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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 3 June on the following motion moved by Hon Pierre Yang — 
That the following address be presented to His Excellency the Honourable Kim Beazley, Companion of 
the Order of Australia, Governor in and over the state of Western Australia and its dependencies in the 
Commonwealth of Australia — 

May it please Your Excellency: We, the members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament 
of Western Australia in Parliament assembled, beg to express our loyalty to our most gracious 
sovereign and thank Your Excellency for the speech you have been pleased to deliver to Parliament. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [2.15 pm]: I rise to give my contribution to the Address-in-Reply, 
and it is indeed a privilege for any member of the Legislative Council to do so. This is the third occasion that 
I have had the opportunity to give a contribution to the Address-in-Reply. It is the type of speech that is available 
for members to give only once every four years. I note that despite this being my fourth term in Parliament, if 
I include today, I have had the opportunity to deliver a contribution to the Address-in-Reply on only three occasions. 
The simple reason for that is in my first term, the Address-in-Reply had concluded by the time my term commenced. 
Members will recall that in 2008, there was the interesting set of circumstances when the Premier of the day 
called an extremely early election, and whatever can be said for that outcome, one outcome was that we now have 
fixed-term elections, which has been a positive reform for a number of reasons. I am honoured and privileged to 
give my contribution to the Address-in-Reply. 
One of the privileges for members in giving this kind of speech is that we can traverse a broad spectrum of issues. 
There are so many issues confronting Western Australians that it is very difficult, in limited time, to identify which 
ones to prioritise. I have selected a small number of issues for consideration by members this afternoon. In doing 
so, I simply ask members to give some consideration to what they were doing 10 years ago, to cast their minds back 
to what they were doing at that particular point in time, in 2011. For those of us who are parents, I find it helpful to 
think of the age of my children at that time and what grade they were in at school, as it helps to reflect on what might 
have been happening in my life at that time. Perhaps members have a particular recollection of a family holiday 
or some significant event that happened 10 years ago, in 2011. The year before that, 2010, was a very difficult year 
for me personally for a whole variety of reasons.  
When we entered into 2011, it was quite confronting for me when we returned to the chamber to have an answer 
provided by the then Barnett government to a question that had been placed on notice by Hon Ed Dermer. I assume 
that particularly members opposite will be familiar with Hon Ed Dermer. I had the privilege of serving with 
Hon Ed Dermer; he is an individual whom I hold in the highest of regards. He placed a question on notice on 
24 November 2010 and, as is the custom and practice of this house, the government of the day had a period of time 
in which to answer. The answer came back on 15 February 2011. I want to read to members the question and answer. 
Hon Ed Dermer asked the minister representing the Minister for Health at the time — 

(1) Since the enactment of the Acts Amendment (Abortion) Act, No 15 of 1998 has any instance been 
reported of an abortion procedure in Western Australia resulting in the birth of a live child? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many such instances have been reported and in which years did the instances occur? 
The answer that came back from the minister at the time, Hon Helen Morton, was yes, indeed, this had occurred. 
She then went on to say — 

As at 20 January 2011, a total of 14 incidences of abortion procedures resulting in the live birth of a child 
have been reported between July 1999 and June 2010. 

At this point, I hasten to say to members that this is a very significant issue, irrespective of where members personally 
sit about that policy issue, which I have previously referred to as the “A” word. As a member of Parliament for more 
than 12 years, it has been my experience that any time any member mentions anything to do with the “A” word, 
no-one wants to debate it or talk about it. I understand why; it is because it is a deeply personal and deeply sensitive 
issue, irrespective of where members find themselves on the spectrum of views. But in this particular issue, and what 
Hon Ed Dermer managed to unpack, is that in Western Australia, there had been 14 instances of a Western Australian 
baby being born alive and, as we subsequently found out a few months later, left to die. Hon Ed Dermer asked 
a follow-up question, and the answer that came back on 24 May 2011 said that no treatment had been provided. 
That is why I ask members to reflect for a moment; where were you 10 years ago and what was it that you were 
doing in 2011?  
I remember that year very vividly; I remember it because no sooner did the answer come back from the government 
to Hon Ed Dermer that I did two things. I talked to the honourable member behind the chair and said, “I’ve been 
following the questions that you’ve been asking and the answers that are being provided. I’ve got to tell you, I’m 
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finding it very distressing to know that we have had Western Australian babies born alive in our hospitals and left 
to die. What are you intending to do about this?” He indicated to me at the time that it was his intention in the not 
too distant future to retire from Parliament and that another member needed to take it up and continue to follow it. 
I gave a commitment to him that I would be doing that.  
Immediately thereafter, I went into the office of the then Minister for Health, Hon Kim Hames, and I said, “I think 
I can understand how busy a minister is with all the volume of correspondence and questions and answers, but 
I just want to bring to your attention the answer that you’ve just signed off on, which has just been read into the 
Legislative Council.” It is really troubling to think that that is possible in Western Australia with our first-class 
medical system. It is very difficult to think of a better place to live. We had that discussion recently when we were 
reflecting on the tragic loss of young Aishwarya at Perth Children’s Hospital. During that debate, we were all 
reflecting with great authenticity our condolences to the family. It is indeed tragic when any child’s life is lost—
no question—and yet here we had a situation 10 years ago in which information was being provided to Parliament 
that said that this had happened on 14 occasions. Having had the great privilege and blessing of being a father and 
being present at the live birth of two of my daughters, it troubles me greatly—the idea that a baby could be left 
there and left to die. Hon Ed Dermer uncovered that this had happened on 14 occasions. 
I raise this matter today because it is, effectively, the 10-year anniversary of that revelation by Hon Ed Dermer. 
Here we are 10 years on from that revelation, and out of respect for that member, who had the courage to ask the 
questions and, more importantly, out of respect for the 14 Western Australians—for that is what they were; under the 
law of Western Australia, the language used in the act states that when they fully proceed from the mother, they 
are then a person—it is worth us pausing for a moment and reflecting on where we are now, 10 years later.  
Sadly, I have to report to members that we have made very little progress in this space. In 2011, after this happened, 
Hon Kate Doust tabled a petition with no fewer than 4 945 signatures. That was on 16 August 2011, the same year in 
which the revelation had been made. As members know, particularly those who are on the Standing Committee on 
Environment and Public Affairs, all petitions go to that committee for it to inquire into these matters. At the time, 
a Liberal member was chair of that committee. It saddens me to reflect again on the fact that the committee decided 
to conclude its inquiries into that enormous petition that had been tabled by Hon Kate Doust on this very serious 
issue of 14 Western Australian babies being born alive and left to die. 
I am aware that in 2012—I have previously reported this to Parliament—an effort was made to report the deaths 
of these young children to the Ombudsman. The record and chronology reflects that the Ombudsman indicated 
that he did not have the jurisdiction to inquire into those deaths. Interestingly, an article in The Sunday Times of 
31 March 2012 was entitled, “Could 14 babies be alive today?” It might interest members to know that the author of 
that article was Anthony De Ceglie. Members will know that he is now the editor of the state’s one chief newspaper. If 
he is listening today, I hope that he will pause for a moment and reflect on what was a very good article of March 2012 
and the fact that here we are now, almost 10 years on from when he wrote that article, yet the state of affairs has not 
changed; in actual fact, the only thing that has changed is the number, because in his article, Anthony De Ceglie 
asked the question, “Could 14 babies be alive today?” but now the question is: could 27 babies be alive today? All 
that has transpired over the course of the last 10 years is that the brutality of leaving Western Australian babies to 
die has increased. The quantum of these has increased. It troubles me today, as much as it did when I first heard 
one of my colleagues answer a question asked by the then Labor member, Hon Ed Dermer. After that sequence of 
events and The Sunday Times article written by Mr De Ceglie, which has been highlighted, attempts were made to 
report those deaths to the State Coroner to say that somebody needs to look into this. These Western Australians 
are born with the same rights and privileges as any other Western Australian, yet, it would appear on the face of it, 
on the answers provided to Parliament, that they were not treated in the same way as any other Western Australian. 
An attempt was made to write to the then State Coroner, and I hasten to add that the then State Coroner is not the 
same as the State Coroner of today, and the outcome was his view that he did not have jurisdiction to look into these 
matters. It was the same type of response and outcome as what had occurred with the attempt to refer the matter 
to the Ombudsman. 
Members will be aware that the 2013 state election then transpired and no sooner did the state election outcome 
conclude that I took the opportunity to write to the Education and Health Standing Committee, one of the standing 
committees from the other place. As members will be aware, there had already been an attempt to try to have the 
Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs look into this matter because of the petition that had been 
tabled by Hon Kate Doust. The committee had regrettably concluded its inquiries, yet there had been an attempt 
to refer the matter to the Ombudsman and the State Coroner, all unsuccessfully. I therefore thought that I would 
write to a committee that appears to have jurisdiction in this area in the other place. I did that in 2013. Regrettably, 
the answer that came back from the committee was that, and I am paraphrasing, it believed there was not enough 
evidence that activity contravening legislation requirements had occurred. I found that shocking. To think that at 
the time we thought 14 Western Australian babies—we now know that there have been many more—were born alive 
and left to die and the committee did not think there was enough evidence. What then transpired was a meeting, 
which I will never forget, with the then acting director general of Health. In that meeting, which transpired on the 
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ground floor of this building, it was put to me, “What is it going to take for you to stop?”, because I had continued 
to ask questions in Parliament whenever there was an opportunity. Whether it might be in an Address-in-Reply or 
budget speech, I would report to my colleagues in this chamber on the progress of this matter. The then acting director 
general of Health said to me, “What is it going to take for you to stop?” As best as I recall, my response to him at 
the time was that all it would take for me to stop is for someone to explain why no treatment was provided to these 
14 babies. If somebody can explain that to me, and the explanation is fair, reasonable and satisfactory, we indeed 
will move on, because a range of matters need to be prosecuted for the people of Western Australia and this is 
merely one, albeit highly distressing and tragic as it is. 
Over the course of the next year further inquiries were made by my office with the then office of the Minister for 
Health to try to uncover further information on this matter, all of which is to say that it concluded with me having 
a meeting with the then Premier Hon Colin Barnett to express to him how distressing this situation was and that 
we continue to have no answers. If there is nothing to see here—which was my attitude at the time, and still is, 
President—there should be no reason why somebody cannot provide a reasonable explanation. For example, it might 
well be that out of the 14 cases I referred to, one of the children may have had a condition incompatible with life. 
They may have had a terminal condition that would make it impossible for the medical practitioners to do anything. 
Even if that were the case, and I accept that that may well be the case in one or more of these cases, to provide no 
treatment is, in my view, barbaric. At least some form of palliative care should be provided to a baby in that situation. 
Something should be provided. The notion that nothing is provided is something that I detest. That is why, even 
10 years after Hon Ed Dermer first raised this matter, I am not going to stop raising it until such time as there 
is a change. 
I met with Hon Colin Barnett, who was sympathetic to the cause that I was raising, and indeed most people who 
I come into contact with when we have had the occasion to discuss this matter are sympathetic to it because it is 
distressing, troubling and it seems to fair minded individuals that some explanation needs to be provided. We then 
had an agreement that had been reached by the Minister for Health that an annual report would be prepared. He 
said to me—again I am paraphrasing to the best of my recollection the sequence of events—that he could see the 
problem, there should be some form of accountability and that an annual report would be prepared. Indeed, I am 
pleased to report that two of those annual reports were prepared under the previous government, being the Barnett 
government, and sadly, after the 2017 election, the current Minister for Health, Roger Cook, ordered that those reports 
cease. No explanation has ever been provided to this day, that I am aware of, about why that annual report process 
would be stopped. That is what occurred. 
In the fortieth Parliament, after the 2017 election, I tabled a petition about this same matter. That petition referred 
to the cases of 26 babies that had been born alive and left to die, because of course the parliamentary answers 
that had been given by that stage had confirmed that the numbers had increased from the original 14 provided to 
Hon Ed Dermer, to a new number of 26 provided to me. There were 7 243 signatures on that petition. To the best 
of my recollection, it was the largest petition that was tabled in 2017. That matter was then considered by the 
Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs. Thankfully, the government then decided to bring in the 
Coroners Amendment Bill 2017. That was one of the best Committee of the Whole processes that I have had 
the privilege of being involved in. The Leader of the House, Hon Sue Ellery, had the conduct of the bill and 
again, as best as my recollection serves, she had the then principal registrar at her disposal as an adviser in respect 
to that matter.  
As members can probably imagine, it was a very thorough Committee of the Whole process, and the outcome was 
confirmation that these deaths are reportable. It was, in my view, a landmark moment considering that many years 
before there had already been an attempt to report the deaths of these babies to the then State Coroner, who had said, 
“No, I don’t have jurisdiction.” The new State Coroner, who is indeed still the State Coroner, said, “No, actually, 
these are reportable deaths.” That is certainly a position I concur with, not just because I am passionate about this 
matter but because, on the face of it, that is what the legislation provided and those were the responses the Leader of 
the House provided us at the time. It transpired that the following day I reported the matters to the State Coroner. 
It had been confirmed by the Leader of the House, with the principal registrar sitting next to her, that it would be 
permissible for any Western Australian, including me, to write to the coroner the next day and report those particular 
deaths, so that is exactly what occurred. 
Sadly, where matters sit at the moment is that although there was this landmark breakthrough that the deaths would 
now be considered and reported to the State Coroner—indeed, that took place—to this day, we do not know the 
outcome. We do not know the outcome of those inquiries, save for one matter. We know that the coroner’s office 
wrote to the Attorney General and made one recommendation for law reform. We know that because the 
parliamentary record reflects that. However, we do not know what that recommendation is. I asked repeatedly for the 
government to provide this information. It repeatedly declined. The most recent occurrence was on 17 June last 
year when I asked for this information to be provided. The Leader of the House at the time was representing the 
Attorney General, and she indicated — 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 15 June 2021] 

 p1361b-1369a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Sue Ellery 

 [4] 

The Coroner’s Court recommendation to amend the Health (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1911 was 
prepared for the Attorney General’s discussion with the Minister for Health and ultimately the cabinet. 
These discussions are yet to take place. 

This answer was provided by the government in June last year. The coroner finally had an opportunity to consider 
the deaths of, at the time, 27 Western Australian babies who were born alive and left to die with no treatment provided 
to them. The coroner considered that, wrote to the Attorney General and made one recommendation for law reform. 
I asked for that recommendation to be provided to Parliament. The government said in June last year that it had 
yet to be discussed between the Attorney General and the Minister for Health. We fast-forward to May this year, 
some 11 months later. Last month, I asked the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General for progress 
on this matter and I was informed, as Hansard reflects — 

The Attorney General has not yet discussed the matter with the full cabinet. 
Again, I understand that there are many competing pressures and demands on ministers, members of Parliament 
and public servants. When the matter has been repeatedly brought to the attention of Parliament over 10 years by 
members from both major parties, this is a matter to be prioritised. Let us not forget that Hon Ed Dermer started 
prosecuting this matter 10 years ago. Hon Kate Doust tabled a petition with 5 000 signatures that same year. Since 
that time I have continued to take up this case year in, year out. At what point does this become a priority? At what 
point do we feel sufficiently distressed about the idea of a Western Australian baby being born alive and left to die 
that we say that this is a priority? At this point, I am asking for only one thing. I am asking for the government to 
let us know the one recommendation that the coroner made. I cannot for my life fathom what possibly could be so 
secret. How is it in the public interest to hide what the coroner recommended to the government on this matter? 
This is the type of thing that should be dealt with on a bipartisan basis. As I said, I understand that this falls under 
an umbrella that begins with the “A” word that no-one wants to talk about or debate because of its sensitivity. It is 
sensitive and people have different experiences. The point of this matter is not to judge anybody, because people’s 
views on the general topic need to be parked at the door. That is not what we are talking about. That is not this 
debate. What we are talking about here is a number of Western Australians who were born alive and entitled to 
the same rights and privileges as the rest of us. When we go into a hospital in Western Australia, as members of 
Parliament, we are entitled and we receive first-class medical treatment. That is one of the great blessings of being 
a Western Australian. These 27 Western Australians did not get that, and that is wrong. They should not be treated 
as second-class citizens and if what we are repeatedly told in the answers to Parliament is correct, it would not 
even do justice to refer to them as second-class citizens, because they have been treated far worse than that. 
As I get to the midpoint of my Address-in-Reply speech, I want to cover some other topics, but I hope that members 
are at the very least hearing the heart of what I am saying here. I would like to think that we can collectively 
work together on this matter. I thank and acknowledge Hon Ed Dermer for the work that he did 10 years ago. The 
commitment I gave to him shortly after that I would continue to take up this matter stands as strongly as it did 
then. For so long as I am here, I will continue to prosecute this matter until such time as a genuine reform ensures 
that every Western Australian receives the same level of health care irrespective of the circumstances of their birth. 
The circumstances of their birth should have nothing whatsoever to do with the standard of health care they receive. 
I thank members for the indulgence of hearing me out on that matter. 
I now want to turn to a different matter. I have just been dealing with matters at the beginning of life and now 
I would like to deal with some matters relating to the end of life. In this instance, I regret that some members will 
feel that after the tone of the delivery of the first half of my speech, the second half will be quite different. Indeed, 
it will and it will be quite political, so I foreshadow that now. But I would hate for however members feel about 
the second half of my contribution to colour anything that I have said in the first half. The reason that we need to take 
things up a notch here is that today is World Elder Abuse Awareness Day. I cannot stand the fact that the McGowan 
government uses days like today to push out media releases and make ministerial statements. I congratulate 
Hon Kyle McGinn on what might well be his inaugural ministerial statement on behalf of the Minister for Seniors 
and Ageing. I cannot stand the fact that the McGowan government uses opportunities like today to beat its chest 
about an issue of elder abuse, yet its record reflects the opposite. This has nothing whatsoever to do with the statement 
made by Hon Kyle McGinn, which in and of itself has my support. If the government has decided that it will provide 
an additional $4 million to Legal Aid Western Australia to establish Elder Rights Western Australia, I am intrigued 
by and interested in that and will probably seek a briefing on it in due course. On its face, it appears that it has merit. 
How it will interact with the existing Older People’s Rights Service and the like is a question that needs to be asked. 
As I say, the comments I am about to make are not because what Hon Kyle McGinn said earlier this afternoon was 
wrong in any way. 
Hon Don Punch, who, as I understand it is now the minister seemingly taking responsibility for this—I assume he 
was quite pleased with himself to have issued the media release earlier today—tells us in today’s media release that 
he has called on the Western Australian community to take an active role in preventing and stopping elder abuse—
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an active role. If Hon Don Punch is serious about Western Australians taking an active role, he might like to talk 
to some of his cabinet colleagues and see how active, or indeed inactive, they have been on the issue of elder abuse. 
Comments attributed to this minister at the end of the media release issued today are, “I urge people to be cognisant 
of the signs with an elderly relative or friend and help them take action if necessary.” Again, Hon Don Punch is 
indicating that there needs to be some activity or some action or some movement forward. I acknowledge the 
parliamentary secretary, whom I have heard on multiple occasions in the past express his passion for this area, 
something that he and I share. I hope members will take this up with the honourable minister because the record 
reflects that the exact opposite has happened. 
In the fortieth Parliament, the Select Committee into Elder Abuse was established, which I had the privilege of 
chairing, and Hon Tjorn Sibma served with me. It was deliberately a four-person committee. When I moved the 
motion seeking the house’s support, I purposely chose the number four rather than five because I did not want the 
committee to become partisan. I did not want a party to have a majority. The issue of elder abuse should be one that 
we can all work together on. My experience has taught me that the best committees tend to be those with even numbers. 
Certainly, that was my experience on the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
and the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People, both of which had 
a composition of four members. I therefore worked on that committee with Hon Tjorn Sibma, Hon Alison Xamon 
and Hon Matthew Swinbourn. We tabled a report a year later, in September 2018, titled, I never thought it would 
happen to me: When trust is broken. 
Members who are unfamiliar with this matter might say, “Well that’s an interesting sequence of events but why 
are you saying that you are critical of the McGowan government?” The McGowan government made a promise, 
as it was entitled to do prior to the election—not the last election; prior to the 2017 election. In January 2017, team 
McGowan made an election commitment to—get this—expedite the enactment of amendments to the law 
surrounding enduring powers of attorney and guardianship. Hon Don Punch, who was quite keen to push out 
a media release today about the need for action and activity, might like to have a chat to the Attorney General and 
ask him what he means by the word “expedite” because this was prior to 2017. 
I turn to the Select Committee into Elder Abuse, which in its report states, in part — 

7.63 Given the length of time since the review was completed and the relevance of some recommendations 
to elder abuse, the Committee wrote to the Attorney General in April 2018 to query the status of 
the recommendations. The Attorney General advised that the Government supports 77 of the 
86 recommendations contained in the statutory review, with nine recommendations not supported. 

7.64 The Attorney General also advised that a bill to amend the GAA was approved by Cabinet in 
December 2017 and that ‘it is anticipated that the Amendment Bill will be introduced in the 
Spring session [of Parliament]’. The Committee notes that, at the adoption of this report, no bill 
to amend the GAA has been introduced into the Parliament. 

Prior to the 2017 election, which, as members all know, happened in March 2017, the McGowan team was saying 
to the people of Western Australia, “Vote for us because amongst other things, we will expedite these laws, which 
will tackle elder abuse.” It is a good commitment to make, but it is one thing to make a commitment and another 
thing to fulfil the commitment. This is an issue identified by the Select Committee into Elder Abuse a year later. 
Some members here might be more charitable than I am, and say, “It was only a year; when Hon John Quigley says 
he will expedite something, you have to give him at least a year to expedite things.” Incidentally members, as shadow 
Attorney General, I spent my time earlier today trying to get up to speed with some other matters the Attorney General 
is trying to expedite at the moment. It fascinates me how the McGowan government can truly expedite things when 
it really wants to—boy, can it expedite things like you would not believe; like have never probably been seen before 
in the Parliament—but when it comes to making a commitment to the people of Western Australia in January 2017 
on elder abuse, where was it a year later? The Select Committee into Elder Abuse said that it had not seen anything. 
Hon John Quigley said, to paraphrase him, “Don’t worry about it because it’s all under control, cabinet approved 
the bill in December 2017 and we will introduce it in the spring session of Parliament.” What is the spring session 
of Parliament, members? The spring session of Parliament is the session that happens after the winter recess; we 
are about to go into that when we come back. That was in 2018 and it is now 2021. The Select Committee into 
Elder Abuse—not a partisan committee, remember—made a very gentle recommendation to the government at 
the time that — 

The Government introduce a bill to amend the Guardianship Administration Act 1990 to implement the 
recommendations contained in the 2015 statutory review of the act as a matter of urgency. 

That is about as gentle a recommendation that could possibly be made. If I were to craft it all on my own, I would 
probably have used a bit more colourful language than that, given it was more than a year later and team McGowan 
had said it would expedite this. It is now World Elder Abuse Awareness Day 2021 and that was recommended by 
a committee of the fortieth Parliament in September 2018. For new members who are not yet familiar with this, 
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when a committee makes recommendations to the government, the government has an opportunity to respond. 
I think that happens within two or three months. I will check the standing orders—if they are still alive after the 
next few weeks—about the period of time the government has to respond to these things. The government produced 
a lengthy report on 13 November 2018, which would seem to suggest that the period of time is indeed two months. 
Members will find this report at the bills and papers office. The government responded to recommendation 24—
a gentle recommendation by the Select Committee into Elder Abuse. Members will remember that John Quigley 
had already told the committee that a bill had received cabinet approval in December 2017 and that something 
would be introduced in spring 2018. Yet, on 13 November 2018 the government said — 

As per the McGowan Government election commitment, the Government has committed to expedite the 
enactment of amendments set out in the recommendations of the Statutory Review. It is anticipated the 
Amendment Bill will be introduced in the first half of 2019. 

This government, which is still committed to this notion of expediting the amendments that it has been talking about 
since January 2017, says in November 2018 that it is still committed to that and it expects to introduce something 
in the first half of 2019. 
This issue was raised in the fortieth Parliament by Hon Tjorn Sibma on 19 September 2018; Hon Alison Xamon on 
7 November 2018; Hon Tjorn Sibma on 21 November 2018; and in the following year, 2019, I raised it on 9 May, 
15 May, 4 June, 8 August, 14 August and 25 September. Hon Rick Mazza also raised it on 22 October 2019, and 
then I raised it again on 30 October 2019. In the following year—that is last year, 2020—I raised it on 12 February, 
19 February, 11 March, 12 March, 10 June, 17 June and 12 August. Hon Alison Xamon must have had a gutful by 
that stage, but she raised it again on 8 October last year, and then I raised it again on 22 October. That is how many 
times the McGowan government has been held to account with respect to its commitment to expedite reforms in 
this area of elder abuse. Yet, here we are, 15 June 2021, and the McGowan government has pushed out via new 
minister Hon Don Punch a nice media release and  prepared a nice ministerial statement for Hon Kyle McGinn to 
read this afternoon. The McGowan government has done all of those things, and there is nothing wrong with them 
doing that, but that is what its priority has been, instead of this promise from January 2017 to expedite these 
reforms. Where is the bill? What is so mysterious about these reforms that the most senior lawyer in the McGowan 
cabinet tells the Select Committee into Elder Abuse that a bill has received approval by cabinet as far back as 2017, 
yet here we are, in 2021, and there is still no sign of it! I would have expected that after all this time and all the 
effort that has been put in to simply getting the McGowan government to fulfil its commitment to expedite these 
laws that today, being World Elder Abuse Awareness Day, somebody in the McGowan government would have 
stood up and said, “Good news! Here’s the bill!” But we have had nothing whatsoever—not even an explanation or 
an apology to the people of Western Australia. Yet Hon Don Punch proceeds to tell us in his media release today 
that it is estimated up to 49 000 older Western Australians may experience elder abuse in any given year. Oh, well, 
49 000 Western Australians may experience elder abuse year after year after year! 
In 2017 the promise was made to expedite this issue, yet nothing was done in 2018, 2019 or 2020—nothing! Here 
we are, moments before the winter recess in 2021, and still nothing has been done. I have taken some time to take 
members through that chronology because, above all, I do not want to hear the McGowan government’s usual excuse 
of putting up the mega-shield of COVID-19 and saying, “You’ve got to understand, member, that we have not had 
the opportunity to expedite these things because we’ve been dealing with a pandemic.” I have been hearing that 
excuse for more than a year. If the government wanted me to agree to that, they would at least have done something 
in 2017, 2018 and 2019 when there was no sign of any pandemic. The government did nothing during that time, 
and it is quite happy to expedite other things at the moment, indeed, with some apparent urgency, it is trying to 
appoint somebody to be the head of the Corruption and Crime Commission. That is the priority of this government. 
If the members opposite want to feel proud about the performance of the McGowan government, today is not the 
day, because today is World Elder Abuse Awareness Day and the record reflects that the McGowan government 
does not care about introducing reforms. They promised they would expedite these reforms and they have done 
the exact opposite. Members should excuse me when, from time to time, I get a little bit worked up when I have to 
deal with the government and have to respond to matters that they say are urgent and suddenly need to be expedited, 
when reforms are sitting right in front of us that should be dealt with on a bipartisan basis and would actually 
make a difference to the lives of Western Australians, including these 49 000 older Western Australians that 
Hon Don Punch has proceeded to tell us about today who may experience elder abuse. Let us do something about 
it! Let us do something more than pushing out media releases and waiting for World Elder Abuse Awareness Day 
before the minister does something in his portfolio—it cannot be that difficult! 
It is even more perplexing when I consider that the Attorney General said something was put before the cabinet 
apparently as far back as 2017. What is the hold-up? Who has got their foot on the hose? Tell them to take their 
massive foot off that hose—enough is enough! The older people of Western Australia cannot wait any longer. It 
should not have to take me to raise this more than 20 times in the last four years. It should not take that for the 
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McGowan government to simply adhere to the promise that they made to the people of Western Australia that they 
would expedite these laws. 
Regrettably, in these time-bound opportunities, there is limited time for me to raise too many more matters, so 
I will raise perhaps one further point. Today I had the opportunity to take up some heavy matters to do with life, both 
at the beginning of life, when I am fully committed to every Western Australians receiving the same level of health 
care irrespective of the circumstances of their birth, and also at the end of life, when all we simply really need to do 
as a community is to choose respect. I am sure many members of this place remember that principle from when we 
were growing up and we were told to respect our elders. This is a value which has been lost in recent times. These 
are matters that I hope can ultimately attract the goodwill of members from across the political divide.  
I would like to think this also applies to the third area that I wish to raise this afternoon. It troubles me greatly 
that we continue to have a situation in Western Australia in which victims of child sexual abuse are forced to have 
to confront their attacker at school every day. This is another topic that I have raised on many occasions, but not 
on as many occasions as the first two topics I have raised this afternoon. The reason for that is that I only became 
aware of this particular issue much later, courtesy of the very important work we all did together some years 
ago during the budget estimates process. Some members may not be aware that in Western Australia victims of 
child sexual abuse are expected—in fact it is compulsory to go to school—to turn up and be on the same precinct 
as their attacker. It should not require explanation of what is wrong with that. If members need any explanation 
at all, they might look up the word “re-traumatisation”. Why do we continue to re-traumatise these victims of 
child sexual abuse by forcing them to have to confront their attacker at school every day? I know that the Leader of 
the House — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: 40 Greatest Hits! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Of all the times, Mr Acting President! There are times for interjections and then there are 
other times I would just think that members would understand the heart of the message. I did say, with respect to 
the elder abuse matter, that I was going to get a bit political because I have a job to do here, which is to keep the 
government to account for its promises. With all due respect, Minister for Regional Development, you do not have 
to agree with me, but I think it is a problem in Western Australia that victims of child sexual abuse have to face 
their attacker at school every day. If the minister does not think that is a problem, that is fine, but those of us who 
do think it is — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I do not think you learnt anything from the last election.  
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Unbelievable! 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon James Hayward): I just ask the speaker to make his remarks through the 
chair. Thank you. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Mr Acting President.  
It beggars belief. This particular minister, like me, does not mind a bit of argy-bargy and things getting robust—there 
is nothing wrong with that. But I would say to the Minister for Regional Development, through the Acting President, 
that there is a time and a place. When we are talking about victims of child abuse having to confront their attacker 
at school every day, this is not the time for those types of interjections. With all due respect, I will not be taking 
any interjections. The minister knows that I would be the first to take interjections from her, but this is not the time 
for that. 
My point is simply this: I find that the re-traumatisation process is unacceptable in a First World democracy. In 
a place as wonderful as Western Australia, where children do get to be educated, I find it unacceptable that we 
supposedly have no other option available for these children other than to force them to confront their attacker at 
school every day. The reason I will keep going on about this, irrespective of whether the honourable minister 
opposite is interested in it or not, is that this type of systemic abuse is not limited to school. We have a situation in 
Western Australia in which certain children in the child protection system are also being housed with their attacker. 
There is no respite at school for some of these young people. If there is no respite for them there, they are going 
to be traumatised at school and at home, which might be a group home; there is ongoing trauma there as well. 
Again, I do not think it should require much explanation about what is wrong with that. Is it complicated? No doubt. 
No-one for a moment is suggesting that child protection is simple or easy; it is super-complicated at so many levels. 
But we have to start somewhere, and surely the principle needs to be that we are not going to create and facilitate 
environments for children, victims of child sexual abuse, to have to be confronted by their attacker. That should 
be a no-brainer, with all due respect, yet we continue to allow that situation to unfold in Western Australia—not 
just at school, but also at home. That has to change.  
As I conclude my Address-in-Reply contribution, I thank members for this opportunity. As I said at the outset, it 
is always a privilege for all of us to be here. The Address-in-Reply is one privilege that is bestowed on us as members, 
irrespective of whether it is our inaugural speech or one of our first speeches after an election. It is an opportunity 
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for us to talk on any particular subject that is relevant to Western Australia. Some members may have only heard 
about some of these instances for the first time. I would ask members for their genuine consideration of these matters, 
whether it is in respect of babies born alive and left to die, reforms for elder abuse or, indeed, victims of child sexual 
abuse having to confront their attacker. 
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [3.16 pm]: I rise to finalise my remarks in respect of the Address-in-Reply. 
I was interrupted on a few previous occasions by some very good and welcome members of Parliament delivering 
their first speeches to this Legislative Council. On previous occasions, I have reflected on a number of things including 
the significant changes in the number of members who either retired from the Legislative Council or were defeated 
at the last election, resulting in 17 new members. On my calculation, those former members gave approximately 
160 years of collective service to the Legislative Council. I reflected on the contribution of many of those members 
and thanked them collectively for their work here, whether it was for one term or many more terms. 
When I was last interrupted, I was talking about the Governor’s address, particularly the government’s legislative 
priorities that were set out in that address. I think I got about halfway through the list. In the interests of time, I will 
not go through the other half of the list, except to say that many of the legislative priorities that were set out by the 
Governor in his address to the Legislative Council were indeed the legislative priorities of the government prior 
to the last election. For a range of reasons, many of them did not progress or were not prioritised by the government 
across the four years of its first term. There were some extenuating situations. The first, obviously, was the fairly 
lengthy passage—which was appropriate—of the voluntary assisted dying legislation. It took considerable time in 
this chamber and indeed in the other house, and obviously the time leading up to that in terms of the joint select 
committee that was formed. Then, of course, there was the COVID-19 pandemic and the legislative response, which no 
doubt disrupted the government’s legislative program, particularly in 2020. The government had promised a number 
of reforms. Prior to the 2017 election, the Labor Party made an election commitment in respect of electoral reform. 
It was not until the dying days of the last Parliament that a bill was introduced. To his credit, Hon Stephen Dawson, 
who was the Minister for Electoral Affairs, finally brought a bill to Parliament in the dying days of the fortieth 
Parliament but it was never prioritised after its referral to, and report from, the Standing Committee on Legislation.  
There was also the matter of the review of the Firearms Act. I was interested to note that there was reference in 
the Governor’s address about that being an area of legislative priority for the government, particularly given that 
after its election in 2017, the government inherited a significant report by the Law Reform Commission that 
comprehensively reviewed the Firearms Act and related legislation in Western Australia. Despite many members 
seeking on many occasions some understanding of how the government will reform legislation relating to firearms 
in Western Australia, no progress was made in the last Parliament, and I am pretty sure that no bill was introduced 
for reform. They are a couple of matters that I wanted to point out in the time that I have. 
A couple of other issues that I want to speak about have evolved in the last couple of weeks. We have had a debate 
on the government’s “not on the agenda but is now on the agenda” electoral reform process. The parliamentary 
secretary representing the Minister for Electoral Affairs in this place has been unable to answer the most basic of 
questions, such as: how much is the minister paying his reviewers? They have been unable to answer the most basic 
of questions about this constructed electoral reform process to deliver the outcome that the government seeks from 
a carefully hand-picked selection of ministerial committee appointees who have long been advocates for a particular 
type of structural reform in the Legislative Council. That ministerial expert committee has been given a very challenging 
task to deliver an appropriate product in a very constrained time frame, given the gravity of the issue that it will be 
looking at. As I said in the last sitting week in debate about the review of the standing orders and electoral reform 
committees, I suspect that these things are all linked in the government’s agenda for after the winter recess, when it 
will come out of hibernation and bring on all the nasty things it has always dreamt of. Now is its chance to deliver. 
Hon Darren West: That’s democracy. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: That was an interesting interjection from Hon Darren West about democracy: 
“That’s democracy.” In case Hansard did not pick that up, that was Hon Darren West’s interjection. I look forward 
to Hon Darren West putting his case to his electorate and, indeed, the many Labor members who were elected at the 
last election. The problem that the Labor Party has had with electoral reform is not that it is philosophically opposed 
to the system; it is opposed because it could not win regional seats. The last two elections have proven that wrong. If 
we consider who will be politically disadvantaged from structural reform of the Legislative Council in the way 
that I suspect the government will deliver it, it will be first-term Labor members sitting on that side of the house 
who will be sticking up their hands for extinction. This is a question that I have put to the parliamentary secretary 
representing the Minister for Electoral Affairs: will the government give those members the right to vote with their 
conscience and in the best interests of their electorates or will they need to toe the Labor Party line that is decided 
in caucus? Of course, the response to that was a carefully worded answer: they will have to toe the Labor Party line 
decided in caucus. We all know what happens to Labor members when they stand up for their electorates and vote 
with their conscience: they no longer sit in this chamber. That is a reality. 
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I also place on the record my thanks to a number of people. All members in this place rely heavily on the loyalty, 
trust and dedication of many committed staff members. I want to place on the record my thanks to my staff in the 
fortieth Parliament: Ashwini Saseedaran, Lisa Logan and Michelle Rossouw. I also thank the many volunteers and 
supporters. Particularly when you are in opposition, you know who your friends and supporters are. It is something 
that I hope first-term government members will realise after the next election. I was elected for the first time while 
my party was in government and it is certainly quite a different experience from that in opposition. There could 
not be a truer statement: you know who your friends are when you are in opposition. 
I also want to put on the record my thanks to my family. I think that being a regional member can be quite taxing 
with parliamentary and electoral commitments and other things, particularly for those members who have young 
families. As I have said in previous contributions, when I was elected to this place, I had no children. All my children 
have been born while I have been in Parliament, so, fortunately for me, they do not know any different. But for 
many other members who are joining this place for the first time, I appreciate the difficulty that comes with balancing 
your commitments to your family with your commitments to the Parliament and your constituency. 
Mr Acting President, I look forward to many further debates and contributions over the next four years and I thank 
you for the opportunity this afternoon. 
Question put and passed; the Address-in-Reply thus adopted. 

Presentation to Governor 
On motion without notice by Hon Sue Ellery (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That the Address-in-Reply be presented to His Excellency the Governor by the President and such members 
as may desire to accompany her. 
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