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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — DECISION-MAKING 
Motion 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.15 am] — without notice: I move — 
That this house expresses its grave concern that the instances of dysfunctional decision-making by the 
McGowan government in the service sectors have now become so regular as to be indicative of a systemic 
problem. 

The motion speaks of multiple instances of dysfunctional decision-making by the McGowan government. In the 
very brief time that I have this morning, I hope to identify several such examples for members. I will start with the 
prevention of family and domestic violence portfolio. It is important to note that this is a new portfolio. It was an 
election commitment by the Labor Party to establish a Minister for Prevention of Family and Domestic Violence. 
I have previously been on the record congratulating it, firstly, for that commitment and, secondly, for fulfilling 
that commitment. However, there have been multiple instances of dysfunctional decision-making in that portfolio. 
Example number one, for members’ interest, is the one-stop hubs. In March last year the Labor Party made an 
election commitment that it would establish two specialised one-stop hubs. The purpose of establishing these 
one-stop hubs was to provide specialist family and domestic violence services. One of these hubs was to be 
established in the metropolitan area and the other was to be in a regional area. That was in March last year. 
Understandably, it takes a new government a little time to settle in and for ministers to secure the employment of 
their ministerial advisers and so on and so forth, so it is appropriate for the opposition to give the new minister 
time to settle in. But in August 2017, five months later, I asked question without notice 479 on this particular issue. 
This was obviously a priority area, so I thought in five months the government would have done something. 
I simply asked who the government had consulted and whether it had a short list of locations for these one-stop hubs. 
In response to my multi-part question, the government provided the following response on 24 August last year — 

(1)–(5) The government looks forward to progressing and delivering its commitments and is currently 
working through the budget process to do so. 

In fairness to the government, five months in I could not exactly say in respect of the one-stop hubs that it was 
dysfunctional in its decision-making processes, but I could say that it was totally inactive in respect of that 
particular commitment. 
Fast forward another couple of months, in October last year during the budget estimates process I asked further 
questions about this issue and the government said that these one-stop hubs—the Labor Party’s priority 
commitment at the last election—were subject to a different process to the Breathing Space commitment that it 
had made. I will talk a little about Breathing Space in a moment and the commitment that the government made 
on that and the process that has unfolded. First and foremost, the important point is that at the budget estimates 
hearing the government said that the hubs were going to be subject to a different process from the Breathing Space 
process. I asked an additional question post the estimates hearing: what is that process? I will quote directly from 
the answer that was provided by the government after the hearing. We had had the hearing, and after the hearing, 
I lodged this additional question and simply asked: what is that process? The answer that came back from 
government—get this—states — 

This is in the process of being determined at this point. 
Farcically, the government was confident enough in the budget estimates hearings to say that it would be 
undertaking a different process for one-stop hubs from that used for the Communicare Breathing Space program. 
When the government was asked what the process is, it said that at that point it was in the process of being 
determined. Again, this is perhaps not a case of the government being completely dysfunctional at that time, but 
a pattern was already emerging in October last year. In December last year, I asked question without notice 978. 
On that occasion I simply asked, “In which calendar month will the process be determined?” The answer from the 
government was that a project plan is being prepared. First, we asked the government what it had done—had it 
consulted with anyone, met with any stakeholders?—and it provided this glib response that it has committed to 
fulfilling its commitments. We then asked the government what that process was. Its response was that it was in 
the process of being determined. We then asked it when it was going to find out when the process would be finished 
and it said that a project plan was being prepared. I left things for a little while because, clearly, it was a farcical 
situation. I left things until June this year when, in the budget estimates hearings, I asked the government some 
questions prior to the hearing. I will quote the answer that was given to question 5 prior to the hearing. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Just before you do, honourable members, there is a fairly 
dull roar happening around the chamber today. If we could keep it a little quieter, we would be able to get a more 
accurate reflection from the honourable member on this feet. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Mr Acting President. No doubt, members, like me, are outraged by the 
dysfunctional decision-making process that has become a systemic problem in this government. 
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On 5 June this year, prior to the budget estimates hearings, I asked a question. I will quote the government’s 
response to question 5. It states — 

I refer to the Government’s commitment to establish two specialised “One Stop Hubs”, and I ask: 
(a) What is the amount of funding allocated to this for 2018/19; 

Answer: Nil 
(b) What is the estimated expenditure on this for 2017/18; 

Answer: Nil 
(c) On what dates has the Minister attended meetings or briefings about the establishment of these hubs; 

Answer: None 
We are now descending into high farce when it comes to decision-making in this government. What makes it 
worse is that, remember, members, this is the government that was first unable to provide answers on what had 
been done. Eventually, when pushed and I asked the government when it was going to finalise the process, it said 
that a project plan was being undertaken. Then in June this year, I asked whether a project plan to guide the 
development of the hub had been prepared. From March last year through to June this year, I have been asking the 
government what it has been doing about this election commitment for one-stop hubs for family and domestic 
violence. I asked whether a project plan had been prepared and the answer was no. Better still, in April, an 
agreement had been reached between the Department of Communities and Curtin University for Curtin to conduct 
research and develop options for the two one-stop hubs. We have moved from a space of complete inactivity and 
incompetence, to having the work contracted out at the last minute, because the shadow minister has obviously 
been sufficiently annoying to the government by constantly asking questions about what the government is doing 
about the one-stop hubs. The government has said, “This is all too hard. Quick, let’s engage Curtin University and 
it can deal with this problem for us.” Of course, guess who gets to pay the contract for Curtin University? The 
taxpayers of Western Australia will pay because this lazy, incompetent government is unable to do the job itself. 
This contract will cost $68 796.74 including GST. Gee, this government is fantastic! It makes sure that it does not 
forget to pay Curtin University the 74c including GST at the end to do its job. 

To make matters worse, I noted in a statement given by the minister in the other place on 16 August this year, that 
she then proceeded to tell everybody that she was very pleased. She said — 

I am pleased that we have been able to extend the time frame for this process to ensure that a range of 
stakeholders, including refuges and safe houses, and other experts have had the opportunity to discuss 
how a hub model could work in the real world. 

What is that supposed to mean? When the government made the decision back in March to tell everybody that it 
had established these two one-stop hubs, it was operating outside of the real world. Now it has gone to 
Curtin University to bring things into the real world at the princely sum to the taxpayer of more than $68 000. That 
is the first example. 
I will move to the second example of the dysfunctional decision-making that has become a systemic problem in 
this government. Earlier, members heard me mention the Communicare Breathing Space program. Members 
should remember that the government went out of its way to say that the process used to roll out the two one-stop 
hubs for family and domestic violence would be different from that used for Breathing Space. In March last year, 
the government said that it was going to make a commitment to establish another Communicare Breathing Space. 
Those are not my words; they were the words of the party that ultimately fell into government last year. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Fell into government? Stormed into government! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is good to see that the minister is awake today. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Honourable members, this threatens to be a fairly interesting 
debate and although the President—that wonderful personage—is a tolerant person full of forbearance, I am not. 
I will not put up with anything from any side of the chamber over the next hour and 20 minutes. We will proceed 
and members will be heard in silence. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thursday is always the minister’s strongest day. It takes a couple of days to warm up. 
In August last year — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members! Silence, members, please. Hon Nick Goiran will proceed and he 
will be heard in silence. 
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Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Minister and Leader of the Opposition, no further interjections will be tolerated 
whilst we are going forward. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: In August last year, I asked question without notice 384 of the government in respect of 
its commitment to establish another Communicare Breathing Space. Again, I simply asked on what dates the 
minister had met with Communicare; had a short list of locations been made; and when would the centre be 
operational? Again, I got this glib response from the government that is always asleep at the wheel. It simply said, 
in part, “The government is focused on delivering its commitments”. It responded to none of the multi-part 
questions other than to glibly say that it is focused on delivering its commitments. Again, that was not necessarily 
a sign of dysfunctional decision-making in August last year, but it was a sign of utter inactivity. In October, 
a couple of months later, in the budget estimates, I noted that the government had allocated $200 000 to this 
particular commitment. I simply asked: what is the target date to complete the planning? The government said it 
was January 2018. In June this year, in the budget estimates process, prior to the hearing I asked further questions 
of the minister through the various representatives. I simply asked: what documents had been created to set out the 
basis for allocating $850 000 in the 2019–20 budget? The government had obviously allocated $200 000 the 
previous year, but it had not spent a single dollar. I asked the government whether it would table those documents 
and it said no. It has allocated $200 000 to the Breathing Space program and it has not spent one cent of it. Then 
the government says, “But we’re going to set aside $850 000 for it in 2019–20.” When we ask whether the 
government will table the documents relating to that funding, the answer is, no, it will not do that. What is going 
on with this government? One moment it says that there is going to be this special process for rolling out the 
Communicare Breathing Space program and it is going to be different from the one-stop hubs, but when we ask what 
the different process is, we are told that that is in the process of being determined! When we ask the government 
when it is going to do this, it gives us some dates but it does not meet those deadlines. When it is really feeling 
under pressure, it subcontracts things to other stakeholders, like Curtin University, at a cost to the taxpayer. 
To top it off, I think I will have three examples for the government on this portfolio that has now fallen into 
dysfunctional decision-making. The third example is with respect to women’s refuges. In March last year, the 
opposition at the time, which then fell into government, made a good commitment to establish two additional 
women’s refuges. The government is very fond of the number “2”, because it said there were going to be 
two one-stop hubs—it has done nothing, really, in respect of that—and now it is going to establish two additional 
women’s refuges. Then in August last year, I once again asked a question—question without notice 453. I simply 
asked which stakeholders had been consulted, whether there was a short list of locations, and in which calendar 
month each refuge was planned to be operational. The response that came back from the most experienced member 
of the government opposite, Hon Sue Ellery, who replied on behalf of the Minister for Prevention of Family and 
Domestic Violence, was — 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 

(1)–(5) During the election campaign the McGowan Labor government made a strong commitment to 
the prevention of family and domestic violence. The government is focused on delivering its 
commitments and is currently working through the budget process to do so. 

By that stage I was so fed up that, in an unruly fashion, I interjected and Hansard recorded it. I said — 

No, that is the wrong answer, because that is exactly the same answer that you gave me on another question. 

Every time I asked a question about the government’s commitments, I was provided with this glib response: 
“We’re focused on delivering our election commitments.” Sure, but what is the government doing about it? Has 
the minister met with anybody? Has any money been spent in fulfilling these commitments? Is there a short list of 
locations of where these one-stop hubs and women’s refuges are going to be? No, it could not answer any of those 
questions; instead, we get these glib responses. It would be uncharitable for me to say that the government was 
dysfunctional at that time in August last year—it simply was not functioning; nothing was happening. In June this 
year, in the estimates process, I again followed this up, thinking that, surely, after the next budget cycle, something 
must be happening. How embarrassing would it be if, after the second budget cycle, the government had still not 
done anything and was unable to respond to any of the various questions and so on and so forth? I asked some 
questions prior to the hearing. I will quote from question 4, which I asked prior to the budget estimates hearings 
this year. Remember, Mr Acting President, this was in June this year. The government came in in March last year. 
By my calculation, Labor had been in government for 15 months at this point. The government knew I was 
interested in this matter because I had already asked multiple questions. My question was — 

I refer to the Government’s commitment to establish two additional Women’s Refuges, and I ask: 

(a) On what dates has the Minister attended meetings or briefings about the establishment of these 
refuges; 
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Before I reveal the answer to everybody, I have to say that sometimes we get farcical answers from the government, 
when it says that it would take too long to identify all the dates and that it cannot devote the resources of 
government to look into them, so it is not prepared to give that information. On this occasion, I am happy to say, 
the government did not take that pathetic line, which it has done previously and which then creates an obligation 
to report to the Auditor General under section 82 of the Financial Management Act. No; it did not do that on this 
occasion. Why not? Because the answer was: none. The government said that the establishment of two additional 
women’s refuges in Western Australia was a top priority. After 15 months and me asking questions, the minister 
had not had a single meeting or, worse, a briefing. When asked on what dates the minister had attended meetings 
or briefings about the establishment of these refuges, the answer was: none. I further asked who was in attendance 
at those meetings. Understandably, the government’s answer was: not applicable. Part (c) of my question was — 

Did the Minister or Department receive or create any documents during or in preparation for the meetings 
or briefings: 

(i) If yes, what were those documents; and 

(ii) Will you table those documents and if so, when? 

Answer: Not applicable 

No wonder! Nothing is happening at all! Is that dysfunctional or is it utter inactivity? What it is not is any 
semblance of a proud government fulfilling its commitments. It keeps rolling out the cheap lines, saying that it is 
focused on delivering its commitments. No, it is not. There are three examples. What has the government done on 
the one-stop hubs? What has it done on the Breathing Space program? What has it done on the women’s refuges? 
Fair enough—in August last year when I asked a question, Labor had been in government for only five months. 
Personally, I think it is embarrassing that, after five months, this minister, with a list of commitments, still had not 
had a single meeting or briefing on those commitments. I think that is pathetic. That was after five months. But 
now, after another year has passed, still nothing has happened. Surely not! 

What is all the more farcical with this government is that, from time to time, it will allocate fake figures in the 
budget as some kind of pretence that it will do something on these issues. On the issue of the women’s refuges, 
$2.5 million had been allocated in the budget. How could $2.5 million be allocated in the budget and then in the 
same breath the minister said that she had not attended a single meeting or briefing? Who is deciding on the 
$2.5 million? It is beyond dysfunctional. It is absolutely the opposite of a gold standard of transparency. Frankly, 
this portfolio has become high farce. Worst of all, when the government fails to provide this information to 
Parliament, it continues, in a systemic fashion, to breach section 82 of the Financial Management Act. There is 
dysfunction going on left, right and centre in the portfolio for the prevention of family and domestic violence. That 
is merely one of the portfolios in which there has been dysfunctional decision-making. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.37 am]: I stand reluctantly 
to support this motion. I very much support the intent of the motion moved by Hon Nick Goiran, but I do not like 
having to support a motion of this calibre. The service industries are vital in our community. Service industries 
like health, education, mental health, disability services, and law and order are things that we must get right. That 
is why they are at the state level, yet, quite frankly, this government, which purports to be looking after the service 
industries, is shambolic. It has form in this area, and particularly in the area of education. I have been through this 
on a number of occasions and I will keep repeating it. We have heard over and over from members opposite about 
how wonderful they are in terms of education and service industries. Let us reflect back on government 1—the 
last Labor government from 2001 to 2008. Let us look at that vital area of education. Labor kept on telling us about 
its wonderful set of books and how it kept the books in the black et cetera, but at the same time we had the 
lowest-paid teachers in the nation under this mob. We had mass teacher shortages under this mob. The curriculum 
was an absolute mess. The debacle with outcomes-based education was an absolute disgrace. That is just a start. 
The teacher registration process was embarrassing. That is what it left us with. That is what we inherited in 
education. If members do not think that is shambolic, they have no understanding of education, yet we kept getting 
told about this great set of books. Quite frankly, that government’s form in education was absolutely disgraceful. 
That was largely the reason the Labor Party lost government in 2008. We inherited that mess in education.  
Let us look at government 2—our government; the Liberal–National government. I stand proud on what we 
achieved in education. After inheriting that mess, we left the current Labor government with a Rolls Royce 
education system. We put a teacher in front of every single classroom, every single year. We had the highest-paid 
teachers in the nation, to attract people to and retain teachers in the teaching profession—the greatest profession 
on earth. That is what we did. We made our curriculum the envy of the nation. We signed up to the national 
curriculum with only the capacity to adopt and adapt—again, an initiative of the Western Australian government. 
While we were in government, we had the most improved NAPLAN results of any state in the nation. We handed 
over a Rolls Royce education system. In addition, we completely reformed the public education system to 
empower the local public to be part of the decision-making process. That has been overwhelming successful. We 
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have seen a massive increase in the number of students in public education because they love the independent 
public school system. That is what we left behind. There was certainty in education while we were in government. 
Members opposite had nothing to criticise, quite frankly, even during that great era of reform in 2015 when there 
were massive reforms, such as the student-centred funding model, IPS schools, the national curriculum and the 
transition of year 7s to secondary school. They had nothing to criticise, but what they have done, of course, is 
criticise the purported phantom reduction of $200 million from education, which just did not happen. We asked 
our schools to tighten their belts in 2014 because the trajectory of spending in education was massive. Let us not 
forget that there was a 73 per cent increase in spending in education from the time we started in government to the 
time we finished. There was a 73 per cent increase in spending when there was a 15 per cent increase in student 
numbers. In anyone’s language that is a massive increase. Did we get criticised for spending too much? No, we 
did not. When we asked schools to restrict their budgets, those guys went absolutely feral. They keep conveniently 
forgetting that in the following year, after that restriction in the budget, in 2015, we increased spending in primary 
education by $45 million. Was there ever any mention of that? We increased funding for students with a disability 
by $46 million. Was there ever any mention of that? We increased funding of chaplains by $17 million in 2015. 
Was there ever any mention of that? We increased funding for additional maintenance in schools by $100 million. 
Was there ever any mention of that? We keep going back—it is like groundhog day—to this purported 
$200 million loss. 
The Leader of the House, who again is on urgent parliamentary business, keeps mentioning this $200 million. She 
has all the resources of the Department of Education; she knows those facts are wrong. I was education minister 
for over five years, so I tell members now that there was not a cut of $200 million in our schools. The 
Leader of the House conveniently forgets about the additional increases in funding that I keep talking about. It is 
absolute nonsense! If members do not believe me, they should look at the 2014–15 budget papers. There was an 
increase of $300 million, not the $200 million loss that the Leader of the House keeps talking about. There were 
massive increases in spending. Money alone does not make a good education system, but we had stability. We 
engaged with principal groups and the union. I had a great relationship with the State School Teachers’ Union of WA 
and the Western Australian Council of State School Organisations during that period. I constantly engaged with 
them to ensure that we were taking them with us, so that when we did have that great era of reform in 2015, the 
education community was with us. That was not shambolic. We did not inherit that; we created that. We created 
stability in education. 
What happened then? The tide turned. In 2017, the Labor Party took office and as a direct result, and of course as 
I keep on saying, it inherited a Rolls Royce education system. What has it done since that time to completely 
decimate that stability we had created in education? It has made the wrong decisions and created uncertainty. It 
did not learn the errors of the past from the last Labor government. It decided that it had better go with what its 
comrades had done between 2001 and 2008—“That’s what we’ll do; we’ll stuff up the education system! There is 
this assumption that we’re the best educators in delivering education; we can mess it up.” What did it do? The very 
first instance that occurred with Perth Modern School was a disaster. The cuts that the education minister brought 
forward at the end of 2017 were all reversed. There was complete uncertainty throughout some of the most 
marginalised groups in the community. 

Then, of course, there was the so-called reduction in the number of education assistants, which is absolute garbage. 
As I keep on saying, the number of education assistants increased by 2 104 during our entire period in office. 
I once again challenge the education minister to come into the house and repeat her claim that we cut the number 
of education assistants by 1 000. That is rubbish. She has misled this house. Another example is in regard to the 
additional $46 million we put in for students with a disability. I was staggered when I saw a media release from 
the Minister for Education and Training on 18 September this year that said — 

Additional schools to provide specialist autism program in 2019 
… 

A total of $32 million is being invested in the 16 programs which are being rolled out from 2016 to 2020. 
The program is already in place in six schools. 

I thought, “Hello, hello; I’ve heard that somewhere before!” A media release, dated 24 July 2016, from none other 
than yours truly states — 

Education Minister Peter Collier said 16 schools would be selected to run the $32 million specialist ASD 
programs by 2020. 

There is absolutely no shame to these guys. Members opposite cannot do anything themselves; whenever they 
think of something or try to do something themselves, they completely mess it up. It is shambolic! The only things 
in education that they have succeeded with and have got stability in are those things that we created. How can the 
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minister put out a media release announcing a program that I announced two years ago? Remember, this is part of 
the additional $46 million that our government put into education in 2015. 

When we hear this garbage from the Leader of the House; Minister for Education and Training, about all these 
education cuts, is it any wonder there is scepticism and cynicism in the community? It is rubbish. The community 
cannot believe anything the government says. The government goes out there and says, “We’re going to cut this 
and that for the good of the areas or because of the terrible Liberals”, but five minutes later the government changes 
its mind. What about Moora Residential College and Northam Residential College? The decision about Northam 
lasted only a month. The government decided that it was not such a good idea. Its plans for Moora Residential 
College put the whole community through absolute despair for 12 months. It was only the great Liberal–National 
government at the federal level that turned that around; it had nothing to do with members opposite. The only thing 
they can do is hark back to the previous government and the loss of this phantom $200 million and the phantom 
1 000 education assistants who were taken out of the classroom, which is absolute garbage—garbage! The 
Leader of the House should correct that claim instead of laying claim to a policy that I announced two years ago. 
I proudly announced that because that is exactly what was needed. We needed more money for students with 
a disability so that every child in a Western Australian school was seen as significant. I despair, but, unfortunately, 
once again the Labor Party has made education a shambles. 

HON ALISON XAMON (North Metropolitan) [10.47 am]: I rise to comment on this motion. The services sector 
is a really important part of our community. It needs to be robust and well funded, and any decisions about how it 
operates need to be strategic and well thought out. When we talk about the services sector, of course, we are talking 
about a broad range of services. We are talking about education, health and mental health—the sorts of services 
that have been described as “producing things that you cannot drop on your foot”. We are talking about a huge 
number of services. 

Along with many in this chamber, I have spoken at length about the appalling decisions of the government to cut 
education services. They have already been mentioned by some of the previous speakers—Perth Modern School, 
Schools of the Air, Northam and Moora Residential Colleges, community kindergartens and Herdsman Lake 
Wildlife Centre. Although I applaud the government for reversing its bad decisions—I think we should 
congratulate the government for reversing its poor decision-making—I note that far too many cuts are still ongoing. 
I want to particularly express my very deep concern about the future of Herdsman Lake Wildlife Centre, which is 
severely at risk of needing to stop providing its services completely. That is poor decision-making, and, I have to 
say, there is a fair degree of bloody-mindedness in the Minister for Education and Training’s refusal to even 
contemplate a reversal of that decision. I only hope that some other part of government is able to step in and do 
the right thing. 

I have also raised concerns about cuts to mental health and health services, particularly because a number of 
community-managed grassroots services that provide essential early intervention and prevention services are now 
gone. I think about the cuts to Living Proud—what a disgrace. There have even been cuts to Coeliac WA, for 
goodness sake. These people are providing really important services to the community. There have also been cuts 
within the government itself, such as to the meth helpline—just short-sighted, really dumb decision-making. There 
does not seem to have been any real basis or thinking behind how that has happened. 

I also want to speak today about the ongoing concerns that the Greens have with the way the government is funding 
community services. The Western Australian Council of Social Service recently released its state budget 
submission for the next financial year. The development of that submission resulted from comprehensive 
consultation with WACOSS member organisations that deliver a wide range of services to some of our most 
vulnerable community members across the state. The ongoing theme of these consultations was the issue of 
funding pressure concerns. It is a huge concern of our community services. They are concerned that it has resulted 
practically in a reduction in service hours, outreach and quality of services. They have real struggles now with 
staff retention. That is an enormous problem that the government needs to be addressing, because these people are 
at the front line, and if they are not providing those services, ultimately the government will have to pick up the 
slack, and that will be a lot more expensive. That is without looking at the human cost of not having those services. 
I will quote from the report that came out of the pre-budget submission. It states — 

A number of services reported contracts established before 2012 that have been extended and rolled-over 
multiple times, with inadequate indexation and no opportunity to renegotiate funding levels or service 
outputs. 

This means that the services are simply unable to keep up with need, which is absolutely not okay. The 
non-government sector is struggling as a direct result of this government’s decision-making. 

I continue to be very concerned, in addition to that, about the loss of experience and expertise from the public 
sector. I note that the government has made a decision to gut the public sector. Particularly grave concerns have 
been raised with me by people who work in child protection, and also community services working around child 
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protection. Their concern is that there are simply not enough workers. A genuine concern is being raised with me 
that it will take another child death before a strong light is finally shone on the impact of the public sector cuts. 
That chills me to the bone, and every single person in this chamber should be absolutely horrified that that feedback 
is coming back from child protection workers. As at 30 June this year, 334 people had left the Department of 
Communities under the voluntary targeted separation scheme. It has resulted in an environment in which increasing 
numbers of children receiving child protection services are simply not getting the level of attention they require. 
It does not make sense to be reducing staff when the amount of work is increasing significantly. Unprecedented 
numbers of children are being brought into care. There were over 5 000 children in care in Western Australia at 
the end of June 2018. In this environment, we need to ensure that we are prioritising investment in keeping families 
together, which is vastly cheaper than providing out-of-home care. However, that is also not happening. There has 
been a significant decline in the delivery of family support services, which are really essential to ensure that 
families are kept together and to reduce the need for children to be placed in out-of-home care. Instead, we have 
seen a reduction in funding and a narrowing of the availability of these services, which is also an enormous concern. 

Service delivery in the community has also been adversely affected as a direct result of the machinery-of-government 
changes. I acknowledge that there were some good intentions in the idea of establishing machinery-of-government 
changes, most notably the breakdown of the silos between departments. I recognise that that was an important 
thing to do, and I acknowledge some positive outcomes, particularly in the work between housing and child 
protection. Unfortunately, overall, it would appear that, particularly within the Department of Communities, the 
MOG changes have not been good. They have caused a great deal of confusion and uncertainty, which is 
continuing. I have already talked in this place ad infinitum, but I am going to keep raising it, about the concerns 
I have about youth justice. That is still up in the air, and no-one knows what on earth will happen with it. Will it 
finally come out of Corrective Services or not? What will that look like? I can only imagine how difficult it must 
be for the staff trying to work in that space. It is also impacting on contracts. There is uncertainty around policy 
direction, and complications and delays that have been caused by the debacle of the machinery-of-government 
changes. That is a problem. 

Because I am a member of the Greens, I am also happy to acknowledge that it is not all bad. There have been some 
positive things. I welcome the focus on family and domestic violence, and I note that there have been some moves 
in out-of-home care. Let us see—I hope the Target 120 initiative is able to deliver as it has been promised. We 
have talked previously about things such as the strategy on homelessness. Even in these instances, the 
community-managed sector, WACOSS in particular, is still saying that even those planned programs that have the 
potential to work well need to be co-designed with the people on the ground, because that is where the expertise 
lies, particularly as we have lost so much expertise in the public service. The MOG process has been and continues 
to be mired in a lack of communication and transparency, and cuts to the public sector have had a profound effect 
on the delivery of the services sector. Although I recognise that our state is not flush with funds, not investing in 
our public sector and our community services more broadly represents very poor decision-making, and will result 
in greater costs for all of us in the long run. 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [10.57 am]: At the outset, I indicate Nationals WA support for the 
good motion before the house, moved by Hon Nick Goiran. In the time that I have I would like to make 
a contribution about some of the challenges to delivering government services in the regions. No members would 
disagree with me saying that every government faces the challenge that delivering an appropriate level of services 
in regional and remote Western Australia is difficult and often costly. I do not think any regional 
Western Australian I have ever met would ever expect the government to deliver the exact same services that we 
would see in the metropolitan area. They are quite realistic in that sense, but they expect to receive equitable and 
fair service delivery from the government. Government services in regional communities can often be confined to 
two core areas. In most towns, there will be a police officer and a schoolteacher. In many of our small communities, 
they are the only government services that are seen on a regular basis. Reform of services is not something that 
we should necessarily be afraid of, as long as reform is for the right reasons. I will talk a little bit later about some 
examples in my electorate of service changes under the new government. 

As the National Party spokesperson for health, most of the first four years that I spent in this space was focused 
around health services, and I want to talk about that in my contribution today. In particular, I worked quite hard 
on the previous government’s $600 million investment in the Southern Inland Health Initiative, which was all 
about reform in health service delivery. Not a single dollar of that was spent on business as usual. Unfortunately, 
the same cannot be said now about the agenda the Labor government is driving with royalties for regions. 

It was interesting to hear the contribution in a debate yesterday by Hon Dr Sally Talbot. In her lecture to the house, 
it was clear that she was very proud of the government’s delivery of royalties for regions. I remind members that 
over the next four years, over $1 billion of royalties for regions money will be shifted into funding of orange school 
buses, regional TAFE subsidies, water subsidies and education assistants. That is over $1 billion to business-as-
usual government services. The government has literally flushed this money down the toilet. Every time people 
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flush their toilet in regional Western Australia, that is funded by royalties for regions. That is the government’s 
approach to royalties for regions that Hon Dr Sally Talbot is very proud of. 

The PRESIDENT: Members, I interrupt the debate in accordance with the motion agreed to earlier today. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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