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INDUCED ABORTIONS — NUMBER 

Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [9.25 pm]: I have given some consideration to whether I would 
make a statement this evening. I have elected to do so mainly because I want to correct a statement that I 
stumbled across earlier today. A statement made in The West Australian was attributed to the Coalition for the 
Defence of Human Life. It related to a rally that was held yesterday evening at the front of Parliament House. 
You may be interested to know, Mr Deputy President, that there was a fairly sizeable attendance at that rally. 
Today, The West Australian attributed a particular comment to the Coalition for the Defence of Human Life. In 
essence, it was suggested that a claim had been made by that organisation. I think it is appropriate that members 
of this place understand precisely what that claim is all about. In particular, I want to draw members’ attention to 
the relevant section. It states — 

Pro-life organisation Coalition for the Defence of Human Life has claimed that since 1998, 
approximately 100,000 pregnancies had been terminated in WA.  

The matter that I want to draw to the attention of members this evening is that it is not quite right to put it as a 
claim. To say that it is a claim made by that organisation in some way suggests, on one interpretation of the 
reading, that it is not an authentic claim. I want to draw to your attention, Mr President, a question that was put 
on notice by my predecessor Hon Barbara Scott. She received an answer to a question on 20 May 2009 from the 
minister representing the Minister for Health listing the total number of induced abortions that have occurred 
since 1998 at 86 875. It is important to note that this is from 1998 through to 2008. Mr President, you would 
appreciate that when the bill was introduced in 1998, it came into law midway through the year; therefore the 
figures for 1998 represent only a part year. There were 4 624 induced abortions in that year. As I said, the total at 
31 December 2008 was 86 875. Last week I received an answer from the minister representing the Minister for 
Health. I asked an identical question to that asked by my predecessor. As it happens, I received my answer on 
20 May 2010; exactly one year later. The answer was 8 885. The simple maths is that if we add the two together, 
we get 95 760. Of course, there will be a number for this year but we do not know what that number is as yet. 
Using a pro rata figure based on last year’s amounts, we could say that for the first five months of this year the 
figure is likely to be in the realm of 3 700. That being the case, the total is 99 460. I draw this to the attention of 
members of the house for the purpose of suggesting that it is more than just a claim put forward by the Coalition 
for the Defence of Human Life; to suggest that it is approximately 100 000 is about as authentic a fact as one 
could possibly put forward. If someone wants to do the analysis, as I say, they will perhaps come to the figure of 
99 460. 

I deliberated over whether to draw the attention of the house to this. Debate on this issue is obviously emotive; 
people have very different perspectives on it, and I respect the right of everyone to have their opinions on the 
issue. However, I do not think it is proper in any way to suggest that some organisations are simply making 
claims when in fact they are citing authentic facts. 

To conclude, it was a little disconcerting to see in the article to which I referred earlier a comment attributed to a 
particular organisation that seemed to diminish the seriousness of the issues. In particular, I want to draw 
attention to a comment attributed to Robyn Murphy, past president of the Association for Legal Right to 
Abortion, which disbanded after 1998. According to an article in The West Australian, she called on the member 
for Southern River, Mr Abetz, to produce evidence of the unbelievable US figures quoted. I do not want to take 
up that issue per se because I do not think it is for me to enter into; somebody else can have that discussion, but it 
was the next quote that disturbed me. It states — 

“Forcing women who are already in a difficult situation having had to make a very difficult decision to 
undergo trauma such as he is suggesting is utterly inhumane,” … 

The suggestion is that it is utterly inhumane for someone, such as the member for Southern River, to suggest that 
it might be a good idea for someone contemplating having an abortion to have a look at the baby on an 
ultrasound machine before making her decision based on informed consent. In the final two minutes I have, I 
want to read an extract from the most recent publication by Living Alternatives, which runs Pregnancy Problem 
House. I think this article categorically refutes the suggestion that this is utterly inhumane. It states — 

One client watched, with tears streaming down her cheeks, the ultrasound footage of her tiny baby 
kicking and rolling in her womb. We watched in amazement, realizing we were looking at a baby who 
had been scheduled to be aborted a few days prior. The client sent us flowers the next day in 
appreciation and wrote to her counselor, 

… 
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“I cannot thank you all enough for your support and encouragement throughout my difficult first 
pregnancy. All is going very well thus far and most of where I am at today is thanks to you and your 
brilliant team. No amount of words could describe the help and value YOU gave me at my first 
consultation and the Ultrasound experience was something I will never forget. I look forward to 
hearing from you in the future and wish you and your Staff the utmost success and happiness.” 

If that is one of the real-life experiences that is occurring, how can people make quantum leaps and radical 
claims that it is utterly inhumane? I do not understand that. As I say, I respect the fact that people have different 
views on this issue—that is their right—but if people want to have a serious debate about it, let us debate the 
facts and not make outlandish propositions. 
 


