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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — DECISION-MAKING 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [11.02 am]: I acknowledge the important interruption that just took 
place to pay our respects to what will be a very important occasion this Sunday. 

It is often said that people do not leave towns because their roads are no good; they leave towns to access better 
health or education services. No statement could be truer. Today I want to focus on those health-related issues. 
Although I could easily spend all of the time remaining to me focused on education, there have been a number of 
other debates, including contributions by some of the speakers earlier today. By and large, the issues that I get 
through the door of my electorate office relate to government services and, specifically, to the provision of health 
services. They more specifically relate to either the lack of services or difficulty accessing services. I will identify 
a few that are the most common.  

It is very difficult to access appropriate palliative care services in regional Western Australia, let alone remote 
Western Australia. Post-acute care services is another one. Often when somebody goes to a large hospital in Perth 
and receives acute care or surgery and then returns home, they receive post-acute care. Getting that post-acute care 
service is very difficult in regional WA. Drug and alcohol services are very thin on the ground and it is difficult to 
access services like that, as well as mental health services. Comments have already been made about some of the 
cuts to things such as the methamphetamine helpline, which might be the only service available in many of our 
regional towns to help those dealing with, or assisting a family member dealing with, drug or alcohol addiction. 
I had the opportunity recently to travel to the Pilbara for a few short days. It is really important to do that. I spent a bit 
of time there and visited the Roebourne community, on which there has been a lot of focus and attention in the 
past few years. I met with organisations such as the police and community youth centre and with local government 
representatives and the police. They tell the common story of their challenges and in the next breath they talk about 
how thin resources are; how they are living year to year on funding agreements; and how they are losing funding and 
losing staff, particularly in Roebourne. I learnt that one of the programs in Roebourne that was aimed at keeping 
youth off the streets at night was about to lose funding and it was about to say goodbye to another staff member. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Which group was that? 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: It was the PCYC. I want to reflect on that, but also on another issue—namely, the 
Geraldton Sobering Up Centre. This is an issue that I, along with other members in this place, have pursued over 
the past year. It is sad to see this type of service lost to the midwest, particularly when we consider how little it 
cost the government—some $500 000 a year. I find it extraordinary that the not-for-profit organisation that was 
running this program, Hope Community Services, could deliver a service of this kind for half a million dollars 
a year. Government certainly could not come within cooee of doing the work that that organisation was doing for 
that money. In 2016–17, there were 1 415 admissions to the Geraldton Sobering Up Centre. An average of 
approximately seven people a day were admitted and the centre had an occupancy rate of approximately 38 per cent. 
The centre dealt with some very challenging situations. It took pressure off the local emergency department and 
the police and provided an essential service. There are 10 to a dozen sobering up centres throughout 
Western Australia. I think Geraldton might have been the only one in my electorate, but no longer. The new 
government said that it could no longer be sustained and that there were not enough people using this service. The 
Minister for Mental Health, in responding to media, said that in 2016, 10 people accounted for 40 per cent of all 
admissions. I am not quite sure what he was trying to get at. Was it that that service was being used by 10 people 
who had acute problems with drugs and alcohol, or that 10 people do not matter? I am not sure which it was. 
I certainly do not accept that defence. When I talk to the police in Geraldton or to the people who work in the 
emergency department, which is already stressed, it is clear that the Geraldton Sobering Up Centre played a very 
important role. The former staff of the Geraldton Sobering Up Centre talk about how they provided a safe 
environment for people to sober up. Often it took some time to build trust and a relationship with those people 
before they were able to accept help and be connected with help. Unfortunately, there are people who may not 
reach that point. Nevertheless, it was a place to which family and police could take those people. In fact, from 
talking to some of the local police in Geraldton, I found that such was the relationship that people would present 
themselves to the local police station, which is quite centrally located in Geraldton, to be taken to the 
Geraldton Sobering Up Centre. Such was the trust and relationship and importance of this organisation in 
Geraldton that that was the nature of those people who needed help and who needed a safe place to go. That is 
what happened on the ground in Geraldton. What did they receive? They lost all of their funding and they closed 
at 3.00 pm on New Year’s Eve, of all days, last year. That is an absolute disgrace. Government members, 
particularly the members for Agricultural Region, should hang their heads in shame.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 8 November 2018] 

 p8001c-8007a 
Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; Hon Pierre Yang; Acting President; Hon Donna Faragher; Hon 

James Chown 

 [2] 

HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (North Metropolitan — Minister for Regional Development) [11.09 am]: 
I thank members for their contributions to this debate. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Can I just assume that you are providing the formal 
government response, minister? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Yes, I am responding on behalf of the government. 
I recognise that this is an important opportunity for the opposition and crossbench to raise certain issues. But when 
a motion is framed in such an extraordinarily general way, it is probably quite clear that members do not anticipate 
or desire detailed responses to their concerns, and are simply taking an opportunity to vent; we accept that. It will 
not of course be possible to respond to every issue raised by members on the other side. 
Hon Nick Goiran: Well, tell us what you have achieved! 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, member! 
Hon Nick Goiran: How about you respond to one? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I am more than happy to do it, but I have to say, though, that the contribution — 
Hon Nick Goiran: Which one are you going to choose? 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Thank you. 

The contribution of Hon Nick Goiran was really quite curiously misleading, as is his wont, given the framing of 
the motion. He talked about concerns about dysfunctional decision-making, and went on to set out three examples 
with the complaint that a decision had not yet been made! It is really, really difficult to see how a minister’s desire 
to go through issues in a methodical way constitutes dysfunctional decision-making. He raised concerns about 
three projects that were not, as his framing of this motion suggests, about dysfunctional decision-making; his 
concern was that in respect of three particular programs—three relatively small programs—we had not actually 
landed on a final decision. A pedant like Hon Nick Goiran should be well and truly aware that taking time to make 
a decision is not the same as dysfunctional decision-making. 

To help educate Hon Nick Goiran, I have some brilliant examples of dysfunctional decisions. For example, the 
decision—I do not know the extent to which Hon Peter Collier was involved; it might have been the minister, but 
perhaps he was not involved—to spend over $300 million to try to revive the closed down Muja A and B power 
stations, and ultimately having to chuck in another $20 million to close them down again after the former 
government had wasted $300 million. That is an example. That is what dysfunctional decision-making is. I gave 
that example to clarify for the member the sort of thing that is indeed dysfunctional decision-making. 

The member is unhappy about the time — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Minister, take a seat for a minute. Honourable members, the 
honourable members on my left were heard in relative silence after a small disagreement, and the minister will be 
heard in relative silence. I remind you about standing order 50, which says — 

(1) A Member may not interrupt another Member speaking, unless to call attention to — 

(a) a point of order or Matter of Privilege; or 

(b) the absence of a quorum. 

I have not heard a single member take either of those avenues today. If you want to interject and the minister 
accepts it, it will be done in a polite and civil manner. Simply throwing comments across the chamber for the rest 
of this debate will not be accepted. The Minister for Regional Development has the call. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I will address some of the specific concerns about decisions that have yet to 
be made. Bear in mind that we have four years of government in which to honour election commitments, and 
particularly in a busy portfolio like communities it is not always possible to have all these projects done within the 
first year or two of a term of government. Minister Simone McGurk has been immensely activist and has instituted 
fantastic projects all around the state. The family support networks and intensive family support services contract 
was let on 1 June 2018. That big project means that more than 10 towns, representing over 60 per cent of the 
regional population of Western Australia, will now have access to intensive in-home support services as part of 
the department’s reform of child protection services. It is a really important grassroots program to help those 
families provide greater strength within their own homes to sustain their children, and to try to deal with these 
huge problems in child protection. The contract for the Aboriginal in-home support scheme was awarded on 
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1 February 2018, and that project supports around 36 families in the metropolitan area. I could talk about program 
after program. 

It is true that not every one of our election commitments in this area has been implemented yet. We engaged 
Curtin University to help progress the work on the one-stop hubs. Curtin University has now provided its report 
to the department and minister, and it is anticipated that action on that report will be completed and decisions made 
by the end of the year. I also need to provide clarification for the member. Given some of his past questions, when 
an analysis of these projects has been done, he has had a certain confusion between two programs—
Breathing Space, which deals with male perpetrators of violence, and the women’s refuges. The commitment was 
for one Breathing Space project, and that is still being worked on. 

Hon Nick Goiran: That’s right, and I never suggested anything other. Re-read the Hansard if you need a refresher. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: It is great that for once the member was not confused. 

As to the two women’s refuges, the commitment was that there would be one in Peel — 

Hon Nick Goiran: That’s right; that’s exactly what I said, and also two one-stop hubs. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: — and there would be one in the south west. But of course we are not going 
to be revealing — 

Hon Nick Goiran: No, there won’t! The other one is in the South Metropolitan Region! At least read your notes 
that are in front of you! For goodness sake! That’s hopeless! 

Point of Order 
Hon PIERRE YANG: Mr Acting President, I remember that at the very beginning you mentioned that you would 
like to have speakers from both sides of the chamber heard in relative silence. I ask you to ensure that happens. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): There is no point of order. I remind members that the 
minister generally accepts well-directed and well-meant interjections. I am going to assume in this case, because 
I listened particularly carefully to the comments of Hon Nick Goiran, that he was trying to make a legitimate point. 
I believe that the minister was actually responding to that point. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Yes, you are quite right; sorry. I have my notes here. 
There will be one refuge in the South Metropolitan Region and one in Peel. Quite rightly, the minister does not 
intend to provide more detail of their locations. These projects are being worked through. I have said that it is 
really important to understand the enormous amount of work being done by the minister across the state on the 
implementation of new and innovative projects. 
Some issues were raised by Hon Alison Xamon, who was concerned about the length of contracts for the delivery 
of various community services and she said they were being funded for only one term. I do not believe that is 
accurate. The revised delivery of community services in partnership policy has a requirement for service 
agreements to have a minimum five-year initial term to ensure continuity, efficiency and sustainable delivery of 
services. I think there has been an improvement in offering some greater opportunities for continuity of care. Of 
course, as I said, a huge variety of projects in the community space are being undertaken. 
Hon Peter Collier expressed concern that his stellar record as Minister for Education was not being properly 
acknowledged. 
Hon Peter Collier: No. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I think he did say that and that he had left the state with the best possible 
education system ever. He is obviously someone who draws his rhetorical inspiration from one Donald Trump! 
But I think that whatever positive contribution he made—I am not saying he did not make some positive 
contributions—it is important to understand that what actually happened to education in that 2013–14 year were 
unprecedented cuts to education funding. The Minister for Education said that it is on record in answers to 
questions in Parliament in the estimates process that, indeed, in that year there was a very, very cataclysmic 
resetting downward of funding for education. Whatever magnificent things the minister was able to subsequently 
do, there is no doubt that those cuts had a profound impact on education. 
Hon Peter Collier: Are you going to defend your minister? You can’t, can you? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Absolutely. 
Hon Peter Collier: You haven’t said a thing about her. Go on; you talked about me. 
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Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: That is what Hon Peter Collier spoke about. This is a motion that came 
forward. As I said at the beginning, it is fine for members to use this opportunity to get up and vent, but they cannot 
seriously expect that from a note that refers mainly to a desire to comment on a particular portfolio, they can go 
and launch into another portfolio and expect us to give them — 
Hon Peter Collier: When did we do that? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: There are numerous opportunities for Hon Peter Collier to get up and talk 
about education. The Minister for Education and Training will be here to respond to him. A large amount of his 
time was spent talking about how great he was when he was education minister, as he had previously talked about 
how good he was as an Aboriginal affairs minister. I understand that he totally believes that; I am just not sure that 
it is a view shared by that many other people, but that is a judgement I make. 
Hon Martin Aldridge raised a number of concerns in his general statements about royalties for regions and how 
much better royalties for regions spending would have been had the Nationals been elected. I know it is always 
very convenient to have that split between the Liberals and Nats because they can go off and make two totally 
different sets of election commitments that are entirely incompatible. But I ask Hon Martin Aldridge to 
contemplate the fact that the Liberal Party, which will always be the senior party in a coalition government, had 
made it very clear that to effect budget repair, it would be required to take some $850 million from the bunch of 
commitments funded in the budget under royalties for regions. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: Is that your best defence? 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I am just saying that he has to understand that that is in fact the reality that he 
was operating under. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: You took their policy and added some. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: No; I am just saying that Hon Martin Aldridge has to understand that that 
would have been the reality that he would have had to face—at some point, there needed to be a level of budget 
repair. We have made that very clear. We have also made it very clear that a whole raft of subsidies were very, 
very important in regional Western Australia and we wanted to secure the future of those subsidies by embedding 
them into the process. We know now the position of the member’s Liberal coalition partner, unless the Nationals 
are planning a massive expansion and foray into the metropolitan area. 
HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [11.26 am]: I am delighted to speak in support of this motion. 
I commend Hon Nick Goiran for bringing it to the house. 
Hon Nick Goiran: You’re welcome. 
Hon DONNA FARAGHER: If the minister on the other side who has just spoken wants a couple of examples of 
dysfunctional decision-making, I am very happy to provide them. If there is one portfolio in which there has been, 
to use the words of the motion, one instance of “dysfunctional decision-making” after another since this 
government came into power, it would have to be the education portfolio. There is no doubt that the people of 
Western Australia have been badly let down by this government and it is not even two years into its term. 
If we want to look at the education portfolio, I certainly do not need to remind the house that it was the government, 
when in opposition, which announced through a press release on the front page of The Sunday Times—it had not 
even been elected then—that it was going to move Perth Modern School to a high-rise building in Northbridge. 
There was no warning to parents, no consultation and no understanding of the negative impact of such a short-sighted 
decision. Thankfully, the first of many dysfunctional policies was reversed, but not until public pressure became too 
great and the Minister for Education and Training realised she had no option but to back down. Was that it? Was that 
the end of the matter? No; she pressed on. Despite never being able to clearly articulate why the former government’s 
decision to deal with overcrowding in the western suburbs schools was wrong, she pressed ahead. In one week, 
the new school had to be in Northbridge—absolutely—no questions asked. The next week, it absolutely had to be 
in Subiaco. All the while, the City Beach Senior High School site was sitting there, shovel-ready, ready to go. 
Has that been all? No. Again, like the Perth Modern decision on 13 December last year, two days before the end 
of the school year when the minister thought no-one was listening or watching, and after Parliament had risen for 
nearly four months—again, with no warning to parents, no consultation with those most affected and no 
understanding of the negative impact—the minister thought it would be a good idea to abolish Schools of the Air. 
She thought it would be a good idea to reduce funding to gifted and talented programs; to suspend the level 3 teacher 
program; to close camp schools and residential colleges; and to institute a raft of cuts to small, generally 
community-based organisations that were delivering a host of important and invaluable initiatives for students 
right across the length and breadth of this state. 
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As we all know, these cuts were met with alarm, anger and frustration, and they were immediate. Like the approach 
to Perth Modern School, these decisions were rushed, ill thought-out and just plain unfair. What did the 
government and the minister do? In January, thankfully, the government reversed some of the decisions that were 
causing the most political pain. But in making one good call after a very, very bad one on 13 December, did it 
fully rectify the damage that had been done? No, it did not. The government created a two-tier system: one for the 
organisations and schools that were good enough to be saved and the other for those that were not good enough, 
such as Moora Residential College, community kindergartens, Herdsman Lake Wildlife Centre and many, many 
others. Was the minister open and transparent about all the cuts she made on 13 December? Again, no, she was not. 
After our return to Parliament in March this year, for three weeks I asked the Minister for Education and Training 
a series of very straightforward questions in this place seeking information about all the savings measures. For 
three weeks I was given the run-around. I was given evasive answers. I was given absolutely non-answers. 
Apparently, according to the minister, I could not have the information because it was budget-in-confidence. All 
the cuts had actually been announced in December of the previous year and the minister was even able to tell me 
how much they were worth—about $41 million—but she could not tell me the actual measures because it was 
budget-in-confidence! What absolute rubbish. 
The minister finally relented and gave me the information but then had the audacity to say, after she told me for 
three weeks she could not give me the information, that in fact it had all been made public. I have said it before in 
this house and I am going to say it again, this is what the minister said — 

All the savings measures totalling an estimated $41million have been made public through a variety of avenues. 
The communication has encompassed the following: 
(1) Media statement dated 13 December 2017 and later updated on 11 January 2018 listing changes 

impacting multiple stakeholders; 
(2) Departmental correspondence relating to changes to existing programs and services; and — 

This is the one that I have talked about before in this house, but I will talk about it again — 
(3) Advice to internal Department staff relating to adjustments to the Departments budget allocations. 

Apparently, making something public is having a chat to your department! Having a chat to your department is 
what makes something very public.  

Fortunately, thanks to the commonwealth, as Hon Peter Collier said, Moora Residential College has now been 
saved, but other cuts remain, including to the agricultural college trust fund. These cuts will also likely see the end 
of some fantastic programs. Hon Alison Xamon mentioned programs such as those offered by the Herdsman Lake 
Wildlife Centre. Programs like that have offered invaluable environmental education to students for more than 
30 years. Just last year, over 6 000 students had attended that centre. All that funding will be cut on 31 December 
this year. But, sadly, is that all that happened? No. Again, according to the Labor Party, it made a number of 
election commitments. That is fine—all oppositions can do that, and governments do that as well. The government 
said it would invest in education, but, again, was it open and transparent on how it would pay for its election 
commitments? No. What we do know, however, is that they were actually paid for through a “reprioritising” of 
agency spending. It has been through that. Has it been through an increase in the budget? No. The budget has 
flatlined, or even gone down, in the forward estimates. 

It was stated in last year’s budget papers — 

Existing agency spending has been reprioritised to meet some or all of the costs of this commitment. 

These are the election commitments: “Explicit Instruction in Schools and Centre of Excellence”, “Improving Teacher 
Quality”, “Mental Health”, “Put Education Assistants Back in the Classroom”, “Science and Coding: 
Introduce a Coding Program in Western Australian Curriculum” and “Science Programs in Primary Schools”. 
Quite outrageously, though, and again done without transparency, cuts have also been made directly to schools to 
help pay for these election commitments. The budget papers also state — 

• Planning is commencing for the review of the student-centred funding model for public schools in 2018. 
In the interim, adjustments are being made ahead of the review to ensure more equitable funding 
arrangements for small senior high schools. 

What that dot point did not say was that the new funding arrangements outlined there would involve a redistribution 
of funds through a funding reduction to 26 senior high schools with enrolments of more than 1 200 students. What 
it certainly did not say was that the redistribution would raise an extra $12.6 million and that only half would go 
to these smaller schools. Members might ask: where did the other half go? I would have thought that was a good 
question. The government certainly was not clear on that. There was no press release, no ministerial statement! 
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All we got was an answer in June, which was done through Hon Alison Xamon. I asked some follow-up questions 
and received this answer from the Minister for Education and Training — 

The balance of the funding was reinvested into other support for schools, such as additional education 
assistants and time for level 3 teachers to provide mentoring and mental health education in classrooms. 

Make no mistake: $6.2 million was taken from senior high schools. By all accounts, that should have all gone to 
the smaller high schools—which can happen with respect to the student-centred funding model—but it did not all 
go there. The sum of $12 million was not moved from here to there—$6.2 million funded this government’s 
unfunded election commitments. That has been done through a direct cut to 26 senior high schools with more than 
1 200 students. 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural) [11.36 am]: Last week, Hon Michael Mischin moved a very good motion 
along similar lines in regard to transparency. It provided examples of a number of issues in regard to this 
government’s lack of transparency and its dysfunction in regard to decision-making. I have been waiting a week 
for a response to a question I asked the Minister for Water about Dunsborough’s water supply. That is just 
one example of a lack of transparency. This motion today is about dysfunctional decision-making. The list of 
dysfunctional decision-making by this government is ongoing. I think every government backbencher, quite 
frankly, should be not only alert but also extremely alarmed that they may not be here after the next election 
due to the fact that this government is incapable of making decisions on its core performance requirements—
that is, to service the people of Western Australia. A great example of that occurred last year when the Minister 
for Emergency Services, Hon Fran Logan, forgot there was an emergency helicopter based in Bunbury. That 
was until he was alerted by this side of the house. Hon Colin Holt had a fair bit to do with that. In fact, he put 
out a bit of a press release. Of course, this is an ongoing theme with this particular government. It said that the 
operation of the south west emergency helicopter was funded by the previous government only until next year. 
Of course it was only funded until next year by the previous government—that was because the contract ran 
out! He went on to say that it spent millions building a state-of-the-art facility but was going to fund the 
helicopter only until next year. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Why didn’t you make any allocation in the budget for it? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The government did not have an allocation in the budget — 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The government did not have an allocation in the budget until it became aware of it! The 
Minister for Emergency Services, on radio 6PR, said he would not do an interview on the matter because he was 
not aware of the fact the helicopter existed. He said the issue was before cabinet and he would not be commenting 
about it on the show. 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


	McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — DECISION-MAKING
	Motion


