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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.08 pm]: We are looking at the Budget Statements for the coming 
financial year and as we analyse tabled papers 2664A–D, we come to certain conclusions. It is the conduct of this 
government over the course of this fortieth Parliament that informs how to analyse the Budget Statements. As 
a result, it is clear that the government has assumed that we will forget about its tax obsession and we will overlook 
the ongoing inequitable access to palliative care in this state. The government’s third assumption is that we will 
ignore the lip-service that the government is paying to the scourge of elder abuse. I noted that in the speech made 
by Minister Dawson on behalf of the Treasurer when these statements were tabled on, I believe, 9 May this year, 
he indicated that the government was committing an extra $1.2 million in new funding for advocacy and support 
services aimed at stopping elder abuse. This sounds very good; however, it is clear that this government cannot be 
trusted with tackling elder abuse. This is demonstrated by the answers it has provided in this place, which are 
nothing short of an absolute joke. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! There is far too much audible noise in the chamber. Only 
one member has the call and that is Hon Nick Goiran. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: No wonder Hon Alannah MacTiernan does not want to hear this, because on that same 
day, 9 May 2019, she was rattling off a range of achievements by this government in the prevention of family and 
domestic violence portfolio. I quote from the Hansard of 9 May 2019, when she was in full stride. She said the 
government had — 

… appointed a lead agency for the policy coordination of elder abuse, through the Minister for Seniors 
and Ageing; expedited law amendments in relation to enduring powers of attorney and guardianship … 

When I heard that, I straightaway interjected while the minister was in full stride, and Hansard kindly recorded 
my interjection, which was — 

No; you have not. What is the name of the bill where that change is made? 
The Acting President called members to order and Hon Alannah MacTiernan, the minister, then refuted that and said — 

We have expedited it. 

She said it with such brazen abandon. In effect, she simply said, “You’re wrong, member. We have expedited it.” 
I responded by saying — 

What rubbish! 

Of course, the Acting President then had to call everybody to order. As we now know, the government has not 
expedited any such bill. That was a false statement made by Hon Alannah MacTiernan. She thinks it is okay to 
provide these false statements to Parliament. There is a lack of expedition by this government of this commitment 
on elder abuse. Remember, Hon Alannah MacTiernan tried to pretend to all of us that she and her government had 
expedited amendments to enduring powers of attorney and guardianship laws. That is rubbish. The government 
has not; it never did that. There has been no such bill in this fortieth Parliament and there is still not. There is 
nothing on the notice paper in either house. It is absolute rubbish. Is the reason the government has not expedited 
that, notwithstanding the misleading remarks, that it is too busy expediting its assisted suicide bill? I know 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan is very passionate about that issue, and she is entitled to be passionate about it, but is 
this government expediting that bill? Is it putting pressure on parliamentary counsel to expedite the assisted suicide 
bill while it shelves its so-called commitment to the electorate and the expedition of the bill on enduring powers 
of attorney and the like? Is that what is going on? I hear that parliamentary counsel is under pressure to produce 
a euthanasia bill, and I would like to know from one of the members of this government which of those two bills 
is being expedited. The government told the people of Western Australia in its landmark document on the 
prevention of family and domestic violence that it would expedite laws and amendments on enduring powers of 
attorney and guardianship, and the government was so pleased about that commitment that even as recently as 
9 May, Hon Alannah MacTiernan boasted that the government had done that. Of course, that was rubbish and has 
been proven to be false. That was rubbish. There has been no expedition of that bill, and I want to know why. Is it 
because Hon Alannah MacTiernan is putting pressure on parliamentary counsel and her cabinet colleagues to 
expedite the assisted suicide bill? Is assisted suicide more important to some of these members than enduring 
powers of attorney and guardianship—commitments on the prevention of family and domestic violence that were 
made to the electorate prior to the election? We want an answer to that. I hear that parliamentary counsel is under 
pressure from this government to produce an assisted suicide bill. How can that be when the expert panel has not 
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yet reported to government? How is that possible? What is going on with this government? Is this more sham 
process, yet again? I am sick and tired of the constant sham process that is going on with this government. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You produced very little legislation when you were there, and it has been a bit of 
a shock for parliamentary counsel how much legislation we’re getting through. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Madam Acting President, these facile interjections by the minister — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It is not a facile interjection. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This is a ridiculous interjection by the minister. Which bill is the minister expediting—the 
assisted suicide bill or the bill on enduring powers of attorney and guardianship that the minister stood in this place 
and falsely told us about — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We are walking and chewing gum at the same time. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Which one is it? It cannot be both. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It can. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! Hon Nick Goiran. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Madam Acting President. It appears that Hon Alannah MacTiernan—a very 
experienced member of Parliament, with probably more years of parliamentary service than any other member 
opposite—with all of her experience, is conceding today that the government is expediting an assisted suicide bill, 
that it is putting pressure on parliamentary counsel and that it is doing that despite the fact that the ministerial 
expert panel has not tabled a report. That is an absolute disgrace. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You are verballing! 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: As soon as I have finished, the minister can rise and provide a personal explanation. If 
I have that wrong and the minister has not instructed parliamentary counsel, she can clarify the record. It is not 
very difficult. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is unbelievable that this minister, having been caught out misleading Parliament — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! It is not very helpful to Hansard when everyone starts yelling 
across the chamber. Hon Nick Goiran. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Madam Acting President. Hansard does a wonderful job. On 9 May this year, 
Hansard recorded and exposed Hon Alannah MacTiernan for the lies that she tells Parliament, including the fact 
that she said that the government had expedited law amendments in relation to enduring powers of attorney and 
guardianship. That was rubbish. I understand why the minister is embarrassed by that, and I promised her earlier 
that I had saved a little portion of my contribution to the budget debate especially for her. I am gratified that the 
minister has taken the time to sit in here. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: If the minister opposite could just control herself for a moment, I will say this: in fairness 
to the minister, on 9 May, when she made those false remarks, she was representing. She was not the minister with 
the carriage of these particular issues. Compare and contrast that with the minister whom the government has 
appointed to lead the charge on elder abuse. Hon Mick Murray is the Minister for Seniors and Ageing, amongst 
other things. There must have been something in the water that the government was drinking on 9 May, because 
as it so happens, on that very same day, the Minister for Seniors and Ageing answered a dorothy dix question in 
the other place. It was an excellent question put by the very hardworking member for Girrawheen, my learned 
friend Margaret Quirk, who asked the minister — 

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to tackling the growing issue of elder abuse in 
our community. Can the minister outline to the house how this government’s increase in funding will 
help provide more resources for those important services in the community that are working to tackle this 
significant issue? 

That was a very fair question by the member for Girrawheen. One would think that the minister whom 
Mr McGowan has specifically entrusted with the task of leading the charge on elder abuse would be able to respond 
to such a straightforward question with some coherence and substance, given that he is leading the charge. Would 
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you believe, Madam Acting President—I encourage members to scrutinise the Hansard of 9 May 2019 from the 
other place—the Minister for Seniors and Ageing responded by saying — 

In this budget, $2.3 million will be set aside to attack this awful part of our society. It will help different 
government departments, such as the police, hospitals and nurses—the whole lot—to identify some of 
those areas so we can go back to the community and say it is wrong and people should not be doing that. 

When a minister in the McGowan government is responding to a dorothy dix question, how can he seriously say 
that the government is spending $2.3 million to identify that we should not be abusing our elders? The government 
wants to spend $2.3 million to get, as the minister said, “different government departments, such as the police, 
hospitals and nurses—the whole lot—to identify some of those areas so we can go back to the community and say 
it is wrong and people should not be doing that”. Really! We do not need to spend a cent doing that. We already 
know that people should not be abusing their elders. We do not need a minister to spend $2.3 million to talk to the 
police, hospitals and nurses so that he can communicate to the people of Western Australia that they should not 
do that: “Did you know that I have just spent $2.3 million and I have consulted with people and I really do not 
think we should abuse our elders.” That is the extent to which the minister with the carriage of this important issue 
can respond to a serious question from the member for Girrawheen. How can we have any confidence in this 
government’s ability to tackle elder abuse when Minister MacTiernan is telling us that the government is expediting 
bills that do not even exist and the minister with carriage of the whole issue is saying that he is going to spend 
$2.3 million to talk to public servants so that he can then tell the people of Western Australia that they should not 
abuse their elders? That is the extent of the McGowan government’s approach on elder abuse. That is a disgrace. 

On this issue, this is beyond a farce. I do not believe we can trust this minister—I am not talking about the minister 
in this place; I am talking about the minister in the other place—to do anything constructive about elder abuse. 
If the minister is going to respond to the member for Girrawheen, who is a very diligent and conscientious member 
of Parliament, by simply saying that the government is going to spend $2.3 million to talk to the police so that it 
can tell the people of Western Australia that it is wrong to abuse their elders, we can have no confidence in the 
minister. We cannot have any confidence in a minister who responds in such a way. That is indicative of a minister 
who is not across his portfolio. He is not across the issue of elder abuse if he responds to the member for 
Girrawheen by simply saying that he is going to tell the people of Western Australia that it is not good to abuse 
their elders. The minister does not need $2.3 million to do that. Surely, if we asked somebody in the department, 
they would be able to provide a cogent explanation of what the $2.3 million will be spent on. It beggars belief that 
that would be the reason. There is just no way that that is what is going on. I would ask for this particular issue to 
be shifted to a different minister, because, regrettably, we are not making progress on this important issue. 

On other dorothy dix–type questions that the same minister gets asked in the other place, I note that as far back as 
20 March this year, the member for Mirrabooka, Janine Freeman, asked this question of Hon Mick Murray — 

Can the minister advise the house of this government’s response to the elder abuse announcements made 
by the federal government yesterday and whether there are any concerns that WA’s already strained 
services will not be properly funded by the federal Liberal government? 

He responded by saying that the state government contributes $115 000 to Advocare and $280 000 to the 
Older People’s Rights Service. Those are initiatives of the previous Liberal government. It was Hon Tony Simpson, 
the then Minister for Seniors and Volunteering, who implemented those things. I note that on 23 June 2015, he 
was asked a question by the then member for Swan Hills, and in his reply he said — 

Last year, I stood to speak about $80 000 to set up a hotline to help out elder abuse … This year’s budget 
allocated another $100 000 towards that hotline. 

The funding of the Advocare hotline that Minister Murray speaks of was actually an initiative of the previous 
Liberal government. The Older People’s Rights Service, which is part of the Northern Suburbs Community Legal 
Centre, was also a partnership entered into by the previous government. On 26 May 2016, in the estimates hearings 
in the other place, the then minister, Tony Simpson, had this to say — 

The government has a continuous commitment to supporting seniors. It has invested more than $570 000 
to the community service sector, promoting social, emotional and physical wellbeing for seniors. This is 
funded through the Department of Local Government and Communities in partnership with organisations 
such as the Northern Suburbs Community Legal Centre, which provides for seniors experiencing or at 
risk of experiencing elder abuse … 

When the present minister, Minister Murray, says something of substance, he is busy referring to matters that have 
been initiated under the previous Liberal government. Then, when he is tackled with a more serious question from 
the member for Girrawheen, he is completely lost at sea and we get an embarrassing response, suggesting that he 
will spend $2.3 million to talk to police, so that he can tell the people of Western Australia that they should not 
abuse their elders. Then we get false statements from the minister representing in this place. On what basis can we 
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have any confidence that this government is truly going to put in charge someone who will tackle the scourge of 
elder abuse? It is a serious issue. I note that as recently as 27 May this year, which was probably the Monday 
before last, The West Australian reported that calls to the Advocare helpline had risen from 500 in 2016–17 to 
about 650 in 2017–18, and to 800 so far in the 2018–19 financial year. An increasing number of people are 
accessing the Advocare helpline, but is the amount of money that the minister has provided in the recent budget 
enough to deal with these calls? After all, there is no point in having a helpline if calls go unanswered. Can we 
trust this government to genuinely tackle this problem? 

In response to a question asked by my learned friend Mr Peter Katsambanis, the member for Hillarys, on 
12 February this year about statistics on assaults on seniors from the previous calendar year, he was told that during 
the period from 1 January 2018 to 17 October 2018, there were a total of 500 assault offences against seniors. 
He was told that seniors are defined as those aged 66 years or over. These assaults were recorded by the 
Western Australia Police Force, and represented two per cent of all assaults against people of any age. Later, in 
the answer provided by the Minister for Police on 12 February 2019, it is revealed that police have a breakdown 
of those 500 assaults, and 81 cases were identified as being elder abuse, in nine and a half months. 

Of course that data captures only the most extreme form of physical assault and abuse, and that figure goes 
nowhere near the true extent of financial, emotional, psychological, sexual and other forms of abuse. Those 
types of abuse that go unreported and are not considered, if you like, extreme enough for people to call the 
police about are not captured by the data collection process. But we know that if there were 81 cases of elder 
abuse in nine and a half months that were for just—I hesitate to use the word “just”—serious physical abuse, 
the police data indicates that we have a crisis when it comes to elder abuse. In that context, the Minister for 
Seniors and Ageing’s response to the member for Girrawheen beggars belief. How can we trust this government 
to tackle this important issue? It appears to me that our seniors are clearly not a priority and, I might add, sadly, 
nor are our children. 

That brings me to the fourth assumption in this government’s budget papers. The government assumes that we 
will sit silently whilst it leaves victims of child sex offences having to confront their attacker at school every day. 
The budget speech delivered in this place on behalf of the Treasurer makes no mention of child protection. That 
indicates that this portfolio area has been lost in the amalgamation of departments into that mega-department the 
Department of Communities. 

The proof of the pudding is in the eating. I note an exchange between Minister Papalia and the member for 
Churchlands, Sean L’Estrange, in the Assembly estimates committee hearing of 21 May 2019 that pretty much 
sums up this government’s attitude on this serious issue of child protection and children being forced to confront 
their attacker at school every day. I refer to the Hansard for Assembly Estimates Committee B of Tuesday, 
21 May 2019, in which Mr L’Estrange states — 

I refer to page 327 of volume 1 of the Budget Statements. In the table at the bottom of the page there is 
a line item for students at risk. I noticed that the funding for that line item has flatlined at $1.273 million. 
How much has been appropriated for the costs associated with coordination and implementation of 
multi-agency protocols for education options for young people charged with harmful sexual behaviours? 

That is a fair question. Minister Papalia responds — 

I will see whether we can find the answer to Hon Nick Goiran’s question. It is not something that I know 
off the top of my head. 

The answer is none. The funding for multi-agency protocols for education options for young people 
charged with harmful sexual behaviours—that is the issue the member’s question is focused on—is being 
met from within the global allocation. No funding has been diverted from at-risk kids. 

Mr L’Estrange then asks — 

Is part of the funding allocation for ensuring that any perpetrators of harmful sexual behaviours do not 
attend the same school as their victim? 

Minister Papalia replies — 

The member in the upper house, Hon Nick Goiran, should ask this question of the Minister for Education 
and Training, which he does regularly anyway, so he can go back and ask that. It is not a question for the 
budget, to be put to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training. 

Once again, this shows utter contempt for the process. It is staggering that on the issue of children having to 
confront their attackers at school every day we have a minister of the Crown who says that he is not going to 
answer questions on this stuff. Mr L’Estrange goes on to ask — 
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Maybe we could get some guidance, through the minister, from the senior public servants present about 
how this funding helps support both giving those options for people who are charged with harmful sexual 
behaviours while at the same time making sure that they are not at the same school as any victims. 

Minister Papalia’s response really takes the cake. He said — 

Member, as I said, this is a question more appropriately put to the Minister for Education by the member 
in the other place who wants to ask the question. He asks it almost weekly anyway. He can ask that of the 
minister. It is a question she has answered many times. It is, in my view, an irresponsible and in many 
ways offensive question. It is not helping the community. It does not help children in schools, children at 
risk or the victims of sexual offending. It is a philosophical, extreme and intentionally irresponsible 
pursuit of the member in the other place, and I am not going to answer that question in this place. 

If any member in here is interested in or concerned about a child at school having to confront their attacker, 
according to Minister Papalia, the government’s representative minister in the other place, such a member holds 
a philosophical, extreme and intentionally irresponsible attitude towards this issue. 

Hon Sue Ellery: No. He was talking about you. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: He was talking about me, Minister for Education and Training; that is exactly right. He was 
talking about me; he talked about my concern. I own my concern. I am concerned. I think it is an intolerable policy 
that a victim of child sexual abuse should have to confront their attacker at school every day. 

Hon Sue Ellery: But in government, you actually did nothing—nothing! I had to fix it, because you did nothing. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: That is my position. When I ask questions about it, I am told that there is nothing to do, 
according to the Minister for Education and Training. There is no problem. According to the minister and her 
friend Mr Papalia, it is a philosophical, extreme position. So, let us just let the victims of child sexual abuse have 
to confront their attacker at school every day. That is absolutely fine, according to this government! I have news 
for Minister Papalia: that is not the position of the opposition and we will continue to hold this government to 
account for this policy. Last year, I questioned the government during the annual reports hearing process and it 
was revealed that this applied to at least six children. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Instead of dealing with this issue seriously, all the government does is try to attack the 
messenger. I am asking this government to take this issue seriously. We have Mr Papalia saying, “I’m not even 
going to answer the question, and in actual fact I think it’s an extreme, philosophical approach.” It is not. It is 
neither extreme nor of any great philosophical significance to suggest that a child who goes to school should not 
have to confront their attacker every day. That is not extreme. That is not philosophical. That is putting children 
first. That is putting children’s safety first. That is something on which there should be a bipartisan approach. That 
is why I asked the questions. To have Mr Papalia characterise it as philosophical, extreme and intentionally 
irresponsible says it all. That is this government’s approach to child protection. If a member raises a serious child 
protection issue, the government will not answer it. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Did your reps down there jump to your defence? I haven’t gone and read that in the Hansard yet, 
so maybe I will. Did they jump to your defence then? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Once again, the Minister for Education and Training — 

Hon Sue Ellery: Maybe I will go and read that in Hansard. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister should. Does the minister know which part she should read? She should read 
the part that talks about children having to confront their attacker at school every day. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I’ve read it. It’s awful! And that’s why I put in place — 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: So do something about it! 

Hon Sue Ellery: Which I did! Your government did nothing. I came to government and said, “Well, what are the 
protocols in place around here?”, and they said, “Nothing. There’s nothing in place.” 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Okay. I will give the minister a pat on the back for that. A protocol is a piece of paper. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The minister implemented a protocol. My point is that a protocol is a piece of paper. I want 
to make sure that the protocol is being followed. Whatever the protocol says, it should not allow for a child to have 
to confront their attacker at school every day. I am asking for a bipartisan position on that. We have had the 
minister in the other place say that that is extreme and philosophical, and the minister in here asks, “What did your 
government do when you were in government?” Forget about all of that. The kids are at school now. Those kids 
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will be at school tomorrow. They should not have to confront their attacker at school every day and the government 
has the power to do something about it. It has the power to direct that the attacker not be in the same school as the 
victim. Presumably that is why there are protocols. It beggars belief that a protocol can be in place that allows 
a child to be at the same school as the attacker. It re-traumatises a child to have to confront their attacker at school 
every day. Let us not blame previous governments or pat ourselves on the back because a protocol on a piece of 
paper has been brought in. The only thing that matters is the protocol being implemented. If the protocol is not 
being implemented, it is not worth the paper it is written on. Mr Papalia should be ashamed of his response. 

If we were to survey the electorate of Warnbro, I wonder whether they would find it extreme and philosophical 
and irresponsible to hold the view that a child should not have to see their attacker at school every day. I wonder 
what the people of Warnbro would have to say about that. I challenge Minister Papalia to survey his electorate and 
see what his people have to say about that. I would be very confident that, with the exception of paedophiles, every 
other Western Australian would agree that the child should not have to confront their attacker at school. The only 
strange world view out there would be those of a paedophilic mentality who would say it is okay. It is not extreme 
or philosophical. In fact, it is the paedophiles who hold that extreme philosophical position. I am asking for 
a bipartisan approach on this, but so far that has not been possible. I say with all due sincerity that I am 
disappointed that we have not been able to break through this issue. It should not matter who is raising the point. 
The fact that I am raising it should be irrelevant. Does the issue have substance or not? If it has no substance and 
the minister thinks it is okay to allow the children to stay in the same school as their attacker, she should say so, 
but she should not say that she is not responding to the issue and that the other member holds an irresponsible 
extreme position. That is not a response. That is a fake response. This is a serious issue of child protection that 
needs to be taken seriously. I know there are people of goodwill in this government who want to take this issue 
seriously, and I call on them to take urgent measures to address this issue. I am disappointed with this budget and 
its lack of attention to the child protection portfolio. 

I look forward to the budget estimates process that will be undertaken in the very near future. I intend to continue 
to pursue this and other matters to hold this government to account, as is the responsibility of oppositions. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
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