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EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 

Second Report — “Annual Report 2016–17” 

Resumed from 14 September. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [11.17 am]: I rise to speak on the Education and Health Standing 
Committee’s second report, titled “Annual Report 2016–17”. I thank the member for Girrawheen for agreeing to 
move it down on the notice paper and speaking on her report first. I also thank the previous committee for its good 
work in its last report. It was an honour to be in this place and listen to the submissions on what was a very serious 
issue. In speaking to this annual report, which was tabled during the last sitting, I first want to put on record 
a thankyou to the previous chair of the committee, Dr Graham Jacobs, who was not returned to the Parliament this 
term. It should be noted that we no longer have a medical practitioner in the Legislative Assembly, with both 
Dr Graham Jacobs and Dr Kim Hames leaving, which is a bit sad given how helpful Dr Jacobs was whenever we 
had a medical issue. I recall the current Minister for Transport having quite a serious rash at one stage and 
Dr Graham Jacobs was an absolute asset to have in the House at that point in time. He was also an asset to have 
as the Chair of the Education and Health Standing Committee, and I want to put it on record that we wish him well 
in his next career and his life, given that he was not returned to Parliament for this term. 

In the chair’s foreword in the report, I have written about the sentiments of the committee. It states — As 
chair, Dr Jacobs was committed to achieving outcomes designed to benefit the taxpayers of this State, 
and to questioning waste and mismanagement. His compassion shone through in his consideration of 
witnesses, particularly community members, and his desire to deliver useful documents that set out 
achievable change for the better is to be commended. 

I wanted to put on the record in this house that we appreciate his efforts and wish him well. 

The annual report goes through two periods: the final months of the previous Parliament from July to November 2016 
and the current committee’s activities from its formation on 23 May until 30 June 2017. I particularly want to note 
a couple of the reports completed during the previous Parliament, one of which was the independent public school 
report that we put before the Parliament titled “IPS Report Card”. I also want to put on record that the actions of 
government at the time against the chair and the questioning of the chair’s motives for the report were frankly 
disrespectful to the intention of the committee and the chair to bring out a report that was about highlighting some 
of the issues around independent public schools. I point out the chair’s foreword of the report, which states — 

Independent Public Schools, particularly early adopters, have benefitted by being able to recruit the best teachers. 
This benefit is at the expense of later adopters, and schools which have not become Independent Public Schools, 
who must accept redeployees, and are likely to be staffed with teachers who are less suitable for the school 
environment and have less experience. A ‘two‐tiered system’ is reinforced, whereby more capable schools receive 
more benefits, and less capable schools fall further behind. 

I note that the response from the previous government was very negative and tried to make out that it was a political 
report, which it never was, given the make-up of the committee. In saying that, I am looking for forward to the 
current government’s response to the report in terms of its implementation, and I understand it has taken it quite 
seriously. 

I also want to comment briefly about the “Learnings from the message stick” report. The final report came down 
very late in the piece and the previous government did not put in a response. I understand the current government 
intends to give some response to the committee and we are looking forward to that. I want to highlight a comment 
from the chair’s foreword, which states — 

A glaring issue for us was that no one—no one organisation, no one agency—takes ownership nor leads 
the response to improve the wellbeing of Aboriginal people. The Committee could not identify who takes 
ultimate responsibility and is accountable for government action. 

“Learnings from the message stick” was a report on the inquiry into Aboriginal youth suicide in remote areas. It 
is a very important issue, and one that the coroner is currently looking at and that we all need to take an interest 
in. I note that as part of that process there was also a final report from the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Suicide Prevention Evaluation Project. That report concludes with recommendations for government and other 
activity pertaining to Indigenous suicide prevention. One of the strong recommendations was for the use of justice 
reinvestment principles for a range of upstream diversionary activity for Indigenous young people away from the 
criminal justice system. I commend the team on that recommendation. In terms of personal experience, the Wadjak 
Northside Aboriginal Community Centre works with young people at risk within the youth justice area. It would 
absolutely benefit young people to work with the centre before they become at risk to give them exposure to and 
pride in culture, to build their confidence in themselves and their future and to give them an understanding of their 
own strengths to forge a future in the community. We really need to look at justice reinvestment. I understand the 
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government is committed to that and is considering a number of areas. I also point out that this report—it is 
something that came through strongly in our message stick report—outlines that a common success factor in 
community-based interventions or responses to Indigenous suicide was that they were developed and implemented 
using a foundation of Indigenous leadership in partnership with Indigenous communities. The ATSISPEP report 
goes on to state that the involvement of elders is not separable from community leadership and states — 

Generally, suicide prevention activity should aim to employ community members. ‘Peer to peer’ context 
is a common feature of several successful programs, particularly those aimed at young people. 

I suggest that if people want a good summary of what has occurred in Aboriginal youth suicide prevention and the 
many reports around Aboriginal wellbeing and progress, the “Learnings from the message stick” report is a very 
good summary. It is a very good report that takes into account all those issues, projects and recommendations of 
previous reports. It is a good summary of that and it should not be consigned to being “just another report”, given 
the work that was done by the committee and the chair. 

I would like to talk briefly about the e-cigarettes report that we tabled in this house. Since that time, we have had 
a response from the Minister for Health and the government, and I thank the Minister for Health for the response. 
He noted the federal Standing Committee on Health, Aged Care and Sports inquiry into the use and marketing of 
electronic cigarettes and personal vaporisers in Australia. He also noted the Senate Community Affairs Legislation 
Committee inquiry into the Vaporised Nicotine Products Bill 2017 put up by Senator Leyonhjelm. The Senate 
inquiry into that bill has concluded and the committee has made a finding not to support the bill or any lessening 
or broadening of issues around vaporised nicotine products at this time. The Standing Committee on Health, 
Aged Care and Sports inquiry continues. In the government’s response, the Minister for Health refers to the 
precautionary principle for e-cigarettes that places the burden of proof on the proponents of the particular 
activity—in this case, manufacturers and importers of e-cigarettes—to demonstrate the safety and utility of their 
product. 

I just want to put clearly and firmly on the record that I am not necessarily a supporter of e-cigarettes. I want to 
put that on record because sometimes people think that because we brought that report to the house, that is my 
position. My position is not based on that. My position is that we, as a Parliament, are faced with an unregulated 
market and the supply into that unregulated market. Despite the Department of Health and various others, including 
the minister, repeating to us that it is illegal and that it cannot occur, it is occurring. My concern is that it is 
occurring in a manner that contributes to, rather than decreases, the health risk. My only concern is that by 
continuing to say, “We are on a precautionary principle and our precautionary principle is that it is illegal, it does 
not occur and we are not going to do anything about it”, we are failing the community. One of the issues in the 
documentation that the minister sent to the committee was a submission to the Standing Committee on Health, 
Aged Care and Sport that outlines the market aspect of it. The government response discusses the fact that there is 
a market, and goes on to state — 

The Western Australian Government strongly supports a precautionary approach to the regulation of 
e-cigarettes. Until there is clear and demonstrable evidence that these products are not harmful to the 
health of users and people around them, or alternatively, there is an accurate understanding of the extent 
of any harm which they may cause, it is not good public health policy to let these products into the market 
place. 

I hate to tell the government that they are in the marketplace. To say that they are not there is not good public 
health policy. It is like saying, in relation to the taxi industry, that Uber does not exist. It did exist, the government 
did not respond, and we ended up with a problem. The response states, further on — 

… the Western Australian Government respectfully considers that effective monitoring and enforcement 
of any partial restriction would be extremely difficult. There is no visual means of determining the 
chemical nature of the inhalable matter contained in electronic cigarettes. Even if originally supplied as 
a nicotine-free device, they are easily modified to deliver nicotine or a range of illicit substances. 

Although I commend the minister for the response, and I note that the Department of Health will conduct a review 
of the Tobacco Products Control Act in 2018, we need to be on the front foot, which is a better public health 
response. I also note the Eliminate Cancer Initiative funded by Nicola and Andrew Forrest is seeking advice on 
mounting a case seeking compensation from tobacco companies, based on the Canadian lawsuits, and 
I congratulate them on that. I am not sure about the other proposal of raising the smoking age to 21. I do not think 
that setting up another illegal trade, as is happening with e-cigarettes, would be a responsible way to go. I do not 
think it would be effective. People aged 21 do a lot of other things, such as paying taxes and so on, so I do not 
think that that would be an appropriate response. 

I want to end by talking about the committee’s current inquiry into vocational education training in schools. It is 
a great inquiry. We have had some excellent submissions from various school organisations, including the 
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principals’ association and the State School Teachers’ Union of WA. The Department of Education provided 
a great submission, as did the Department of Training and Workforce Development. It is a complex area that has 
grown in student participation. Those excellent contributions will give the committee the capacity to make a good 
policy contribution in this Parliament that the government can then utilise and assess, and produce outcomes that 
benefit students. The parent and child health centres that we have in our schools came from a report of the 
Education and Health Standing Committee. 

We must remember the benefit of committees in advancing the public policy debate. I therefore want to place on 
record that I understand that the Department of Education is currently developing guidelines, and in fact sent 
a memo to all staff about giving evidence to committees. That memo struck fear into a few hearts, as I understand, 
because they fear being questioned. I understand that the Department of Education is now developing guidelines. 
I do not think fear was the intention of the department. I think the intent was to make people aware, so that they 
can give good contributions. I understand, given the department’s excellent contribution to our committee, that it 
would not be its intention to intimidate people. I want to put on record that it would be greatly appreciated if those 
guidelines do not cause fear or trepidation in independent contributions from union members who hold positions 
in the State School Teachers’ Union, members of the WA principals’ association or other representatives, such as 
chairs of independent school boards. It is really important in the public debate to put those views out there. 
Committees can take confidential evidence. We do not want a situation in which people feel trepidation about what 
they want to contribute to the debate. Education has always been an area in which there has been broad policy 
debate, and debate about structure and delivery to the community, and we want to make sure that the parliamentary 
committee, in both education and health, can continue to provide the rich context it always has. In the development 
of any guidelines, circulars or memos, people should take into account that we will work with government and 
departments to make sure that we have the best possible outcomes for students and patients. That is the purpose of 
committees. We hold that responsibility very dearly. I have gone through some of the reports that have delivered 
on those things, and are part of that public debate. I want to maintain the good, cohesive, collaborative relationship 
that we have established, so that we can produce great reports that contribute to the public debate. 

MS S.E. WINTON (Wanneroo) [11.37 am]: I would like to contribute briefly to debate on the annual report of 
the Education and Health Standing Committee. Before I do, Mr Acting Speaker, I would like you to indulge me 
in welcoming students from Carramar Primary School, and their teacher, Sue Simpson, who are in the Speaker’s 
gallery this morning and will be joining me for lunch. 
I firstly acknowledge my fellow committee members and the chair of the committee, the member for Mirrabooka. 
As a new member of Parliament, it has been an interesting exercise to be part of this committee process, so I am 
delighted to present the annual report for the Assembly’s consideration. I would like to also acknowledge the 
ongoing work of the committee staff. As a new member of Parliament and a new member of the committee, I really 
appreciate the support, guidance and mentoring that they have provided to me and all members of the committee. 
Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 
Ms S.E. WINTON: The chair of the committee, the member for Mirrabooka, is also very grateful for the support 
she receives. 
Given that I have only a few minutes, I want to take this opportunity to address just one inquiry report mentioned 
in the annual report—that in relation to independent public schools. Although I was not on the committee, having 
been a teacher for 27 years, I know all about independent public schools quite intimately, so I think I have 
something to offer in that regard. Let us be clear, and the committee chair did articulate this: the report on 
independent public schools by the standing committee was scathing. I want to take this opportunity to read into 
the record some of the comments in the executive summary to the report, “IPS Report Card: The Report of the 
Inquiry into the Independent Public Schools initiative”. It states in part — 

The introduction of the IPS initiative has had no significant effect on the academic or non-academic 
performance of students, including those with additional needs … 
Further, while the DoE acknowledges that teacher quality is paramount in improving student outcomes, 
it is not clear to the Committee how the IPS initiative directly promotes improved teacher quality. This 
ought to be the primary focus of future educational reforms. 

Members might remember that I said in my inaugural speech—being quite passionate as a former teacher—that 
I will always, always advocate and support the notion that teacher quality impacts on student outcomes. 
The report made 43 findings and 21 recommendations. Recommendation 1 was — 

The Department of Education should focus on improving teacher quality and teaching practices as the 
most influential method of improving student outcomes. 
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I cannot help but say that our government has done a fair bit to help achieve that by re-establishing in our schools 
the level 3 classroom teacher status. 
Finding 6 was — 

Improving student outcomes should be a key priority of any future educational reform. 
Finding 14 was — 

The Independent Public School initiative has reinforced the existing inequalities within the public 
education sector. 

Finding 27 was — 
Principals of Independent Public Schools are burdened with greater administrative responsibility during 
the transition process and beyond. Principals therefore have less opportunity to focus on being educators. 

Finding 28 was — 
Due to the reduction in numbers of central and regional office staff, there is less support, guidance and 
training available to Independent Public School principals. 

That is no small wonder, because the IPS system was gutted by the former government. 
The report goes on and on, and I would have liked more time to talk about it in detail. The committee did an 
incredibly fantastic and detailed job in looking at independent public schools. As I have said, it made 43 findings 
and 21 recommendations. 
Mr M. Hughes: Did the government respond? 
Ms S.E. WINTON: I am glad the member for Kalamunda asked about that. The government did respond, as all 
good governments should do. However, I am very disappointed about the response by the former government. Of the 
43 findings, 38 were rejected; and of the 21 recommendations, 17 were rejected. Those findings and recommendations 
were not even acknowledged. They were just rejected. The former government’s response is stunning. As a new 
member of the committee, I am interested to know whether the work that we do at a committee level is taken seriously 
and whether this important parliamentary process achieves any outcomes. I am stunned that three of the four 
recommendations that the government did accept revolved around acknowledging that there needs to be more 
professional development for parents on IPS boards. Beyond that, the former government did nothing to address the 
serious concerns raised by the Education and Health Standing Committee of the thirty-ninth Parliament. 
The chair of the committee, the member for Mirrabooka, has highlighted her concerns about the response of the 
former government to the IPS report. The committee submitted a report in objection to the former government’s 
response to the IPS report. In effect, the committee had to defend itself against the government’s response. The 
committee’s response states in part — 

The Report’s findings and recommendations were made based on the evidence the Committee received 
during the inquiry. The Government Response devalues the evidence of submitters and witnesses, upon 
whose ready participation the oversight role of parliamentary committees depends. 

As a new member of Parliament, I am starting to understand how serious this is. As the member for Mirrabooka 
said, the committee is currently conducting an inquiry into vocational education and training in schools. We are 
hearing from witnesses. I cannot imagine that we would devalue their evidence so much as to dismiss it out of 
hand. That is quite unbelievable. 
Before my time expires, I want to read from the chairman’s foreword to the IPS report. It states in part — 

The Committee’s concerns that the IPS initiative exacerbates a two-tiered system by allowing IP Schools 
to select the more appropriate teachers, leaving less suitable teachers available for positions at non-IP 
Schools, was a major concern raised … 

That was not acknowledged by the former government. I find it disappointing that since I have been a member of 
this place, the member for Scarborough has been focused on challenging this government when we are trying to 
fix the mess that the previous government left in the education system. The member for Scarborough should be 
trying to help fix the system. IPS is a good idea. However, good ideas need to be implemented well. The new 
Perth Children’s Hospital was a good idea, too, but it needs to be implemented well. We are fixing the budget 
mess. We are also going to fix the education mess and make sure that the IPS system does what it was set up to 
do—improve outcomes for students in all public schools. 
I will conclude with this comment: the Mark McGowan government is committed to giving all children a quality 
education, no matter where they live and no matter which school they go to. Thank you. 
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MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands) [11.46 pm]: I also want to speak to the second report of the Education and 
Health Standing Committee, titled “Annual Report 2016–17”. This is the first time I have been a member of 
a committee, and I have only positive comments to make. I will be representing the committee not as a member of 
the Liberal Party but in bringing to the committee my expertise and life experiences. I am sure that the reports the 
committee will produce will not be biased. The committee has great representation. The chair of the committee is 
the member for Mirrabooka, I am the deputy chair, and the other very important members are the members 
for Kimberley, Moore and Wanneroo. We represent a wide cross-section of this house. We also represent 
a wide geographical cross-section of Western Australia. That is quite difficult to get on a committee that comprises 
five members. 
I would like to acknowledge the wonderful work done by the committee’s principal research officer, 
Dr Sarah Palmer, BA (Hons), PhD, and the research officer, Ms Jovita Hogan, BA (Hons). I look forward to the 
future and the important role the committee can play in education and health policy in Western Australia. 
This week is Mental Health Week. The committee can do some positive work to ensure that the mental health 
policies delivered by this government are effective. Suicide prevention must be the first and foremost issue. We 
need to ensure that the work we do on suicide prevention is as effective as it can be in addressing the alarming 
suicide rate, particularly among young people. I need to apologise to the house—as a replacement member on the 
committee from this side of the house, I am not a doctor! Dr Graham Jacobs, the former chair of the committee, 
was one of two doctors in this house at the time, and we now do not have any doctors in this house. 
Dr A.D. Buti: You have got a doctor in front of you! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I recall an incident when the proceedings of the house had to be suspended for a couple 
of minutes. During an estimates committee, one of the directors from the Department of Mines and Petroleum, 
Beverley Bower—who incidentally studied engineering in my year at the University of Western Australia—fell 
over at the back of the chamber. Graham Jacobs, who was sitting close by at the time, made sure she was looked 
after. Western Australia is such a small place that it turned out that the acting chair of the estimates committee at 
the time, Wendy Duncan, was in the same class at school as Beverley Bower, and they actually fought each other 
for dux of Methodist Ladies’ College at the time. Unfortunately, I cannot bring medical expertise to the house or the 
committee. The closest I can come is that I was chief of staff to Hon Peter Foss when he was Minister for Health, so 
I have a little bit of background from many decades ago in this area. I am looking forward to our committee 
working efficiently and effectively to implement or assist the government in good policy development in education 
and health. 
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