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MANDATORY TESTING (INFECTIOUS DISEASES) BILL 2014 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 15 May. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [12.42 pm]: I am really pleased that the Mandatory Testing (Infectious 
Diseases) Bill 2014 has been brought on for debate by the government. In the Minister for Police’s second 
reading speech, she said that the government committed during the 2013 state election campaign to provide 
a mandatory blood testing regime for police officers who find themselves in a situation in which they have 
potentially had blood spat at them, thrown on them or it has got on them in some other way, or saliva or some 
other bodily fluid has got on them. The WA Police Union’s request for this legislation goes back a long way 
further than that. The government indicated that this was something it was going to do. Perhaps the current 
Minister for Police is not aware of this, but as far back as about 2011 there was certainly comment from the 
former Minister for Police that the government would introduce legislation. It seems that there were some  
hold-ups on the government side. Interestingly enough, one of those hold-ups was from Health. Now that I have 
seen what has been happening with solariums in recent times, it does not surprise me that there was a hold-up in 
Health. That is really a side issue. It is disgraceful that we are now the last state in Australia to do something 
positive to outlaw the use of solariums. It is certainly killing people. 
The area of mandatory testing, though, is an area that can be relatively simply fixed. When the opposition 
previously asked why the government has been so slow, it was thrown back at us across the chamber, “You were 
in government for eight years; what did you do?” This issue was not raised with the former Labor government. If 
it had been and a sensible solution was put forward, I am sure that we would have embraced it at the time. This 
issue has really been raised in only the last four or five years. Sadly, the government did not do anything before 
the last state election, but members in this chamber made me aware that the WA Police Union, for the first time, 
put together a package of what it believed its members’ needs were ahead of the state election. It asked the 
political parties for their commitment to a range of issues that it had listed in a document. 
In her second reading speech, the Minister for Police said the government introduced this bill because it had 
given a commitment. Prior to the state election in March 2013, both major parties made an absolute commitment 
to introduce this legislation as a matter of urgency. During the course of 2013, post the March state election, 
I raised this issue a number of times. I questioned the Minister for Police about when the legislation would be 
introduced. I put to the minister that the government had made a commitment that it would introduce legislation 
as a matter of urgency. To paraphrase the minister, I received a response that these things take time and that it is 
important to get it right. She said that she would definitely introduce legislation before the end of the year. That 
was 2013. We waited and waited. The police union waited for the protections that this bill affords to be brought 
forward in legislation. Put simply, it did not happen in 2013. In effect, it was a broken election promise. The 
government said it would bring forward and put in place this legislation as a matter of urgency for the protection 
of police officers and their families. It failed to do that. In March this year I gave notice that I would call upon 
the government to bring forward this legislation. Amusingly enough, because of the six-month rule, I was asked 
whether I wanted to renew that motion only a week or so ago. I chose not to renew it because, in the interim, just 
before the midyear break, the Minister for Police introduced this legislation and read it in. 

This legislation is very welcome. It is long awaited. As an opposition, we have been calling for it for some time. 
We are pleased it has been brought on for debate today. We do not intend to have many speakers on this bill. 
Provided a few simple questions are answered during the Acting Minister for Police’s second reading response, 
which I have already spoken to him about, we may not even need to go into consideration in detail. This is 
important legislation. I do not want to see police officers wait any longer. I understand that the Minister for 
Police had been advising people that the reason the bill was taking so long was that the opposition wasted so 
much time in Parliament. Because of this government’s mistakes, we had to deal with the 
Environmental Protection Amendment (Validation) Bill at the last minute. The government also introduced other 
bills that I do not consider were anywhere near as relevant as this one. It has prioritised other bills. I want to 
make this quite clear: this is the first time the government has brought the bill on for debate and we want to deal 
with it expeditiously. I would like to see this bill pass through the Legislative Assembly today. That will be up to 
government. If it brings this bill on after question time, we could progress very quickly with it. 

As the lead speaker, I have up to an hour to speak. I signal first-up that I will use most of that time, but the 
Labor Party will not have a lot of speakers and we may not go into consideration in detail. This bill can be dealt 
with promptly. One of the reasons I want to do that is to highlight some of the issues that police officers face on 
a daily basis. A lot of politicians say—I have said it myself—police have a difficult and dangerous job. Many of 
us would not like to be in their position and would not like to do the difficult and dangerous things that they do 
on a daily basis when they confront the situations that they confront. I note that police officers do this on behalf 
of the community. We need people to take on these roles and to put themselves effectively in harm’s way as part 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 18 September 2014] 

 p6612b-6613a 
Mrs Michelle Roberts 

 [2] 

of just going about their job. Most of us do not consider that part of doing our job is to put our health or 
wellbeing in any jeopardy at all, but every day in this state police officers go to work not knowing whether their 
health, safety or wellbeing will be placed in jeopardy. That is, of course, a worry for their loved ones as well. We 
will break shortly and this will necessarily be a speech in two parts. When we resume, hopefully after question 
time, I am quite keen to outline some of the situations that police officers the length and breadth of this state 
have found themselves in in recent years and why we consider that they need the support of this legislation—and 
why they need it urgently. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 6625.] 
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