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HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AND SURROGACY 
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018 

Second Reading 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]: Just when we thought the reprehensible conduct of the 
government could not get any worse, this afternoon, during the very time I was speaking on the Human Reproductive 
Technology and Surrogacy Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, comments attributed to the Minister for Health, 
Hon Roger Cook, were put on the public record outlining that the government will not release the review. This is 
staggering! The debate on and management of this bill by the government started as appalling and, for reasons 
I articulated earlier this afternoon, have escalated to reprehensible. Where do we go from reprehensible? What is 
the next level? The key issue before us at the moment is whether the government will provide this report so that 
we can cast our conscience vote without a blindfold on. I remind members of what the parliamentary secretary 
said on 16 October 2018 when I asked about the report. My question was a six-part question. Part (5) asked — 

Will the minister table the final report? 
The words from Hon Alanna Clohesy were — 

Yes, once the report is completed. 
The report was completed on 8 January this year. Until moments ago, the government said that it would eventually 
release the report. Now, according to comments attributed to Hon Roger Cook, he will not release the review 
because he says that it is not related to the amendments currently before Parliament. What is this government 
hiding? Why can we not have a proper debate in this place on this bill? Why is this government so obsessed with 
secrecy that we cannot have all the information that is available to the government? Why should the Minister for 
Health and the parliamentary secretary get special treatment in the casting of their conscience votes, while other 
members in this place are treated like second-class citizens?  
The management of this bill appalled me long before now, and I was further appalled when I found out in question 
time yesterday that the government has had the information since 8 January and the parliamentary secretary had 
misled this chamber last week—a matter for which she still has not given a personal explanation, such is the 
arrogance of this government. Despite all that, when we think things could not get worse, this government’s chief, 
the Minister for Health, says that he will not provide the review. Words escape me for what we could use to 
describe that type of contempt for the proceedings of Parliament. How are we supposed to make a decision on the 
second reading of this bill before us when the government has, over time, shifted its position from saying that it 
will provide the report in due course to saying that it will not do it at all? It is the height of arrogance that this 
government thinks that members of Parliament can cast their conscience vote on this bill without that information. 
I note that in that same article published this afternoon, Hon Roger Cook, Minister for Health, is quoted as saying — 

“I emphasise this is just about making us compliant with the Commonwealth Sex Discrimination Act.” 
If that were true, why would the members opposite have a conscience vote? If the matter were as simple as that, 
there would not be a conscience vote on it. Obviously, it is far more complicated than that and this minister 
continues to try to deceive the members of the public in Western Australia and is trying to obstruct the processes 
of this house in providing proper scrutiny. I call on members over the next two weeks to contemplate the 
mechanisms that are available to us in this chamber to force the government to take off the blindfold. A number 
of mechanisms to do that are at our disposal, and I encourage members to think about that as we go into the recess 
for the next couple of weeks. 
Earlier this afternoon—before this outrageous, despicable performance by the Minister for Health, who now says 
that he will absolutely keep the report under lock and key—I was considering the Australian Law Reform 
Commission’s “Review of the Family Law System: Issues Paper” and, in particular, the terms of reference. The 
minister’s senior policy officer had drawn to the attention of the opposition that particular paper and terms of 
reference after a briefing that we attended in September last year. I drew to members’ attention the different 
provisions in the terms of reference. I now continue by drawing to members’ attention what the then 
commonwealth Attorney-General Senator George Brandis, QC, said when he provided the terms of reference to 
the Australian Law Reform Commission. Towards the end of the document, he states — 

I further request that the ALRC consider what changes, if any, should be made to the family law system; 
in particular, by amendments to the Family Law Act and other related legislation. 
Scope of the reference 
The ALRC should have regard to existing reports relevant to: 

• the family law system, including on surrogacy … 
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One of those reports is obviously the one that the government continues to keep under lock and key, chained away, 
and now outrageously today disclosed will never see the light of day! What a disgraceful performance by 
a government that tries to profess that it holds itself to a gold standard of transparency. This government has to 
have the worst transparency on record by a country mile. In this document, Hon George Brandis QC, the then 
Attorney-General of Australia, required the Australian Law Reform Commission to do consultation. It states — 

The ALRC should consult widely with family law, family relationship and social support services, health 
and other stakeholders with expertise and experience in the family law and family dispute resolution 
sector. The ALRC should produce consultation documents to ensure experts, stakeholders and the 
community have the opportunity to contribute to the review. 
Timeframe for reporting 
The ALRC should provide its report to the Attorney-General by 31 March 2019. 

I find it staggering that the Minister for Health’s senior policy adviser refers the opposition to a document that, 
when one takes the time to look at it, makes it clear that the report to the federal Attorney-General will be provided 
only by 31 March 2019. Once again, I ask the question: Why are we having the debate now? Why is the 
government bringing on the debate now when it is hiding information that it has commissioned at a cost to 
taxpayers to the tune of $225 000? It has referred the opposition to terms of reference by the commonwealth 
Attorney-General, knowing full well that the commonwealth Attorney-General will not receive the report until 
31 March 2019. 
The shiftiness that has occurred by this government over an extended period knows no bounds. It has now taken 
it to another level altogether by consistently hiding information from Parliament and asking members to go down 
these little rabbit warrens rather than just being open and transparent. I ask the government to stop fiddling with 
the report and table it at its next available opportunity and that members otherwise consider other mechanisms 
available to us. 
I have spent some time looking at the issue of criminal record checks and why they are needed, in accordance with 
the Victorian system, which has been in place for some 10 years without any trouble. My plea to members is that we 
at least ensure that our level of child protection is at the level of the Victorians and not lower. It would be worthwhile 
for members to familiarise themselves with what Sonia Allan had to say in her 2017 report on the South Australian 
system. The government previously explained its delay in finalising the report by saying that it was waiting for the 
South Australian review to be undertaken. That was an answer that Hon Alanna Clohesy provided to Parliament at 
an earlier stage—that is, that the government was waiting for that. As it so happens, Sonia Allan did a report on the 
South Australian system in 2017, which is publicly available for members. I encourage members to take a look at it 
over the recess. I intend to draw members’ attention to various sections of the report, specifically those on the issue 
of criminal record checks and child protection order checks—consistent with the amendment I have on the 
supplementary notice paper that asks members to consider whether we should lift our standard to the standard that 
exists in Victoria. Sonia Allan’s report is entitled, “Report on the review of the Assisted Reproductive Treatment 
Act 1988 (SA)”. Dr Allan prepared that review document in January 2017. I think that it would be well worth 
members’ whiles to familiarise themselves with the document so we can have a constructive dialogue and debate 
when this matter resumes in due course. Members, in particular the parliamentary secretary, should get access to that 
document and have it at their disposal. It is a document that is publicly available and not one that is being kept under 
lock and key like the documents this secrecy-obsessed government likes to hide. I urge the parliamentary secretary 
to get a copy and to familiarise herself with it so that we can make efficient progress with this bill when we next 
resume, rather than having to take an unnecessarily long time simply because the parliamentary secretary is not 
familiar with the documents to which I will be referring. 
If the parliamentary secretary could get herself a copy of that document, that would be helpful. On the next 
occasion, I will take members through that document. In particular, I ask members to familiarise themselves with 
the various pages in chapter 3, “Welfare of the Child”, starting from page 69, and I imagine I will probably 
continue up to page 91 of that report. They are the key pages that members need to be familiar with. I would 
certainly ask the parliamentary secretary to be familiar with chapter 3 of that report. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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