in a timely manner. 

Reflecting on a comment by the chief operating officer of St John, the article then says — 
“Early figures suggest we recorded 336 hours of ambulance ramping yesterday, among the top three worst 
days we have experienced,” Mr Smithson said. 
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… 
The worst ever day for ambulance ramping saw paramedics tied up waiting to transfer patients to hospitals 
for 362 hours last October, followed by 354 hours last Monday on May 2.  
St John ambulances spent 5108 hours ramped outside hospitals in May and 5653 hours ramped in April. 
There have already been 1895 hours of ramping in the first nine — 

Point of Order 
Hon KATE DOUST: I refer to standing order 47 “Relevance”. The motion before us is dealing with issues around 
the Morrison government and the aged-care sector in relation to the recent federal budget. This member is talking 
about state-based health issues that do not have any direct connection to this motion. President, I ask you to draw 
the member back to dealing exclusively with the subject matter that we have in front of us today. 
The PRESIDENT: Thank you, honourable member. I have been listening with some great care and I did note that 
at the commencement of this particular part of her contribution the honourable member made a connection between 
elderly members of the community and their need for emergency services. However, I note that the level of detail 
that the honourable member is going into is quite significant and I would ask her to bring her comments back to 
the main question before the house. Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Thank you, President. I accept what you have had to say. I will just finish the part 
of The West Australian article that I am referring to to finish the context. I also say that elderly Australians utilise 
ambulances a lot, so this actually is kind of relevant to the motion that that has been moved. In any event, I will 
just finish by saying this. The article states — 

There have already been 1895 hours of ramping in the first nine days of May, placing the month on track 
for around 6500 hours of ramping—which would threaten to break the record 6525 hours set last August. 

I know that the government will say that it is increasing funding in the budget tomorrow, as it should, but as it 
should have done long before now. 

In conclusion, this motion is flawed, not least by the fact that its very premise that the Morrison government has 
not provided any support—and that is what the motion says: “any support”—to the aged-care sector is completely 
inaccurate. As I said at the beginning, aged care is an incredibly important issue. It is a sensitive and emotive issue. 
It is because we are dealing with people. We are dealing with vulnerable people—someone’s mum or dad, someone’s 
wife, husband or partner, someone’s grandmother or grandfather, or someone’s loved one. Motions like this do 
nothing to look properly at the issue of aged care. All this is trying to do is politically pointscore ahead of a federal 
election. To be frank, as I have said—Hon Kate Doust might not like me saying this—before this state government 
starts throwing stones at the Morrison government, perhaps it needs to look in its own backyard. The government 
should not tell me that it has got its house in order with this matter, because it has not, and not by a long shot. 

HON KLARA ANDRIC (South Metropolitan) [1.49 pm]: I would like to briefly speak on this motion today and 
begin by thanking Hon Dan Caddy for bringing such an important motion before the house. I want to begin by 
acknowledging the aged-care workers who went on strike yesterday. This was a historic moment for the workers, 
and I commend them for their courage to take industrial action yesterday. This is actually the first time in Australia’s 
history that aged-care workers have gone on strike, which shows just how bad this crisis in aged care has gotten. 
Some members may not be aware, but today I stand in this chamber proudly wearing my burgundy colours as 
a former union organiser in the aged-care sector. I have seen the very difficulties that the workers and the residents 
in this sector face. Securing a pay rise for aged-care workers is probably one of the most urgent priorities in Australia 
today. Aged-care workers are at breaking point; there is no question about that. They are overworked, underpaid and 
unappreciated by this Morrison government. The aged-care workforce, which is overwhelmingly female, is underpaid 
and undervalued. I refer to an article on the ABC news website that tells a story about one aged-care worker. I note 
that Hon Dan Caddy referred to this very issue in his speech earlier. This aged-care worker, Carlton Williams, works 
in aged care, but he has to work a second job just to make ends meet. I refer to one of his comments in this ABC 
article of 8 May 2022, in which he states — 

“I get paid more to pour drinks, take out food and wait tables than look after someone’s life …  

I will stop there and let members think about that. That is quite a devastating statement about the actual wages of 
aged-care workers in Australia today.  

There have been more than 20 inquiries over the past decade into aged-care issues. They have handed down a slew 
of recommendations about how to address the workforce issues. These include pay rises, staffing minimums, training 
opportunities and more nurses. There is no lack of effective solutions to these problems; there is only a lack of 
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political will by the federal government to enact those solutions. Although he will not admit it, Scott Morrison has 
consistently failed aged-care residents and aged-care workers.  

During the election debate on Sunday night, when asked about aged care, Scott Morrison said, and I quote, “It’s occurred 
over 30 years. The LNP has been in government for the last 10 years. Shouldn’t they have done something about 
this by now?” Given that the Royal Commission into Aged Care Quality and Safety delivered a scathing report 
that described Australia’s aged-care system as a “shocking tale of neglect”, the members of the Morrison government 
should hang their heads in shame. This shows just how much Scott Morrison and the Liberal Party care about aged 
care—if I can be honest, not a lot. It was only after pressure from federal Labor that the Prime Minister established 
the aged care royal commission. He would have us believe that he himself was the whistleblower. That is an absolute 
insult to those who have been advocating for changes in aged care long before this became an election issue.  

The COVID pandemic has put additional pressures on the aged-care sector, which is where some of our most 
vulnerable Australians reside. In 2020, when 685 older Australians died in nursing homes, Scott Morrison responded, 
“When it rains, everyone gets wet.” I think I speak for all Australians when I say that Mr Morrison should consider 
investing in an umbrella. Older Australians deserve better than to be abandoned in a time of crisis.  
I have read many, many articles and listened to stories about residents in our aged-care sector who during the 
pandemic were left in their room to fend for themselves, were not able to receive the medications that they required, 
were not able to receive their food on time, had to sit in their bed soiled, were not bathed, and were not looked 
after when they were sick, all because nursing homes did not have the staff to attend to them. This is an absolute 
disgrace and a horrific reflection on what the Morrison government allowed to happen during the pandemic.  

Unlike the Morrison government, Anthony Albanese and the federal Labor team have a plan to fix aged care. I will 
outline some of those points today. Firstly, federal Labor is committed to having regular registered nurses on 
site 24/7. That will prevent thousands of trips to hospital emergency departments for problems that a nurse could 
fix on the spot. No, Mr Morrison, we cannot wait until October 2024 for 24/7 care. Secondly, federal Labor will 
mandate the provision of more carers, with more time to care. That will help ensure that every Australian aged-care 
resident receives an average of 215 minutes of care every day, as recommended by the aged care royal commission, 
which estimated that current care times are around 180 minutes of care a day. An Albanese Labor government will 
support the calls of aged-care workers for a pay rise at the Fair Work Commission. If we want higher standards of 
aged care, we need to support higher wages for carers. It is that basic. Carers have reported hardly being able to 
afford to drive their cars to work, make appointments for essential medical treatments, and pay their power bills. 
On the other hand, I remind members in this chamber of what Scott Morrison has offered. He has offered two election 
bonus payments amounting to $800. I consider that a slap in the face for aged-care workers. They need a long-term 
pay rise, not a bribe to keep them quiet before the election. Federal Labor is also committed to ensuring that 
aged-care residents are provided with better food. It is working with the sector to develop and implement mandatory 
nutrition standards to ensure that all people in aged care are treated with the dignity they deserve. Federal Labor 
will also make sure that money goes into the care aspects of aged care by requiring aged-care providers to report 
their spending in detail. The Aged Care Safety Commissioner will also be given new powers to ensure that there is 
accountability and integrity.  

Another barrier in the provision of aged-care services, and one that I have spoken about recently with various 
organisations and members in my electorate, is services for our non–English speaking aged-care residents. There 
are very, very few care providers that can accommodate people who have difficulty with speaking English or cannot 
speak English at all. On a personal note, as someone who currently has a father-in-law in aged care, this is proving 
to be very difficult. He was a refugee and came to Australia after the Balkan wars. The man is very humble. He is 
certainly not one to complain a lot. He spent a long period of time in a concentration camp back in former Yugoslavia. 
He has seen a lot of difficult things and he has endured a lot of difficult things in his life, but let me say that not 
being able to get him into a home in which he can communicate with his carers in a language that he can understand 
has been extremely difficult. Imagine being a vulnerable elderly person in an aged-care home when the people 
who are providing the care cannot speak your language. It is not only alienating but also quite frightening for people 
not to understand what their carers are saying.  

I was fortunate to meet with an organisation only last week that is tackling this issue. Umbrella Multicultural 
Community Care is a community-based organisation that supports seniors from diverse backgrounds by matching its 
bilingual carers and volunteers with clients with linguistic and cultural similarities. I know that Hon Donna Faragher 
touched on the issue of fixing aged care and stated that it has multiple components, but I will refer to this, honourable 
member. Organisations such as Umbrella rely on funding from the federal government. In the 2022–23 financial 
year, the funding to Umbrella will be cut by $218 827. To reduce funding in this way, when the aged-care sector 
is already in crisis, is just absurd. It will just exacerbate the neglect that the aged-care sector is already experiencing. 
As the member mentioned, there are other organisations that help keep senior members of our society out of aged 
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care. However, we are witnessing the Morrison government make big cuts to those organisations. Organisations 
such as Umbrella provide their members with not only at-home care services, but also emotional support. They 
provide a place to keep them mentally and physically active. When we see the Umbrella staff take seniors in our 
community on their daily trips, we know how important that is for them. Most of those people would be sitting at 
home, needing to go into aged care, had it not been for providers such as this. Cuts to organisations such as 
Umbrella, which support the aged-care sector, is just another level of absurdity from the Morrison government. 

As I mentioned, Umbrella is not an aged-care provider, but it provides essential services to reduce the number of 
elderly people who have to go into aged care, thereby reducing the pressure on the aged-care system as well as 
allowing older Australians to live in their homes for longer. Our aged-care sector, as we know and as members of 
this house have mentioned, is in crisis and needs immediate action from the federal government. To fix aged care 
we need to change the government. Under the Morrison government, aged-care workers were left to fend for 
themselves when Omicron tore through our aged-care facilities, where more than 1 150 aged-care residents died 
this year. They are more than just numbers. They are our parents, grandparents and friends. This monumental failure 
by Scott Morrison and his incompetent, cricket-prioritising aged-care services minister, means that aged-care 
workers are being forced to hold their employers accountable. In a country like Australia we should treat our older 
Australians with dignity in their final years, not just because they have helped build the communities we are lucky 
enough to live in today, but because it shows basic humanity. If we do not adequately look after our elderly, I ask 
members: what exactly does that say about us as a nation? 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [2.01 pm]: Interestingly, the most recent speaker to the motion has 
suggested that we should be treating our elderly with dignity. I agree 100 per cent with the member on that important 
principle. I note that the mover of the motion had plenty to say about the federal government’s performance 
with regard to elderly Western Australians but very little, in fact, really nothing at all to say with regard to his own 
state government. If we utilise the principle that we should be treating our elderly with dignity, it is appropriate 
for us to consider what exactly it is that the McGowan Labor government has done with regard to our elderly 
Western Australians and whether it has indeed treated them with dignity. 
The mover of the motion may be unaware of this, because these events precede his time in the Legislative Council, 
but in January this year we marked five years since WA Labor promised to take action with regard to elderly 
Western Australians. The honourable member may want to familiarise himself with a January 2017 document, 
entitled WA Labor: Stopping family and domestic violence. It lists a range of election promises. I attended an excellent 
fundraising event for Starick with Hon Kate Doust on the weekend. I acknowledge the longstanding commitment 
of Hon Kate Doust to that organisation and that particular event. What was interesting at that event, which was dealt 
with entirely on a bipartisan basis, was that the honourable minister was present and gave a speech, as one would 
expect. Very interestingly, in that speech the minister said that all the government’s election promises had been 
fulfilled. I nearly choked on my cup of tea at that point in time, but it was a bipartisan event for a very important 
service provider, and it was not the time for any unruly interjections in the middle of a minister’s speech. It might 
interest Hon Dan Caddy to look at those promises, because one of them, in particular, has reference to elderly 
Western Australians. I read at page 13 — 

Point of Order 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I refer to standing order 47 and I ask for your guidance in relation to Hon Nick Goiran’s 
contribution. It seems to me that his contribution, as it is a very important one, has minimal relevance to the motion 
in front of us, because we are talking about the Morrison government; we are talking about aged care. I ask for 
your guidance on this point of order. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Peter Foster): Thank you, I will seek some advice. Honourable members, 
noting the ruling of the chair previously, I remind members of the motion before the house, that it deals with the 
aged-care sector in the recent budget and I would ask that members please return their comments to the motion 
before the house. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Acting President. Returning to page 13 of this document by WA Labor, it reads — 

Point of Order 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think Hon Nick Goiran is being disrespectful to the person who is in the chair this 
afternoon. The Acting President has given a ruling based on the President’s ruling, and that is that it is a motion 
before the house. This is not a wideranging debate. If somebody wants to make a budget speech, they can do it 
next week. The motion before us today is about the aged-care sector and the failings of the Morrison government. 
That is what the ruling was, so I ask Hon Nick Goiran to show some respect to the chair. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Peter Foster): Again, we are dealing with the motion before the house. The 
honourable member might return his remarks to the motion, and in particular refer his document to the motion 
before the house. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Acting President, I find the breathtaking ignorance of the members opposite with regard 
to the aged-care sector, and the issue of elder abuse, incredible. We have just heard from a member from the — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: What does that have to do with the release of the federal budget? Read the motion. It is 
not about arrogance. You are the arrogant one. You have not listened to the chair’s ruling twice—three times. Read 
the motion; talk to the motion! 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members. Hon Nick Goiran, please return your remarks to the motion before 
the house. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It would be very easy for me to return my remarks to the motion if we did not have the 
unruly interjections from the deputy leader, who, for some reason today, has lost his cool, and, I might add, continues 
to demonstrate a misunderstanding with regard to the connection between the aged-care sector and elder abuse. 
Acting President, if this member wants to stand and make a contribution and explain to the house — 
Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: — that there is no elder abuse in the aged-care sector, then he should stand up and do it. 
Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: What an absolute disgrace by you, and you do not even have the fortitude to even read 
your own government’s policy on this! 
Hon Stephen Dawson interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It has been more than five years that this particular member and these members opposite 
have failed to address elder abuse in this state. I have raised this on numerous occasions. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! The motion is quite clear and states — 

That this house condemns the Morrison government for its failure to provide any support for the aged-care 
sector … 

Again, I would ask that you return your remarks to the aged-care sector. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Acting President, the instant that one of the members opposite decides to explain to the 
house that there is no elder abuse in the aged-care sector, the moment that they want to do that — 
A member interjected.  
Hon NICK GOIRAN: With all due respect to the honourable member, he and his team agreed to the Select Committee 
into Elder Abuse. If he has ever read this document — 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Talk to the motion. Why do you continue to avoid it? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: This is unbelievable. Is the member the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Seniors and 
Ageing? I do not know; maybe he has been sacked. He has possibly been sacked as a result of his underperformance. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Unbelievable! He’s not even talking to the motion. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: In fact, the honourable member who continues to interject was responsible for a ministerial 
statement on 15 June last year. Does he remember what he said on 15 June 2021? 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Is that to do with the Morrison government and the budget? Absolutely not. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is very interesting that the honourable member continues to demonstrate no understanding 
whatsoever of the aged-care sector, least of all the important issue of elder abuse. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: You have no idea. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I cannot believe that members opposite seem to have such little regard for the aged-care 
sector that they are happy to sweep under the carpet the issue of elder abuse. They should hang their heads in shame. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 11 May 2022] 

 p2032b-2049a 
Hon Dan Caddy; Hon Donna Faragher; Hon Klara Andric; Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Kyle McGinn; Hon Dr Steve 

Thomas; Hon Darren West 

 [10] 

If I find out in due course that the honourable member actually is the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for 
Seniors and Ageing, as I know he was a year ago—who knows what his position is nowadays—he should hang his 
head even deeper in shame. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Says you. You haven’t even talked to the motion. How about you talk to the motion? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Why does the honourable member not read the motion, or is the font too tiny for him? 
Hon Kyle McGinn: You’re not even talking about the Morrison budget whatsoever, because you’re ashamed of it. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Hon Nick Goiran has the call. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I note that in recent times in a court of law, the Attorney General indicated as part of his 
defence that the font was too tiny. Maybe it is the same case with the honourable member. 
Returning to the motion, as the honourable parliamentary secretary is so enthusiastic for us to do, I remind honourable 
members that it has been more than five years that this government has failed to do anything about elderly 
Western Australians. It might take Hon Kyle McGinn a little bit of time to get his abacus out and work out how 
many days that is, but he might be interested to know that it has been almost—we are approaching—2 000 days 
that this government has failed to address this issue. Members opposite are the ones who said that they were going 
to expedite these laws for the benefit of senior Western Australians, some of whom, funnily enough, are in the 
aged-care sector. That is a revelation, apparently, to Hon Kyle McGinn, who still has not quite understood what 
the aged-care sector is. He is so obsessed with the Morrison government that he has not taken a moment to question 
his own government. It would be very interesting if some members opposite actually opened the door and had 
a conversation with some of their own ministers. Is there a minister for seniors in Western Australia or are we not 
allowed to talk about that issue? It is so sensitive for members opposite that they could not possibly allow us to 
hold this government to account for its performance. No way; it cannot be done, apparently. It is all irrelevant. The 
issue of elder abuse is irrelevant. It was not to Hon Matthew Swinbourn, because he was a member of this particular 
select committee, along with me, Hon Tjorn Sibma and Hon Alison Xamon. Hon Alison Xamon is no longer 
a member of this honourable chamber, but I am sure that she would have plenty to say to Hon Kyle McGinn and 
his friends about the aged-care sector. In fact, if they had read this report, they would know that there is a section 
that deals with this particular issue. But, as usual, once again members opposite demonstrate their failure to read. 
It continues to be a massive inability throughout the forty-first Parliament, and it was before. One day, members 
opposite will knock on the door of the Attorney General and say to him, “Why don’t you get on with these laws 
that you said you were going to expedite nearly 2 000 days ago?” The problem is that when I refer to 2 000 days ago, 
it gets lost in translation. 

Point of Order 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I again refer to standing order 47, which states — 

A Member’s speech must be relevant to the matter under discussion, and shall not anticipate any other 
matter which is listed on the Notice Paper. 

Acting President, you have given guidance and a point of order was taken by the Deputy Leader of the House, and 
I ask you again to guide this house on the current debate and bring the debate back to the motion before us. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Peter Foster): Members, I again remind you of the motion before the house, 
which deals with funding to the aged-care sector. The honourable member might want to return his remarks to that 
particular part of the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: One of the ways in which members of the select committee certainly felt that these types 
of issues could be addressed was by the implementation of what is referred to as health justice partnerships. For 
some members opposite who, of course, as we know, have not read the report, health justice partnerships would 
be of some assistance to those in the aged-care sector. If Hon Kyle McGinn would take a moment to read that report 
from the fortieth Parliament, which was tabled in September 2018—hopefully the font is not too tiny for him and 
his members—he would understand a little bit more about this issue of elder abuse and how the funding of health 
justice partnerships might be of some assistance. But who is going to do that? Apparently, it is all the responsibility 
of the Morrison government, and the McGowan government takes no responsibility whatsoever for senior 
Western Australians. What is the point of having a Minister for Seniors and Ageing in Western Australia if this 
government, including its parliamentary secretary—or former parliamentary secretary—shows no regard for these 
matters? He cannot even be bothered to read the report. When we draw it to the government’s attention and hold 
it accountable for it, all we have is a plethora of pointless points of order about relevance, because members 
opposite do not understand the relevance of elder abuse in the aged-care sector. It is quite breathtaking that 
members opposite would continue to suggest that elder abuse is an irrelevance in the aged-care sector. It continues 
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to amaze me that members opposite fail to understand that there is supposed to be a partnership between the federal 
government and the state government on these issues. They continue to demonstrate a breathtaking ignorance in 
this respect. I encourage those members opposite, especially Hon Kyle McGinn, to sit down and take a briefing 
from Hon Matthew Swinbourn. He was an outstanding and passionate member of this particular committee and 
has had some outstanding advocacy on the issue of elder abuse, including in the aged-care sector. But the honourable 
member shows that he has no understanding of it. Evidently, he has not bothered to read the report and does not 
care that his own government continues to ignore the recommendations of the committee. The twenty-fourth 
recommendation of the committee was that this matter be addressed as a matter of urgency. This was after the 
government had promised, as far back as 2017, that it would expedite these matters. Nothing happened, so this 
particular committee was formed and in September 2018, it made recommendations, including the twenty-fourth 
recommendation, which I encourage Hon Kyle McGinn to read. The twenty-fourth recommendation reminded the 
government about its commitment from 2017 and asked it to address it as a matter of urgency. In November 2018, 
nothing happened. In 2019, nothing happened. In 2020, nothing happened. In 2021, nothing happened. Here we 
are now, on 11 May, and still nothing has happened. What is this government waiting for? 
Just under a year ago, Hon Kyle McGinn decided that he would stand in this place and deliver a pre-prepared 
speech in the form of a ministerial statement. He was quite capable of reading on that day, 15 June 2021. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: It was from the minister. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It was the honourable member’s document. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: Yes, keep going; you’re nearly finished. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: If the member does not like his own document, he will have to build a bridge and get over it! 
On 15 June last year, the honourable member showed to the house that he was capable of reading and he delivered 
this ministerial statement on behalf of the Minister for Seniors and Ageing. What happened on 15 June last year? 
It was World Elder Abuse Awareness Day 2021. We are one month shy of World Elder Abuse Awareness Day 2022. 
Will we have yet another anniversary where the government has failed to deal with elder abuse, including of those 
in the aged-care sector? Is that going to happen again? It has been nearly 2 000 days since that report. I said before 
Hon Pierre Yang decided to raise another point of order that the problem with 2 000 days is that it represents so 
many days that it is easy to misunderstand how long it is. It is more than five years. We have a situation in which 
a government has a Minister for Seniors and Ageing who has done nothing in this area for five years. At what point 
should the person be sacked? Who will take responsibility for this? As I said earlier, I went to a bipartisan event 
with Hon Kate Doust last weekend. It was a good bipartisan event. As Hon Donna Faragher said, that is how these 
types of matters should be addressed. These are the types of debates and matters that are best addressed in a bipartisan 
fashion. That is what disappoints me. I share Hon Donna Faragher’s disappointment with the mover of the motion, 
because he has chosen, as is his right, to take what has traditionally in this house been dealt with as a bipartisan 
issue and suddenly made it a political issue. How does the honourable member think we managed to have as much 
success as we did with the Select Committee into Elder Abuse? It was because this was a tripartisan committee 
and its members dealt with the issue on a goodwill basis. Hon Matthew Swinbourn chose to put down his Labor 
colours; we chose to do the same in the Liberal Party; and Hon Alison Xamon did the same with the Greens (WA). 
We dealt with the issue on a tripartisan basis. That is how we deal with these issues. 
Is it not the case that we are supposed to aspire to the principle that we treat our elderly with dignity? The first way 
in which we can do that is by reading these reports. The second way is to knock on the door of the minister to 
make sure the recommendations are implemented. That is how, as legislators and law reformers, we can usefully and 
practically assist Western Australians, particularly the elderly, including those in the aged-care sector; we can fulfil 
our duty properly. That has not happened under the McGowan Labor government—not just in 2022 but for more 
than five years! I understand why, earlier, honourable members were getting quite agitated about this matter. They 
thought they would have this clean run today to go and whack the Morrison government on the aged-care sector, 
forgetting, as Hon Donna Faragher mentioned earlier, what is happening in their own garden—nothing! The Minister 
for Seniors and Ageing is missing in action. The Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence has 
misled stakeholders in the community, saying that all of the government’s election promises have been fulfilled. 
What absolute garbage. That is not true. The prime culprit in all of this is, of course, the Attorney General, who 
has now been exposed as unreliable and lacking in credibility. Here we are, more than five years later, still waiting 
for this bill to emerge. I hope that when honourable members opposite get an opportunity to consider this matter — 

Point of Order 
Hon SANDRA CARR: Acting President, I draw your attention to standing order 30. The honourable member has 
been asked a number of times to return to relevance. Standing order 30(1)(c) refers to a member who “persistently and 
wilfully refuses to conform to a standing order”. The member has been asked to conform a number of times. He 
continues to refer to the same points consistently and I ask for your direction to return to some consistency — 
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Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon SANDRA CARR: Ironically, the member is interrupting to talk about interrupting! 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Peter Foster): I will consider that for one moment. 
That is not a point of order. The honourable member has attempted to remain on the topic of the aged-care sector 
and providing support to the aged-care sector, so it is not a point of order. I give the call back to Hon Nick Goiran. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I agree with WA Labor members when they say they want to ensure that senior 
Western Australians have the ability to make a positive contribution to the community without being at risk of 
becoming victims of abuse. I simply make the point that that should also apply to the aged-care sector. I call on 
members opposite to knock on the door of the Attorney General to ask him to fulfil his commitment, which, more 
than five years ago, was to expedite these reforms. 
HON KYLE McGINN (Mining and Pastoral — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.25 pm] I will be responding on 
behalf of the government. I look forward to picking apart the bizarre speech by Hon Nick Goiran. 
Firstly, I thank Hon Dan Caddy for bringing the motion to the house because it is relevant that we talk about 
this issue. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: You are responding to your own motion. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: I am giving the government’s response, yes. Does the member understand how this house 
works? How about he takes some notes and learns a lesson or two. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: I am listening with interest. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: Let us see. I thank Hon Dan Caddy for bringing the motion to the house. It is very timely. 
I did not see any Liberals or Nationals at the aged-care strike supporting workers who have been underpaid and 
overworked. I did not see those members down there supporting them at all. I did not see any of their federal 
colleagues. I did not see Hon Ken Wyatt, who used to be the minister in that sector, down there doing anything to 
support workers who are underpaid by the federal Liberal–National government. I did not see members opposite 
down there at all. I did see a very diverse, hardworking workforce that took the unprecedented step of walking out 
of their workplace because the federal government has not listened to them at all. 
At least now we are talking about the real facts in this motion. The federal government failed to listen to those 
aged-care workers. They did not want to go out on strike. They want a pay increase. They deserve a pay increase. 
Instead, they got two one-off payments of $400 as a sugar hit so they can fill up their car with a couple of tanks of 
fuel. That is not a real increase in wages. That is disgraceful. Where were the Liberal and National Party members 
yesterday supporting workers in the aged-care sector? They were nowhere to be seen. I did not see Hon Donna Faragher 
down there supporting those workers. She was talking so high and mighty about it two seconds ago. Where are the 
real boots on the ground? I did not see one federal Liberal or National Party member supporting those workers 
who were talking about how the federal government had dropped the ball for nearly 10 years. Disgraceful! 
Absolutely disgraceful! Hon Ken Wyatt is from WA. What did he do whilst he was the aged care minister? That 
is right; crickets—absolute crickets!  

It is shameful. It is absolutely shameful that members opposite come into this place with that type of attitude 
talking about how to respect workers, but they do not get it. They do not get the facts! Those workers went out on 
strike because they had no choice—the federal government failed to listen to them. Why are members opposite 
not talking to their federal colleagues about how they can improve how they operate the aged-care system? Instead, 
they come in here to twist the facts and try to make cheap political points. That comes from that side over there, 
believe it or not! Yes, that is absolutely what we are getting. That is absolutely what we have got from members 
opposite. All we get are cheap political grabs; that is what we consistently get from the opposition. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Read the motion! 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Absolutely. That is because it has to be, member, because the federal government has done 
nothing. What has the member done? Has he written to his colleagues and said he is absolutely ashamed of how 
they have treated the aged-care sector? I bet he has not. I bet the member has not. The commonwealth has full 
responsibility for aged-care policy, funding and regulation. Let us make that very clear. Hon Nick Goiran can talk 
on as many prongs as he wants to, but let us be very clear that the commonwealth government has full responsibility 
for aged-care policy, funding and regulation. The WA government has been a strong advocate for commonwealth 
investment in aged care, which is evidenced by WA’s 11 submissions to the Royal Commission into Aged Care 
Quality and Safety.  
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Following consultation with the WA aged-care sector, the state government has been focused on advocating the 
commonwealth government for sustainable funding under the federal aged-care budget that covers the true cost 
and increase in complexity of care and facilitates the payment of competitive wages for aged-care staff. We want 
to see real increases in wages in the aged-care sector, and this is something that the federal government should not 
hold back on. The cost of living has been the biggest conversation point in the last two weeks. Our seniors and elders 
who are being looked after are the people who built the cities and the world that we live in today, yet we pay the 
workers who look after them less than we pay waitstaff at a bar. That is insulting! 

When I attended the rally yesterday, I heard many stories, and I really wish the opposition had showed up because 
there were some absolute heartbreakers. One lady was telling me about how insulting it was to hear about the 
two $400 sugar-hit one-off payments when they were looking for real wage increases. 

A member interjected. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: They asked that of the Scott Morrison federal government, and what did they get? They 
got nothing. Let us be very clear: the pressures that result in patients experiencing long stays in hospitals are complex 
and multifaceted; however, shortcomings in the commonwealth’s programs are key factors. I want to explain 
a couple of things that have happened in Western Australia because of how the federal government is handling the 
aged-care sector. In the second half of 2021, entire wings of residential aged-care facilities in the south west were 
closed due to major workforce shortages. Meanwhile, older Western Australians were stuck in regional hospital 
beds because there were no commonwealth-funded aged-care beds. I am pretty sure the Leader of the Opposition 
knows the south west, and I hope that he was advocating for the federal government to get off its arse and do 
something about it! 

A government member: He was on TV in the area. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Absolutely! I did not hear him talking about it, though. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Point of order. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: I knew that was coming. I withdraw that comment. It was a slip of the tongue, and I apologise 
for that, member. 

In early 2022, a patient with complex bariatric care needs waited approximately three months in a hospital bed 
after being assessed as medically ready for discharge while hospital staff attempted to find aged-care accommodation 
appropriate for the patient’s needs. Around 50 separate aged-care facilities were contacted in the search for this. 
That is unbelievable! As at 4 May 2022, there were 125 patients in Perth’s metropolitan hospital awaiting 
commonwealth-subsidised aged-care services, with 55 patients waiting longer than 14 days. 
I touch back on what Hon Donna Faragher said in her speech. Firstly, I acknowledge that the member has gone 
through a personal experience in the health system, and I am sorry to hear that. I understand how tough that can 
be, and I feel for her and her family in that space. The member mentioned the availability of beds. We have seen 
here that 125 patients could have been in aged care and were not supposed to be in hospital beds, but the federal 
government is not able to keep up with this stuff. It is not doing its job in the aged-care space, which puts pressure 
on all other parts of the system. We really need a federal government to take responsibility, not just be a marketer 
and seller of used cars. Enough is enough! These patients were assessed as medically ready to be discharged from 
hospital. We are talking about 125 patients who were medically ready to leave hospital and vacate the bed to allow 
space for patients who needed to be in hospital. The federal government has failed miserably in this. The hypocrisy 
is just unbelievable. 

The state government has stepped in on numerous occasions to manage the impact of the shortcomings in the 
commonwealth-funded services. In particular, the state is a last-resort provider in our hospitals, especially in regional 
and remote areas of WA. Some country areas have no resident GPs—and who is responsible for GPs? Does 
Hon Steve Martin want to tell me about that? Who is responsible for GPs? 

Several members interjected. 

Hon KYLE McGINN: That is right. That would be the federal government’s responsibility again—the Scott Morrison 
federal government, as per the motion that we are talking about. It is unbelievable! People often attend the emergency 
department at their public hospital with issues that do not require hospital care. The WA government has provided 
significant support to the residential aged-care sector to prepare for and manage COVID-19 outbreaks. 

Hon Klara Andric touched on the first aged-care strike in Australian history. That is unbelievable. It deserves 
full credit. I took the time to read a media statement from the United Workers Union on Monday regarding the 
strike and I have some statistics. Workers in six major providers with more than 130 facilities and caring for 
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11 000 aged-care residents went on strike yesterday in support of their claims for increased pay and staffing levels, 
walking off the job ahead of a major CBD rally. The director for the United Workers Union, Carolyn Smith, says — 

When aged care workers … walk off the job … they are doing so because they feel they have no option but 
to take strike action. 

Well done to the union for supporting those workers because without it, I do not know where they would be. 

I want to touch on the comments of Hon Nick Goiran who is out on urgent parliamentary business. No? Sorry, mate; 
I did not see you there. He constantly went on about me not reading the elder abuse report, but if he took a minute 
to have a think, he has actually commended me for talking about the elder abuse report a few times in this chamber, 
because I have spoken on it many times. I find it quite amusing because he actually commended me for talking to 
that report and he is now accusing me of not having read the report, which I find very bizarre and I think is very 
interesting, member. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Have you read it? 

Hon KYLE McGINN: Absolutely. Also, I spoke specifically about Aboriginal elders, if the member remembers. 
I spoke specifically about how it was hard to get data and information on elder abuse within Aboriginal communities. 
That is something that I am very passionate about. Yes, I am the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Seniors 
and Ageing. I am currently holding the first ever seniors strategy in WA’s history. That is currently what I am doing 
around the state. I am meeting with seniors right across this state. I have been to Broome, Kununurra, Port Hedland, 
Karratha and Mandurah. I am going all the way around the state, meeting with seniors, talking about what the next 
10 years can be for seniors. I am putting a plan in place so that we have a strategy so that we can look after our 
seniors and the state. This is something that members opposite do not understand. We take the time to get out there 
and consult and get input. We are facing an ageing population; that much is true. We currently have so many 
breakdowns in the aged-care sector, it is scary for seniors. 

Hon Nick Goiran touched on the example of the independent senior who lives by themselves, and this is something 
that I have identified in the strategy. There is a category of senior who still lives at home, by themselves or with 
their partner, who gets out and is as sociable as possible. Then we have the senior who has transitioned to in-home 
or community care et cetera. I am currently working on trying to break down the differences in need between those 
two seniors and put in place a plan. I am also working on trying to get our Aboriginal elders engaged as much as 
possible. I took seriously what I said in the chamber about Aboriginal elders regarding the elder abuse report. 
I found the lack of information in the report shocking. I remember Hon Nick Goiran got up and told me that getting 
information was quite difficult and that if we went to the appendix of that report, there was a list of Aboriginal 
organisations that either did not respond or could not be contacted during the process. That was scary, to be honest. 
We are talking about a very vulnerable part of our community. To be a senior in the Aboriginal space, you only 
have to be over 45, which is when you start being taken into account. Once seniors reach 65, there is a huge gap.  

I have to commend the seniors; when they come out, they come out in force, I tell you what. They come out and they 
talk about what they believe is going on. I will be honest with Hon Nick Goiran; a lot of it was around aged-care 
beds—100 per cent a lot of that was raised, particularly in Port Hedland. It was raised there as they used to have 
federally funded beds that have now disappeared. People want to live and die in their small town. That is the challenge 
we face from both a state and federal perspective; how do we ensure we have that level of care in that place? 
I also want to touch on the budget from the Morrison government and a comment I found quite interesting from 
Paul Sadler, chief executive officer of Aged and Community Services Australia. I quote — 

… Australian Aged Care Collaboration…spokesperson, says that this Government strategy misses the 
mark for aged care and described it as a “steady as you go” Budget. 
“Deeply disappointing in terms of the workforce, the failure to address the wages of aged care workers—
how long is it going to take before a Government actually gets round to getting justice for the workers!” 
says Mr Sadler. 
“From the point of view of the provider organisations of ACSA and the AACC, we cannot compete in 
the broader marketplace for workers. We really run the risk of losing our current experienced workers to 
other areas that can pay better. And obviously, we will struggle to recruit new staff if we can’t be competitive 
from a wage point of view. 
“The constant putting off of the day Government is going to have to do this is really, really disappointing.” 

That is what it is going to take. It is going to take a strong government with a strong will and a strong mandate to 
fix the aged-care sector. I do not believe that that is going to be a Scott Morrison government. The federal government 
has shown under Tony Abbott and — 
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A member interjected. 
Hon KYLE McGINN: — Malcolm Turnbull; sorry, I nearly forgot who that guy was, and now Scott Morrison 
and multiple aged-care ministers that it has no appetite to fix it.  
As I said earlier, Hon Ken Wyatt did nothing. What did he do that was memorable in the aged-care sector? I do 
not hear anyone yelling it out. Normally, there are interjections galore, but this is unbelievable. I find it very 
interesting. I know Hon Nick Goiran tried very hard not to talk about the Scott Morrison budget. He tried very 
hard to not talk directly to the motion because I feel that there may be some embarrassed there. There may be 
a little bit of, “Oh, I’m not really impressed with my federal colleagues.” He might have even slipped up and 
said, “Don’t vote for Ken Wyatt at the next election”—who knows? That may be why the member avoided talking 
to the motion. Honestly, I could see Hon Nick Goiran potentially voting for Tania Lawrence to fix the aged-care 
sector. I reckon that might actually have been the reason. Is there a little bit of red inside that coat? I am not 
100 per cent sure but I find it very interesting that he found it very difficult to talk to the exact motion. Who am 
I to speculate? We will never know the truth. Only Hon Nick Goiran will know who he votes for on the day. If 
Hon Nick Goiran had looked to the motion that this house condemns the Morrison government for its failure to 
provide any support for the aged-care sector and the recent federal budget, it would have been interesting to 
hear his views on what he thought Hon Ken Wyatt and the Scott Morrison government had done in the aged-care 
sector. I am sure, as outlined in a lot of the contributions we have heard around this chamber already, it would be 
absolutely nothing. 
HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [2.44 pm]: I will try to make this fairly 
short because there are obviously a lot of members who would like to make a contribution to this debate. Can 
I start by addressing the motion and the mover of the motion, Hon Dan Caddy. His motion reads — 

That this house condemns the Morrison government for its failure to provide any support for the aged-care 
sector. 

I suggest the member might need a little bit of assistance with the wording of motions because “any support” suggests 
that there are zero dollars in the budget for aged care. I have just heard Hon Kyle McGinn tell us that, according 
to the aged-care sector, it is a “steady as she goes” budget, so there is obviously support for the aged-care sector 
in the budget. I presume the member is talking about the 29 March budget—the most recent federal budget. There 
was obviously funding in there for aged care. It would help if someone would assist the member to make sure that 
his motions, in the first instance, make sense because obviously this one has a couple of issues. That is the first issue; 
obviously there is a problem in the wording of the motion. There is also a problem with the intent of the motion 
because I have heard lots of debate today and the Labor Party contributions have been around the “failure to provide”. 
When they say “failure to provide any support”, I think what they are trying to say, in a sort of well-meaning 
though incorrect manner, is “not providing additional support”. I am sure that the ministers opposite could give 
the member a hand with that to get it a bit more accurate. 
I will go back to what the 29 March commonwealth budget said because that is probably quite germane to the 
debate today. What the budget said I will deal with as a quote — 

The Budget 2022–23 further invests $522 million in the aged care reforms. This grows the Government’s 
commitment — 

It is about $19 billion. There is obviously some money in the budget for aged care. It must be in the order of 
$19 billion, unless Treasury has given them the wrong numbers. Again, the member might want to rephrase his 
motion a bit. Of the $522 million, it is not an exhaustive list but key elements of the budget include: $345.7 million 
to improve medication management in residential aged-care facilities; $48.5 million for 15 000 additional aged-care 
training places; $20.1 million committed to the Australian National Aged Care Classification Transition Fund; 
$5.4 million to continue consultation and development of a new regulatory framework; and $6.1 million to continue 
the rollout of regionally focused Department of Health staff in primary health networks. 
Hon Pierre Yang interjected. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Hang on! The honourable member has jumped up and asked for two points of order — 

Hon Pierre Yang interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: He has said two points of order and neither of them have been upheld yet. 

Hon Pierre Yang interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Acting President, let me refer the honourable member to the motion before the house 
because it does not include the word “workers”. It says, “any support for the aged-care sector”. Before the honourable 
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member tries to take a point of order on that, I suggest he might like to read Hon Dan Caddy’s motion. I am simply 
trying to address the motion as put forward by Hon Dan Caddy. 

A member interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It does not mention wages. It does not say “wages”; it says “aged-care sector”. The 
motion does not say “workers”; it does not say “wages”; it says “aged-care sector”. 

Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We will come back to the wages in a minute, but before members opposite get on 
their high horses, remember I am addressing the motion put forward by Hon Dan Caddy. 

Before I was diverted thus, we were just going through the half a billion dollars of additional money that the 
Morrison government has put towards the aged-care sector. Even if Hon Dan Caddy’s intent was to suggest there 
had been no additional funds, he was wrong. If his intent was to say there are no funds, he is also wrong. Whichever 
way we look at this, the motion from Hon Dan Caddy is not accurate. It does not reflect the truth. I am prepared 
to accept that the member’s approach to this was in an effort of goodwill, perhaps towards us. Perhaps there is a bit 
of politicking in this motion. As members opposite might point out, I myself am not always above a little bit of 
politicking, so I am not necessarily going to be highly upset by that, but unfortunately for the Australian Labor Party, 
the honourable member, with enormous respect I have for him notwithstanding, has kicked an own goal. His motion 
actually supports what the Morrison government has done.  
Let us go back to the fundamental principle of aged care. I have been dealing with the aged-care sector for something 
like 30 years. I started in the 1990s. It is how I got into politics—in health administration. I oversaw the writing of 
the south west health policy back in the 1990s. Hon Kyle McGinn, I know what health looks like in the south west. 
I wrote the damn plan! Interestingly, we did a lot of work on care awaiting placement patients as part of that process. 
Those are the people who are waiting in country hospitals, in particular. I can give the member a very long history 
on that. Again, I wrote the plan for the south west. 
Let us go to the key issues around aged care. Despite the fact that the motion is inaccurate, I would like to add a couple 
of things. One of the most important things in aged care is the entire community, including those aged-care recipients 
and their families, accepting the importance of aged care. This becomes critical. There has not been this sort of 
divide in the past as there is today. We obviously see a difference between the left and the right on this. Funnily 
enough, the left actually started some of this stuff. Obviously, wages in aged care are very low. I accept that. Why 
are they low? It is because the community and often people who put aged parents into care do not necessarily treat 
that with the respect it deserves. As a community, including those people who want to make use of it, we do not 
hold this particular industry in high enough esteem. What happens then? Everybody suddenly expects the government 
to fund it all. That is the path on which the Labor Party would take us. Interestingly, it is not always the Labor Party, 
but the Labor Party has history in this regard. The old Labor Party used to be a little more mainstream. 

Who remembers the Labor Party when one of its members said, “You should be responsible for your own futures”? 
Do members know who said that? It was a guy named Paul Keating. Do members know how he did it? He started 
shifting pensioner requirements into superannuation. It was a very good move. I have said in this chamber before 
that it was something of a genius move. Paul Keating said, “Take responsibility for your retirement and your aged 
care and here is a way that we will assist you to do it.” He did not say, “We will just be responsible for everything.” 
The Labor Party has form in this. This government and the Labor members are very keen to blame the Morrison 
government. How did the Rudd–Gillard government years go for the Labor members in terms of aged-care provision? 
How well did that work? The federal Labor government had form. It had form in announcing reforms and not costing 
them and leaving someone else to pick up the pieces. Do members know where it did that? Let us go all the way 
back to the introduction of the national broadband network. It was announced by Kevin Rudd. We are still trying to 
catch up on the funding because he had no idea what he was doing. Then we had the National Disability Insurance 
Scheme, which was committed to by Julia Gillard. Rudd–Gillard–Rudd—NDIS. We are still catching up. 
Do members know what the Labor Party does? It goes out and makes announcements, saying that the government 
should fund everything and then it does not cost it and it does not tell us how much it is going to cost. Now we 
have Anthony Albanese going out there saying, “Guess what? We’ll fund billions of dollars’ worth of aged care.” 
That is great. How is he going to pay for it? Has he delivered costings on this? Which taxes will go up to pay for it? 
He is doing what the Labor Party always does. It goes out there in the lead-up to an election, as occurred with Rudd 
in 2007 and Gillard in 2011, comes up with these ideas and then leaves somebody else to pick up the pieces and 
fund it. It is another purely political event. 
We are having a little political tete-a-tete, a little argy-bargy. It is pure politics—pure theatrics. The Labor Party has 
to support its federal colleagues. I fully understand that. I wonder how many Labor Party members have claimed 
they are sick with COVID around polling booths. We should try to find out. 
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There is an unfortunate error or two in the motion moved by Hon Dan Caddy. Unfortunately, he indicated that 
there is no funding in the federal budget for aged care, which is wrong. He has indicated that there is no additional 
funding in the aged-care budget, which is also wrong. It is a fairly simple motion but it is wrong. Therefore, without 
notice, I wish to amend the motion. 

Amendment to Motion 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I move — 

To delete “condemns the Morrison government for its failure to provide any support for the aged-care 
sector in the recent federal budget” and insert — 

recognises the importance of aged-care reform and acknowledges the Morrison government’s 
record investment in response to the Royal Commission into Aged Care Quality and Safety 

HON DAN CADDY (North Metropolitan) [2.55 pm]: I have read the words from Hon Dr Steve Thomas and do 
not support them. 

Division 
Amendment put and a division taken, the Acting President (Hon Peter Foster) casting his vote with the noes, with 
the following result — 

Ayes (7) 

Hon Martin Aldridge Hon Donna Faragher Hon James Hayward Hon Colin de Grussa (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Dr Steve Thomas  

 

Noes (17) 

Hon Klara Andric Hon Sue Ellery Hon Shelley Payne Hon Darren West 
Hon Dan Caddy Hon Peter Foster Hon Dr Brad Pettitt Hon Pierre Yang (Teller) 
Hon Sandra Carr Hon Jackie Jarvis Hon Stephen Pratt  
Hon Stephen Dawson Hon Ayor Makur Chuot Hon Martin Pritchard  
Hon Kate Doust Hon Kyle McGinn Hon Matthew Swinbourn  

            
Pairs 

Hon Steve Martin Hon Lorna Harper 
Hon Tjorn Sibma Hon Samantha Rowe 
Hon Neil Thomson Hon Rosie Sahanna 

Amendment thus negatived.  
Motion Resumed 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.00 pm]: I will make a few brief remarks 
because I know there are other speakers. I support Hon Dan Caddy’s motion on the aged care sector. It is a very 
good motion, as are all the motions he brings forward. I want to bring some sensibility back to the debate before 
us on aged care under the Morrison Liberal–National government. Anybody who has been in an aged care facility 
would say that we need to do better in this space. We have a federal election coming up at which Australians can 
choose more of the same tired old Morrison government with its lack of care and respect for aged care, or a change 
of government that has pledged to do everything it can to fix aged care. That is a fairly easy choice. 
Getting away from that, I want to acknowledge all the wonderful people who choose a career in the aged-care sector. 
They are magnificent people who work out of the goodness of their heart and care for the people they look after. 
I acknowledge every single one of them today. For those very kind, good-natured, good-hearted people, to need to 
get to a point in their careers where they feel the only way they can make their voice heard is to strike is a disgrace 
to the Morrison government. This motion has clearly touched a nerve. The first two speakers just wanted to blame 
the state for everything and talk about anything but aged care, but did not defend the Morrison government. There 
was then an attempt to hijack the motion with an alternative motion that had no prospect of success. 

I thank the aged-care workers and I will shed a light in the next couple of minutes about the appalling comments 
today from the Prime Minister. Anthony Albanese has said to those workers, who are the lowest paid workers in 
the aged care, hospitality and retail sectors, that they deserve a pay rise equal to inflation. I do not think that is too 
much to ask. If inflation is rising at around five per cent, why would we not give those lowest paid workers a pay 
rise equal to five per cent? I am not talking about the big end of town and people on higher salaries like us, but 
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about people who work in aged care. What the Prime Minister said today was: “You’re not good enough for that. 
You don’t deserve that and, in fact, we’re going to cut your wages. Real wages are going to be cut.”  

What a disgraceful thing to say to a sector that has been the subject of a royal commission, that we know is in 
crisis. There are no nurses in nursing homes under this government—who knew? The Prime Minister needs to 
find a mirror and have a good hard look at himself. Not everything is political. Even though we are politicians and 
we are sitting in a house of Parliament today, a whole swath of workers in aged care across the country are battling 
to make ends meet, and the Prime Minister says that they do not deserve a pay rise that equals inflation. That is 
shameful. I hope that all of those workers, and every worker across Australia, in the next couple of weeks votes 
this mob out so that we can have some action in aged care, a strength in Medicare, better childcare and a government 
that cares. 

HON DAN CADDY (North Metropolitan) [3.03 pm] — in reply: I will touch briefly on the contributions from 
members in the order they spoke. I will probably run out of time, so if I miss someone at the end, my apologies. 
Hon Donna Faragher is a passionate advocate for aged care and always has been, and that is reflected in Hansard 
of this place for anyone who wants to have a look. The honourable member has said before that she is a very 
private person, so I acknowledge her personal story and wish her family well. I note that in her contribution she 
gave facts and figures about the ongoing funding for aged care. Yes, aged care is expensive, but there was not an 
impassioned defence there of the Morrison government’s approach to aged care. She pointed out that she is not 
a member of the Morrison government, and that is unfortunate for the federal Liberals. If Hon Donna Faragher 
were a member of the federal Liberal Party, she would greatly enhance its front bench. The crux of the honourable 
member’s contribution was to agree, as we all do, that more needs to be done in aged care regardless of the colour 
of the government. 

I note Hon Klara Andric’s passion and support for aged-care workers. She has continued to support the aged-care 
sector over her entire career and to look after aged-care workers. She pointed out more articulately than I the way 
Scott Morrison manages to occasionally distort the truth. 

Hon Nick Goiran gave an impassioned speech. He gave me some homework reading, as he often likes to. I welcome 
that part of his contribution. I note that he did not even create the pretence of trying to defend the Morrison 
government. I guess that even for the great legal mind that is Hon Nick Goiran, he could not defend the indefensible. 
I thought the opposition in this place would have been happy with a motion around the federal government and 
happy that it was not a motion pointing out its complete inadequacy in its endeavours as an opposition. If we want 
to talk about the state government, as the opposition did, this is by far the weakest state opposition in this state’s 
history. I note the sly fascination with font sizes from Hon Nick Goiran and I will say something in this regard. 
I will even make it relevant to the motion. I am pretty sure that the font size on Josh Frydenberg’s speech was pretty 
big because he had only those five lines, and I reckon the only way he would have felt as though he was saying 
something of substance was to have it in a massive font! 

Hon Kyle McGinn gave an impassioned speech about aged-care workers. He speaks passionately often in this 
place about workers. I note also Hon Kyle McGinn’s explanation for the edification of those opposite about where 
the responsibility for aged care lies, and I hope members opposite were listening. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas finally gave a defence of the government. I note that he played around with the word 
“additional” with the motion and probably would have been happy if it said that. He talked about the additional 
funding, which is minuscule compared with the amount of funding that has to go into aged care. The point of this 
motion was to show that the federal government does not have any original thought and is not pushing forward with 
any significant changes to aged care. It is a business-as-usual approach. That is simply not good enough. 

Finally, Hon Darren West spoke for a very short period but spoke eloquently, supporting the workers. I thank all 
those who contributed to the debate on the motion and those in even greater number who interjected. I was a bit 
surprised at the passion of the debate, given just how glaring and how widely known the Morrison government’s 
neglect of this area is. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting President (Hon Peter Foster) casting his vote with the ayes, with the 
following result — 
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Ayes (18) 

Hon Klara Andric Hon Sue Ellery Hon Shelley Payne Hon Dr Brian Walker 
Hon Dan Caddy Hon Peter Foster Hon Dr Brad Pettitt Hon Darren West 
Hon Sandra Carr Hon Jackie Jarvis Hon Stephen Pratt Hon Pierre Yang (Teller) 
Hon Stephen Dawson Hon Ayor Makur Chuot Hon Martin Pritchard  
Hon Kate Doust Hon Kyle McGinn Hon Matthew Swinbourn  

 

Noes (7) 

Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Tjorn Sibma Hon Colin de Grussa (Teller) 
Hon Donna Faragher Hon James Hayward Hon Dr Steve Thomas  

            
Pairs 

Hon Lorna Harper Hon Steve Martin 
Hon Samantha Rowe Hon Martin Aldridge 
Hon Rosie Sahanna Hon Neil Thomson 

Question thus passed. 
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