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Motion 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [10.09 am]: Mr Speaker — 

Mr S.A. Millman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mount Lawley, I call you to order for the first time. There will be no interjecting, please. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I move the motion. 

This has been an absolute disaster of the government’s own making for the last three years. 

Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach, I call you to order for the first time. This is a suspension of standing 
orders. Any more of this and I will just keep calling you to order and you can go home early. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: In the lead-up to the state election three years ago, when this government was in 
opposition, it promised police officers that it would give them a 1.5 per cent pay increase. The same promise had 
been made to them by the Barnett government. Police officers were comfortable with that. When the Labor Party 
came to power, it completely pulled that offer off the table, despite having given a direct commitment that that is 
what it would give police officers. It demoralised police officers. We have been through this before. We know that 
some police officers, particularly in regional areas, ended up paying more for an increase in their rental housing 
than they got in wage increases. Every day they stayed in those regional areas, they started losing money and their 
families were less able to afford the basics of life. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. I am not putting up with this. I will 
continually call people to order and then I will throw them out. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Our community relies on our police and we rely on them to keep us safe every single 
day. They walk into danger when we are in danger. They are there to protect us. The fairest thing we can do is give 
them a fair pay increase. They had to cop that unfair increase in 2017. Come the negotiations in 2019, it was the same 
old, same old. This government has no respect for police officers. That is why police officers are so demoralised. 
They are overworked, underpaid and completely and utterly demoralised. 
The government delayed the pay offer. It eventually offered police another $1 000, which is much less than the 
1.5 per cent that they were promised and that they deserve. It was put to a ballot of police members. Under the 
WA Police Union rules, it was put to a ballot. The police union rules clearly state—I think it is rule 10G—that for 
a ballot to succeed, 65 per cent of all people who vote must support that ballot, otherwise the ballot fails; it lapses. 
That is exactly what happened here. Police are fed up with this government. Police are not prepared to accept the 
government’s offer. The Minister for Industrial Relations and the Minister for Police ought to have known what the 
police union rules were. They knew from the start of the negotiations they had to get to a point whereby 65 per cent 
of police officers would say yes to the pay deal. They did not; they rejected it. In fact, when we count the total 
number of police officers across the state, only 39 or 40 per cent voted in favour of it, which goes to show us how 
few police officers have any respect or trust for this government, this Premier and this minister, particularly the 
industrial relations minister. 
If that were not bad enough, what happened today? The industrial relations minister is a unionist; he ought to know 
the union rules. The rules of the police union have been followed. Instead of saying, “Okay, the police have rejected 
the offer — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, you have a representative on your side to put your point of view. The member is 
putting his side’s point of view. I will not tolerate any more. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Instead of the minister accepting that the ballot failed under union rules and the police 
had to go back to the negotiating table and start again or go to arbitration, he came out and launched an unprecedented 
attack on the leadership of the police union. It is unbelievable. These are the people who the minister is meant to 
be negotiating with. These are the people who represent our frontline officers. 
On Tuesday, the police minister came into this place and delivered a ministerial statement on the important role 
that the Commissioner of Police and police officers in this state play in responding to crises like the impending global 
coronavirus pandemic. She said that we are expecting these people to protect us in the toughest of times. Not only 
do we disrespect them, not only do we take pay offers off the table and not only do we not give them a fair pay 
increase, but also when, by their own rules, police officers reject the offer made by the government, the government 
does not say, “They are the rules; we’ll start again” or go back to the table and do the honourable thing and give 
them a fair pay increase; they attack the messenger—they attack the police union. It is not good enough. Police expect 
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to be treated like first-class citizens, not third-class citizens, and so do police union members. Imagine if someone 
on this side of the house attacked union officials in the way the government has today. It is an absolute disgrace. 
This situation further demoralises the same people we are expecting to protect us. It is up to Mark McGowan and 
the Labor government to step up to the table. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Members should not be called by their names; “the Premier” is the correct term. 
The SPEAKER: You should call him the Premier. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: It is up to the Premier and this Labor government to step up to the mark and give 
police officers the pay increase that they deserve. 
MRS L.M. HARVEY (Scarborough — Leader of the Opposition) [10.16 am]: Mr Speaker — 
Ms S.E. Winton: Shame! 
The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the first time. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, this is not a funny issue. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Member for Wanneroo, thank for your interjection. I have a conga line of police officers 
lining up to speak to me everywhere I go, saying, “We made a mistake.” Their mistake was that they believed 
Premier Mark McGowan when he was in opposition, who said that he would give them a 1.5 per cent pay rise. 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: You cannot use the member’s name here. Standing orders require that we are referred to 
by our title, not by our personal name. 
The SPEAKER: I think she said, “the Premier, Mark McGowan”. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, that is correct. She cannot call him that. She has to call him the Premier. 
The SPEAKER: It is not a point of order. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, please, let us get this over and done with. 

Debate Resumed 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: The government is trying to derail the opposition’s pitch on this very important issue. The 
fact remains that police officers are coming to the opposition in numbers saying, “We made a mistake in believing 
the Premier when he was Leader of the Opposition, promising us a 1.5 per cent pay rise. We voted for him because 
he said he would give us a 1.5 per cent rise, and he reneged on that promise.” They are angry about it. The other 
thing that they are angry about is that the government ran a redundancy program through the police and it has not 
replaced the police officers. The minister keeps coming in here saying that the government has recruited additional 
police officers but the police annual report shows there were 25 fewer police officers as at 30 June 2019 than there 
were in 2017. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Police! 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: We have fewer police—police who were promised a pay rise and not delivered a pay rise. 
They were working extremely hard and the government is expecting them to do additional overtime to deal with 
some of the crime and law and order issues out in the community. They are not getting any appreciation from this 
government for the work that they do—none. The union has been in negotiations with the Minister for Industrial 
Relations in good faith since February last year. It has taken an entire year to get to a point whereby the union put 
it to their members. According to the union’s media release — 

The offer was presented to the 6357 eligible members and only 39 per cent supported the proposed 
replacement agreement. 

All members in marginal seats in the outer metropolitan areas need to put some pressure on their leadership. It was 
reported that the president of the police union, Harry Arnott, said — 

“Our Members don’t trust the McGowan Government not to change the state wages policy and they 
believe the $1,000 is simply disrespectful,” …  

That is what Mr Arnott said. 
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Ms R. Saffioti: What should it be? 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: Minister for Transport, it should be what the government promised them. It promised them 
1.5 per cent. The government was elected on a promise — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Your own leader is on her feet and you are interjecting. I want to hear what she is saying, not 
what you are saying. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: It should be what the government promised them. It made a promise to the police in the 
lead-up to the election that it would deliver them a 1.5 per cent pay rise and then it said, “No. You are the same as 
every other public servant and we are going to restrict you to $1 000 a year.” 
Mr M.J. Folkard interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mrs L.M. HARVEY: That is what the government said: “You’re just the same as every other public sector 
employee.” Police officers are not the same as every other public sector employee. They are the people who will 
have to go out there, gloved up, and apprehend people who are disobeying a quarantine order. They are the ones 
who are dealing with the meth addicts in the community. They are the ones who are dealing with domestic violence 
issues and getting in very dangerous situations between people involved in a domestic violence altercation. They 
are the ones who are out there mopping up after car crashes and advising families that their loved ones have died. 
All they want is what the government promised them—1.5 per cent. That is all they want. They want the government 
to come good on the one promise it made to police—a 1.5 per cent pay rise. That is what they want the government 
to do. They want it to deliver what it promised. It is not that hard. It is not that hard to be respectful of the efforts 
of our police officers to keep the community safe. How are they supposed to do their job? 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park — Treasurer) [10.21 am]: The state wages policy was developed after we 
came to government and saw the state of the finances that the Liberal–National government had left to the people 
of Western Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: There is not a minister in this government who would not love to do what the former 
government did, and that was spend without consequence. That is what the former government did. It capitulated 
at every turn to every union that demanded anything over eight and a half years. As a result, it ran up the largest 
operating deficits the state has ever seen and had our debt trajectory on the way to $44 billion. When we came to 
government, we had to set a very tough wages policy, but it also was, and still is, appropriate because of what 
wage growth is doing in the broader private sector. Indeed, by and large over the last three years, private sector 
wages have declined, and those people certainly do not have the job surety of those in the public sector. We had 
to apply that to police, nurses, teachers and civil public servants—all good Western Australians working very hard 
for the people of WA. That policy is appropriate. It is not something we enjoy doing, but when a government 
spends without consequence for eight and a half years and drives the economy into recession, that is the inevitable 
outcome. It is easy for opposition members, who do not care about financial management, to come in here and 
demand that we give more. But the reality is that the policy is fair, and we made it crystal clear that it was to survive 
for four years, and that is the case. 

The Western Australian Police Union has, in my view, accepted the offer. The membership has accepted the offer; 
62 per cent of members have voted in support of it. I listened to Mr Arnott on the radio this morning, and that is 
on the back of a very high turnout of votes, so 62 per cent of members have supported it. I will say by way of aside 
that if we were to amend the state Constitution and say that the WA Liberals can win an election only if they get 
65 per cent, what would they say? The question the Liberals have to answer is: what is their wages policy? What 
is it? How much will they pay? It is not just a police question; it is about the entire public sector workforce. How 
much will they pay, because the heat is now on them? If they do not like this policy, they have to tell me how 
much it should be and how they are going to fund it. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Industrial Relations) [10.24 am]: I cannot believe the 
audacity of the member for Hillarys. What a disgrace! The Liberal Party runs around Australia attacking union 
officials because they do not listen to their membership. That is the claim. The claim of the Liberal Party is that there 
have to be special restrictions on union officials because they do not listen to their membership. The membership 
of the WA Police Union overwhelmingly endorsed the wage offer that we made to them. Let us understand why 
the wage offer was sent to them. It was because the union executive endorsed the outcome of the negotiations. 
This package was supported by Harry Arnott and the executive of the union. That is the reason it was given to the 
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membership. People forget that this has taken a long time. I agree that the police union’s behaviour in the negotiations 
has delayed the offer going to its members. Normally, ministers do not personally involve themselves in the actual 
sit down across the table with the union, but on this occasion, because of the attitude of the police union, I have. 
On 15 January 2019, 21 May 2019, 15 August 2019, 29 August 2019, 28 October 2019, 5 November 2019 and 
21 November 2019, I personally met with the police union in my office to discuss these matters. In August, 
I thought we had an agreement, but clearly we did not. That is fine; I am not objecting to the fact that we did not 
have a final agreement. On 21 November 2019, we had an agreement with the police union, but it would not put 
the agreement to the membership until the drafting was complete. That is not the normal practice, but we accepted 
that. Then there was an argument about the wording of the drafting. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Senior Commissioner Kenner had to convene a meeting so that the police union and I could 
meet. That is unprecedented. The Minister for Industrial Relations personally attended the Western Australian 
Industrial Relations Commission. That has never happened before. That is how seriously we took this matter. It 
has been an unprecedented approach. We had an understanding from that, and that understanding was that the 
police union would put the matter to its members and it would be bound by the decision of its members. 

After the vote, it suddenly rejected it because, unlike the election of the president, who needs to win only 50 per cent 
plus one of the participating members, 81 per cent of people did not vote no. Let us understand this: fewer than 
19 per cent of police officers in Western Australia voted against this arrangement. Fewer than one police officer 
in five rejected the government’s offer—and no wonder. It is a great offer. It is carefully calibrated to the particular 
circumstances of police officers. Yes, it is $1 000, but there is a lot else in the deal, and that is why police officers 
accepted it. 
The Leader of the Opposition, Liza Harvey, asked the question about the wages policy and what happened 
two years ago. The police union and the membership agreed to the last offer and that offer was registered and is still 
in force. This idea that what happened in the first round of negotiations somehow needs to be held to account is in 
the past, because the police union members agreed to that deal, it has been implemented and they have been paid. 
Let me make it clear. As far as I am concerned, on 15 August, the police union should have put the agreement to the 
membership. The reason we are here in March and do not have a concluded position from the union is the behaviour 
of the union leadership. It is not the government that has caused the delay. We have always said that all we wanted 
to do was have the union membership vote on the agreement. Finally, after delay and obfuscation by Harry Arnott, 
we have finally got to that position. Unfortunately for Mr Arnott, the overwhelming majority of people who voted 
voted in favour of the government. As I understand it, 62 per cent voted in favour of the agreement, but Mr Arnott 
has now come up with an artificial construct to say why he is rejecting the views of his own union membership.  
I cannot believe — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is similar to releasing Turkish migrants into the community—the rules are the rules. 
Sometimes we have to look beyond that. Let me make it clear: if the union had told me at any of those meetings 
that it would implement the agreement with only 65 per cent of the vote, I would have asked the commission to 
conduct the ballot, because if the commission had conducted the ballot, it would have been 50 per cent plus one 
wins. Do not come in here and tell me artificial stories made up by a man who is disappointed because he was not 
representing the interests of his own membership. I do not lightly criticise union officials; being a union official is 
a tough job. But Harry Arnott has let down his members. The reason that police officers have not received a wage 
rise, back pay, extra holidays and improved conditions is because of Harry Arnott, not anything else. I cannot 
believe that the member for Hillarys and the Leader of the Opposition, Liza Harvey, want police officers to go without 
extra leave and a wage rise. The Leader of the Opposition’s position is that she does not want police officers to get 
extra leave; that is her decision and she should be ashamed. She is not putting the interests of Western Australians 
or police officers first. She is putting a narrow-minded political issue first and she is following the advice of the 
member for Hillarys and that is not a good idea. The police members have made a decision; 81 per cent of police 
members have not rejected the deal, which is fabulous. I appreciate their support. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (17) 

Mr I.C. Blayney Dr D.J. Honey Mr J.E. McGrath Mr P.J. Rundle 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr P.A. Katsambanis Ms L. Mettam Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup Dr M.D. Nahan  
Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder  
Mrs A.K. Hayden Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman  
 

Noes (33) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr F.M. Logan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr R.R. Whitby 
Mrs R.M.J. Clarke Ms S.F. McGurk Ms C.M. Rowe Ms S.E. Winton 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms R. Saffioti Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr S.A. Millman Ms A. Sanderson Mr D.R. Michael (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mrs L.M. O’Malley Ms J.J. Shaw  
Ms E.L. Hamilton Mr S.J. Price Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski  
Mr M. Hughes Mr D.T. Punch Mr C.J. Tallentire  

            
Pairs 

Mr K.M. O’Donnell Mr M. McGowan 
Mr R.S. Love Mr M.P. Murray 

Question thus negatived. 
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