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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — ACCOUNTABILITY 
Motion 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [1.04 pm]: President, it is with enormous 
pleasure that I move — 

That this house notes — 
(a) the Premier’s 2017 commitment in opposition of a “gold standard of transparency”, which he 

has failed to deliver; 
(b) the concerns raised by the annual report of the Office of the Auditor General, which highlights 

multiple qualified audit opinions; 
(c) the declining standard of parliamentary accountability under the McGowan government; and 
(d) the contempt that has crept into the government in relation to accountability, resulting in a loss 

of community confidence; 
and calls on the government to try to make a genuine attempt to live up to its 2017 election commitment. 

What a good debate to have on a day like today! I think it is fantastic that we are here to debate the transparency and 
accountability of the McGowan government and its failure to provide that level of transparency and accountability. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! We are not even a minute into the motion and already we are having arguments across 
the chamber rather than interjections. Neither are acceptable. Please continue, Leader of the Opposition. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. It must be a timely debate to stir passions, as it obviously has. 
What did the Premier say in the lead-up to the 2017 election? He said he wanted to deliver gold-standard transparency. 
Let us look at a few quotes from the Premier. Let us go back to 2016, when he was the Leader of the Opposition 
and made statements like this in the media — 

“The public interest must come first, transparency must come first, openness must come first. 
“We need to limit the liability to taxpayers and stem the losses of this government’s bad and secretive deals.” 

We will get to the bad and secretive deals in a bit. 
By the time we got to March 2017, the Premier was saying — 

“I want to make sure that we run a transparent, accountable government that is characterised by decency 
and ministers and members who behave properly.” 

That is very interesting. I will quote what he said when he spoke about the Perth Stadium contracts, something that 
this government was vehemently opposed to in opposition but quite happy to open and claim credit for when in 
government. Let us look at that. What did the Premier say when he was the opposition leader in 2016? He said — 

The taxpayers, who provide the money for the government to spend, do not know how much the government 
is spending on various deals. Every single day the government has these commercial-in-confidence 
arrangements. 

Just bear that in mind, members. He continued — 
Not revealing the cost of the Socceroos playing in Western Australia: I mean, honestly. The culture  
of this government and its addiction to secrecy is extraordinary. The default position for the government 
is that it just does not tell; it does not tell anything. That has to change. If we are elected, we will  
reveal the cost of these deals, because taxpayers have a right to know. Transparency and accountability 
mean something. 

What precisely did transparency and accountability mean to the Premier; Treasurer once the Labor Party moved 
into government? Let us look at some of the things that this government likes to keep secret. There are lots of 
things within this multi-headed motion. In fact, I was a bit overrun with material for this speech so I had to cut it 
down significantly. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: It is the same speech you’ve given seven times! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I have lots of new stuff. Members have just heard a whole pile of new stuff. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
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Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: They do not like it, President. 
Let us look at some of the comments that deal with this subject. There is a whole pile of issues that the government 
has been trying to keep secret. On 21 June 2022, another media statement stated — 

The McGowan government sat on a $121 million cost blowout of its Metronet radio communications 
project for nearly six months before it told the public. 
In a budget estimates hearing on Tuesday, Transport Minister Rita Saffioti’s representative — 

The Leader of the House in this place — 
… revealed a new deal worth $327 million with Finnish telecommunications giant Nokia was signed on 
December 22 last year. 

There was no announcement. This deal was done by the government. Nothing was said in advance, but thankfully 
we have a very good budget estimates process and we have a very good Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations, at least in the Legislative Council, where some of these things come out. 
Hon Jackie Jarvis: An excellent committee. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, it is an excellent committee. It is well managed by Hon Peter Collier, I might 
add, who finally managed to get some information out because we cannot get it out of the government. We do not 
get responses to questions in Parliament. We have to use the budget estimates hearings process because the 
government is very keen on keeping these things secret. It is not just opposition members who think so. I will refer 
to some comments that the Auditor General made on 22 June. I will come back to the Auditor General if I get time 
because I note that the government has introduced in the other place a bill relating to the Auditor General. This report 
was in the media with the headline “McGowan’s ‘gold standard transparency’ promise is becoming a punchline”. 
The Auditor General made some comments on a report. The report began — 

The State Government, often with joint investment from the Commonwealth Government, invests billions 
of dollars each year in major projects to build roads, hospitals, schools, prisons … for the people and 
economy of Western Australia. Despite this significant investment of public money, Parliament and the 
public cannot easily access information on the progress of these projects. 

The following is a direct quote from the Auditor General — 
My Office has commented on this lack of transparency in a number of previous reports. 

The Premier, as we have heard, said before the election there would be a gold standard of transparency and the 
Auditor General in multiple reports said that we cannot see it. It is not just the opposition, although I will give some 
examples of why the opposition gets less transparency than anybody else. The Auditor General of Western Australia 
has repeatedly said, in her own words, that there is a lack of transparency under the McGowan government. Do not 
take my word for it. Take the words of the Auditor General. It must gall the Premier, I suspect, that Auditors General 
are appointed for a 10-year period. It does not run out until 2028 so the Premier is unable to exert any influence, 
I suspect, on the reports that come down. These reports are great. The work of the current Auditor General is 
outstanding. Probably not with any intent apart from getting the truth, the Auditor General has to repeatedly say that 
there is a lack of transparency in the McGowan government despite promising a gold standard. The Auditor General 
has to repeatedly say that there is a lack of accountability and transparency. It is a direct quote — 

My Office has commented on this lack of transparency in a number of previous reports. 
I will get to the Auditor General’s current audit in a minute but there is a whole range of examples of things 
that are kept secret. I remember confidential texts between the Premier and the Attorney General being kept secret. 
In September 2018, about 18 months into the McGowan government’s first term, The West Australian revealed 
the staggering number of occasions on which McGowan government ministers invoked something known as 
section 82 notices to avoid answering questions in Parliament. 

Since coming to power just 18 months ago, the McGowan Government has used section 82 notices to 
block questions on almost 40 occasions. 
Compare that with the 67 times in total—across more than eight years in office—that the Barnett 
government … 
McGowan’s “gold standard” of openness has become rather opaque. 

Compare the Liberal–National government’s 67 times over eight years with the McGowan government’s 40 times 
in 18 months. A gold standard of transparency—I do not think so. It is not just opposition members who are pointing 
this out. It is being pointed out across the board. 
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Instead of improving its performance with transparency in answers before the house, this government has just got 
more sneaky, conniving and cunning. Do members know what it does now? It does not specifically refuse to 
provide answers; it simply gets very clever with the way it words its answers. I have a few examples of this and 
I am sure some members of the house will recognise them. A question without notice asked by Hon Nick Goiran 
on 2 December last year was about the review of amendments introduced by the Criminal Appeals Amendment 
(Double Jeopardy) Act 2012. He asked — 

(2) Has the review been completed? 
(3) If yes to (2), when did this occur and will the review report now be tabled? 

Instead of saying, “No, we’re going to keep it secret”, the government has got very clever. It starts saying things 
like this answer — 

(3) The review report will be tabled when the review is completed. 
It does not say when or give us a time frame, and it does not table it. The government basically says, “We’ll get to it 
when we get to it.” It is a way of putting off the Auditor General. The Auditor General does not get ticked over with 
a notification because the government has not refused to answer. It has not given an answer. It has not refused to give 
an answer; it is a classic non-answer. This is a trend with this government. On 24 March this year, Hon Nick Goiran 
asked a similar question about the tabling of a framework for guiding responses to harmful sexual behaviours in 
children and young people in the WA child protection service system. In part (4), the answer is — 

The finalised framework will be tabled when it is completed. 
But we never see it. These things do not come out. On 18 August 2022, part of Hon Colin de Grussa’s question 
was, “can the minister please table a copy of the policy?” The reply was, in part, “The member is encouraged to 
put this part of the question on notice.” He was not told that it would be out at a certain time or what the government 
would deliver. The government simply does not answer the questions. When the questions are not answered, the 
Auditor General does not get a notification. This government is getting away with blue murder and I think it is 
a very cunning, underhanded, undermining plot on behalf of government members to make sure they do not answer 
the questions. 
It was not just those questions. I have a few examples in relation to the business case around tier 3 rail lines. Let me 
quote again from the government around business cases — 

The taxpayers, who provide the money for the government to spend, do not know how much the government 
is spending on various deals. 
… 
If we are elected, we will reveal the cost of these deals, because taxpayers have a right to know. 

That comment was made by the now Premier as Leader of the Opposition. 
There are some business cases that we think have been developed for the tier 3 rail lines by the department of the 
Minister for Transport. How often have I asked this house about it? I have asked about it on 22 June 2021, 23 June 2021, 
31 August 2021, 17 November 2021, 17 February 2022, 22 March 2022, 23 March 2022, 16 August 2022, 
17 August 2022 and 11 October 2022, which was 10 days ago. Every time, the questions are very much the same: 
Have the business cases been completed? If so, will they be tabled? When will the government deliver them? Have 
they been sent to the federal government for negotiations for federal funding? I guess we could give the government 
some slack. Back when I first asked the question in June last year, the answer was, “Business case development is 
underway.” I do not know how long this government takes to build a business case, but let me jump to the last time 
I asked the question, which was on 11 October this year. 
Hon Dan Caddy: At least we do business cases! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Well, you do not tell anybody if you do them! They are not put down on the table so 
we do not get to see them. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Let us talk this through. I would love to see them! The parliamentary secretary can 
probably deliver them to us! 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. On 11 October this year, last week, I asked the same questions: 
Are the business cases finalised? When will they be made public? Which have been submitted to Infrastructure 
Australia? Has the minister approached the new federal government for funding? I got a complete non-answer. 
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(1)–(4) An amount of $72 million has already been committed towards the progressive recommissioning 
of — 

One part of one line. It continues — 
Tier 3 lines continue to be evaluated for inclusion in future submissions … 

It is in Hansard that I said “The business cases?” and the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Transport 
says, “That is the answer.” The answer I was given is not an answer. We cannot get an answer out of this government. 
We cannot get a response. The government has simply stopped answering the questions. It is particularly at 
a time when we are dealing with massive infrastructure investment and particularly from a government that said, 
“It’s outrageous that the previous government would not provide business cases! We are absolutely going to have 
a gold standard of transparency. We’ll be releasing this information!” It does not happen. It is a complete and utter 
failure of this government to be accountable and transparent with the money it spends. 
I thought maybe it was just me, but let me have a look at some of the media that is floating around. A 2018 newspaper 
article headline reads “Energy sale ‘secrets’ denied”. We could not get information out of the government in 
January 2018, less than a year after it was elected. I like the headline from an article written by Gary Adshead in 
The West Australian on 30 January 2108, which reads “Labor’s transparency cop-out”. Perhaps government members 
would like me to table these articles to remind them about the Labor government’s lack of transparency. The 
evidence of this government’s lack of transparency is overwhelming, thus the motion before the house. It is not just 
that it is not transparent in one area; rather, it is not transparent in all areas. This motion refers to the government’s 
promise of gold-standard transparency and notes the repeat message from the Auditor General that that is not being 
achieved. I note the Auditor General’s comments in the current annual report, which stated that it undertakes 
qualified audits in a number of places because there is a lack of information coming through and a degree of secrecy—
so it continues. Paragraph (c) of the motion refers to “the declining standard of parliamentary accountability”. 
I have given good examples of that.  
How can the government say that it provides accountability when it is asked 10 times in 18 months: “Have you 
done the business case?”, “When will you make it public?”, “Have you negotiated?”. Initially, the government 
provided a fair enough answer when it said, “We haven’t finished it yet”. That is fine. It said, “We haven’t finished 
it yet. We haven’t done the job yet.” It took us a little while, but we could tell what was happening towards the 
end of last year when it stopped saying, “We’re still working on it” and it stopped answering our questions. That 
is what this government does; when it gets into a corner, when it is asked for accountability and to justify its 
position, it just stops answering questions. It starts in Parliament and finishes with the people of Western Australia. 
The media has picked it up and the community is picking it up. This government cannot be trusted to tell us the 
entire truth about what is going on. This government likes to hide and keep its secrets—that should stop. The 
government proposed a gold standard of transparency, but it has utterly failed in delivering that. 
I note that in the house that shall not be named, the government has introduced the Auditor General Amendment 
Bill 2022 to give the Auditor General more powers to investigate. I think that is quite interesting. It has been read 
into the other place, and there are some interesting comments in the second reading speech. By the look of it, this 
bill will give the Auditor General access to more information, and that is probably a good thing. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: It is almost transparency. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Good point! It is “almost” and I will tell Hon Kyle McGinn why. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is a great interjection. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Hon Kyle McGinn, it is “almost” because the information that the Auditor General 
will have access to will not be made public. The answer to accountability and transparency with this government 
is to introduce a bill that gives the Auditor General access without allowing the Auditor General to make any 
information public. The Auditor General can say, “This particular deal instigated by the McGowan Labor government 
has questions marks about it. The business case doesn’t look all that good.” But they will not be able to tell the 
people of Western Australia or the opposition why. This is the solution. Hon Kyle McGinn is right; it is almost 
transparency. After reading the title of the bill, one would think that a bit of transparency is coming from the 
McGowan government but, once again, this is about the government’s capacity to hide important information and 
its absolute gall, which comes down the bile duct and is still coming out in the debate. It is about the gall of the 
government to say that it will provide gold-standard transparency. It is about the gall of the Labor Party to oppose 
the building of Perth Stadium all the way through but to then say, “We’re happy to open it. You didn’t tell us all the 
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details” to then failing to provide details week in, week out, day in, day out. I would not be surprised if a few members 
of the opposition stand up and say, “I’ve asked questions of this government and I can’t get answers” because that 
is the norm. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Did you give them the notes? 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: No; no-one’s got the notes. This is what is going on. This is what the government is doing. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The government does this all the time. Its most common response is to not answer 
the hard questions. I think it does that because it is frightened of security and transparency and it is afraid that it will 
be caught with incompetence at the forefront. 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Emergency Services) [1.25 pm]: I do not 
know what I have done in a previous life to have to sit through this drivel on a Wednesday. Certainly, the Leader of 
the Opposition is starting to sound like a broken record because time after time, despite the wording of the motions 
changing ever so slightly, it is the same message. Suffice to say, we will not be supporting the motion this afternoon. 
But rather than start off by saying how bad members opposite were when the former Liberal–National government 
was in office, I will start off talking about the government. I will get to the former Liberal–National government 
at the end of the debate, at which time we might have some fireworks! 
Hon Tjorn Sibma interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Just wait and see! 
This is not the first time that the opposition has raised the issue of transparency nor, indeed, is it the first time that 
any opposition has raised the issue of transparency because oppositions resort to that tool from the toolbox from 
time to time when they have nothing else to talk about. We used that tool when we were in opposition. It is unfortunate 
that the opposition has not taken the opportunity to use this time to talk about important issues that we can all 
agree on. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Cross-chamber chatter is not welcome. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I did try to listen to the Leader of the Opposition in silence, even though I did not agree 
with him. I ask him to show me the same courtesy, at least for some of it. He can interject later on. 
This government takes the Auditor General’s findings very seriously; indeed, it has undertaken a range of activities 
over the past few years to make sure that they are taken on board. We have stable and responsible budget management 
in Western Australia, which has led to our economy and finances being the strongest in Australia—in fact, they 
are amongst the strongest in the world—of which we are very proud. We have a track record in managing the state’s 
finances responsibly and protecting taxpayer money from any waste or misuse. A number of agencies receive 
qualified audits for remote access and network security controls in OAG reports. As members would be aware, 
cybersecurity is certainly a growing issue, one that we all need to pay attention to. That is one of the reasons why 
we established the Office of Digital Government in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. We also established 
a cybersecurity operation centre in that unit. We have been increasing cybersecurity standards, improving data 
protection and implementing information and communications technology procurement reforms to help across the 
public sector, not just in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. 
The 2017 service priority review found that under the former Liberal–National government, the former Office of 
the Government Chief Information Officer was inefficient to deliver on its responsibilities because it had an 
ambiguous remit. Since coming to government, we have increased the Office of the Auditor General’s budget by 
79 per cent. We provided an extra $24 million in 2016–17 and a further $43.2 million in 2002–23. We are making 
sure that the Auditor General has the tools that the office needs to undertake the work it needs to do. In contrast, 
under the former Liberal–National government, the OAG’s budget increased by seven per cent, which pales into 
insignificance in comparison with the investment that we have made to ensure that the Auditor General can do the 
work they need to do. We have increased the Auditor General’s funding to improve governance and accountability 
in the public sector and we have provided far more resourcing than was provided under the former Liberal–National 
government. We have funded a new forensic audit branch to conduct forensic audits of state entities. That branch 
became fully operational in 2021–22. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: It’s a good part of the office. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It certainly does work well. 
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It comprises a multidisciplinary team from a range of relevant professions and consists of financial auditors, police 
investigation experience, anti-money laundering, data analytics, forensic accounting and insolvency. The branch 
has the general tools needed to do this job and do it well. 
A number of agencies received qualified audits for remote access and network security controls in the OAG reports. 
In 2021, the McGowan government established the digital capability fund to drive more strategic and targeted 
investment in digital transformation across the public sector. The McGowan government has committed about 
$25 million from its digital capability fund to accelerate the cybersecurity uplift of WA agencies and to make it 
much harder for adversaries to compromise government systems. We have established a world class Cyber Security 
Operations Centre, our CSOC, to safeguard government information and services and ensure people’s access remains 
safe and secure. The CSOC by provides essential capability to detect and respond to cybersecurity incidents by 
providing its team of cybersecurity analysts with visibility over potential malicious activity within government agency 
networks. We continue to onboard more and more government agencies into the CSOC. The last figure I heard was 
that 40 agencies or thereabouts were linked to the Cyber Security Operations Centre. The central model provides 
efficient and effective cybersecurity expertise that support agencies’ own operations and also provides a level of 
capability to agencies that do not have the capacity to run their own. The Office of Digital Government has been 
tasked to lead and to coordinate digital transformation across government to improve service delivery for all 
Western Australians. This ongoing mammoth task comes as cyber threats continue to evolve right around the 
world. The Treasurer certainly expects that agencies and departments ensure safeguards are applied when it comes 
to managing sensitive information and data—as do all ministers. 
I want to touch briefly on the Auditor General’s Audit results report: Annual 2020–21 financial audits of state 
government entities that was released in November last year. It showed an increase in the number of qualified 
audit opinions, which was attributed to the massive additional workload the public sector is under to respond to 
COVID-19. As the Auditor General noted in her review, the 2020–21 financial year was an extraordinary one for 
Western Australia. In the second year of the pandemic—the first full financial year—COVID-19 continued to 
cause disruption for our community. State government entities continued to provide the usual wide range of public 
services along with additional stimulus and recovery initiatives, while reconfiguring operating arrangements around 
lockdowns and social distancing measures, and implementing contingencies for business continuity. As in the 
community, a level of fatigue is evident in the public sector. The government announced $11 billion in measures 
in responding to COVID-19. This has created a significant amount of extra workload across the public sector. It is 
likely, given that the impact of COVID-19 peaked in the second half of that financial year, that agencies were most 
stretched at this point. The Auditor General also noted the increase in annual and long service leave across the sector 
due to employees not being able to take leave because of travel restrictions arising from COVID-19, particularly 
the ability to holiday overseas and those in frontline services postponing leave to continue to provide essential 
services. I certainly appreciate all the work that those who work in the public sector have done to not only keep us 
safe during the pandemic, but also deliver significant support to WA businesses and households throughout the 
pandemic and keeping our economy strong. The Office of the Auditor General noted that despite the work pressures 
faced by the public sector, 78 per cent of government sector entities were audit ready within 20 days of the end 
of the financial year. That has been the best performance in the last 10 years. She also noted the state and this 
government’s strong financial performance; the sustainability of the state’s debt position measured by debt to 
gross state product continued to improve after what was the terrible management of the previous Liberal–National 
government—my words, not the Auditor General’s. 
Since coming to government we have implemented a range of significant reforms to financial management, 
particularly in response to the Paul Whyte corruption scandal in the Housing Authority, which occurred from 2008 
to about 2019. These reforms have raised the bar across the public sector, not just in the Department of Communities, 
which the Housing Authority became, by improving internal governance and audit arrangements, including segregation 
of duties in payment authorisation so that the officer who issues an invoice is separate to the officer paying the 
invoice. We have regular rotation of accounting firms conducting internal audits, and we have mandated that agencies 
have independently chaired audit committees by a person external to the agency. As a result of our new mandatory 
requirements, weaknesses have been identified in internal controls, as has been highlighted in the audit report. 
That is not a bad thing in itself, because it indicates that the plan is working. We have asked agencies to find ways 
to eliminate these weaknesses. The vast majority of agencies are meeting the higher benchmarks that have been 
set by government. It is certainly pleasing to see the qualified audits of procurement controls that were received 
by the Housing Authority, which were exploited for four years by Paul Whyte. These have been rectified. In 2021, 
the Auditor General removed the qualified audit that had been placed on that agency, with the agency meeting the 
requirements of the amended Treasurer’s Instruction 304 regarding authorisation of payments. 
In contrast, let me touch briefly on the Langoulant report, the Special inquiry into government programs and projects 
that was handed down in 2018. For those honourable members who were not in this place at that time—there are 
a few—that report is one for newer members to look at. It will show Hon Dr Brian Walker the things that governments 
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should not do. It shows the lack of controls that existed and what governments should not do in the future. I am 
happy to get the member the report at a later stage. That report was scathing of the previous government’s financial 
management, which resulted in massive budget deficits—all members would agree with that—and also an increase 
in debt and the loss of Western Australia’s AAA credit rating, which is very important to the state and the state’s 
credit. When we lose our AAA credit rating we pay more interest, which costs the government and, of course, 
the people of Western Australia more in the long run. The report of the Langoulant Special inquiry into government 
programs and projects highlighted a range of systemic issues. I will touch on some of those. They included 
temporarily high recurrent revenue growth being used to pay for permanent expenditure promises, which left 
behind structural budget deficits. It included decision-makers lacking the capacity to address unsustainable 
growth in net debt. I think I have used this phrase before, but the Liberal–National government spent like drunken 
sailors. It spent money it did not have and left the state with massive debt. It left the next government with massive 
debt, which is something we have worked incredibly hard to pay back. The report also highlighted that the royalties 
for regions process became a shadow budget process and it lacked accountability. It also showed banking and 
higher commodity prices to budget settings, which exposed the state when an economic downturn occurred, and 
much more. 
The government responded to the Langoulant special inquiry to strengthen governance, accountability and transparency 
in many ways. They included first and foremost living within our means—imagine a government living within its 
means. That is something the last government did not do. That has ensured that we are not financing the day-to-day 
expenditure of the government off the credit card and increasing debt. We have ensured that commodity price 
assumptions are conservative to ensure that we do not base expenditure off revenue that may not be generated. We 
have tightened governance structures around the royalties for regions program to ensure proper process around 
spending decisions, just like all other expenditure programs. We have strengthened the role of Treasury in government 
decision-making, ensuring that it provides advice for decisions that have a financial impact on the state. We have 
centralised the leadership of major projects and public works management in the Department of Finance. We 
have established Infrastructure Western Australia to enhance the planning of infrastructure. We have increased 
transparency of government trading enterprises, with full financial statements now disclosed in the budget to improve 
transparency and accountability—something that the Leader of the Opposition has accused us of not doing. We 
have been improving transparency and accountability. We set and achieved financial targets that we actually deliver, 
such as achieving net operating surpluses since 2018–19 and maintaining disciplined government expenditure 
management. We have also announced agency capability reviews in a range of agencies. They provide independent 
reviews of a number of agencies. That will ensure performance and accountability and also drive improvement 
and ensure the government’s and indeed the public’s expectations are met. We passed the Financial Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2020, which made a range of changes to the Financial Management Act, again to enhance 
accountability, including requiring all FMA agencies to provide public annual financial estimates. The previous 
government did nothing with the first review of the Financial Management Act. In contrast, we responded to both 
reviews of the Financial Management Act undertaken over the last decade to implement changes that should have 
been made under those opposite when they were in government. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Exactly—for good governance reasons, for reasons of transparency and accountability. 
We have introduced a new bill responding to recommendations from a range of reviews to rectify longstanding 
limitations in the operation of the current Auditor General Act, to create a clear right of access for protected and 
restricted access materials by the Auditor General, to regulate the disclosure of that type of information, and to protect 
the operation of privileges and immunities in other contexts. This government has clearly put in place the policies 
and processes to ensure transparency in decision-making. We continue to support the Office of the Auditor General 
far more than the previous government did, and we certainly stand by our record of good governance. 
I want to again touch briefly on the record of the last government. I draw members’ attention to the issue of opinions 
on ministerial notifications. When a minister decides not to provide information to Parliament concerning the 
conduct or the operation of a state government entity, which usually happens in response to a parliamentary question 
but also at other times, requirements under section 82 of the Financial Management Act and section 24 of the 
Auditor General Act come into force. Essentially, the minister is required to notify the Auditor General of the decision 
not to provide the information, and the Auditor General is then required to form an opinion and report to Parliament 
on whether the minister’s decision was reasonable or appropriate. Back in 2016–17, there were 47 cases in which the 
Auditor General found that the answers given by ministers of the Liberal–National government were not reasonable. 
Members opposite were having a go at us—47 times! 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Hon Nick Goiran was here. He was a parliamentary secretary. What did his government 
do 47 times? It swept everything under the carpet. There was no transparency. There was no accountability. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Bring the tone down slightly, please. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thanks, President. I appreciate your guidance. 
There was no accountability. There was no transparency. Forty-seven times the Auditor General found the answers 
given were unreasonable. That is just an element of the lack of transparency. 
As I indicated, we have improved the Financial Management Act. We have funded the Auditor General more than 
ever before, with a 79 per cent increase, to enable forensic audits to take place and to enable the office to do what 
the office has to do. We have made sure that the findings in the Langoulant report have been acted upon to ensure 
that the mismanagement that happened under the previous Liberal–National government cannot happen again. We 
have learnt from the — 
Hon Neil Thomson interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Hon Neil Thomson can shake his head. He was a public servant in that government, 
so he can take some of the blame. I cannot blame just Hon Nick Goiran for that stuff. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Nick Goiran: You can’t blame me at all, actually. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Deputy Leader of the House. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Thanks, President. Hon Nick Goiran points to parliamentary secretaries or backbenchers 
over here — 
Hon Nick Goiran: I say they are doing a good job! 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: You do sometimes. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Could we try to bring the comments back through the chair, please, as distinct from 
cross-chamber comments. Thank you. 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have not actually given anyone the call. Deputy Leader of the House. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: As I was saying, we have acted with the highest regard for good governance when 
we have been in government. We have made things more accountable and more transparent. We have better funded 
the Office of the Auditor General. We have stopped the profligate spending of the last government. We have acted 
upon all the things that the Langoulant report said governments should not do. 
Hon Neil Thomson interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Yes, Hon Neil Thomson can shake his head, but the fact remains that he was a senior 
public servant during that time. I will not blame just the elected officials. Hon Neil Thomson, as a senior public 
servant, has to take some of the blame too. 
Hon Neil Thomson interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: You have to. It might be hard to do, but you have to take some of the blame. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Could we make sure that comments are directed through the chair. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: As I was saying, Hon Neil Thomson, as a senior public servant during the 
Liberal–National government, has to take some of the blame for the lack of transparency and accountability that 
existed under the previous Liberal–National government. However, thankfully he is in here and not in the public 
service anymore. The public sector workers who are there now have worked with us to turn around the finances 
and to increase transparency and accountability in the system. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [1.45 pm]: I stand to support the motion enthusiastically. I will 
take a slightly different tack and deal with the fundamental lack of transparency within Parliament. Quite frankly, 
this government is drunk on power. It shows absolute contempt for Parliament, and that is the shame of it. At the 
end of this term of government, we are going to have a Parliament that has shifted in a seismic fashion from a house 
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of transparency and accountability. Members who are in this chamber now, particularly those on the other side, 
are complicit in Parliament’s demise. I am in the twilight years of my parliamentary career, and it really distresses 
me that, when I finish, this place is going to be seriously diminished, not as a result of me leaving—I am sure there 
will be plenty who agree with that—but as a result of the actions of the current government. This government’s 
approach to openness and transparency is absolutely disgraceful. 
Hon Dan Caddy interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Do you mind? 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Could I say at the outset that I am definitely not taking interjections. I have less than 
20 minutes. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Member, continue with your contribution. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you. 
The hypocrisy of the members opposite has no bounds when it comes to the fact that we have the audacity to move 
a motion against the government’s lack of transparency. For goodness sake! Firstly, we are the opposition; that is 
our role. Secondly, members opposite who were not here when we were last in government will not know this, but 
those who were here have very short memories, I have to say. Let me remind members of what I had to endure when 
I sat over there for four years, as leader of this place, and for nine years as a minister. On a daily basis, we had to 
deal with the rubbish and the rantings of members opposite—the seeds of the destruction of this chamber. On the day 
that Parliament resumed after the 2013 election, a member of the opposition stood and moved five motions of 
condemnation against the government. The next day she stood and moved another five—only five can be moved 
in one day—and the following day she moved one. We had 11 motions of condemnation of the government after 
one week in Parliament. In those days, motions went for two weeks; they could be debated for four hours. For over 
a year, we dealt with rubbish motions from the Labor Party condemning the government. 
Hon Dan Caddy: This is a rubbish motion. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I said I am not taking interjections. Did you hear? 
As I have said, the hypocrisy of the members opposite has absolutely no bounds. Also, we had the audacity to move 
a motion to refer a bill to the Standing Committee on Legislation, which we have done probably half a dozen times 
in the last 18 months. Goodness gracious! How terrible! Fancy giving the legislation committee something to do. 
Dire Straits wrote a song about those guys; it is called Money for Nothing. They have sat there for 18 months and 
done absolutely nothing. It is not because of the committee; it is because the government—heaven help us—will 
not possibly contemplate the notion of having its legislation scrutinised. What happened to the Legislative Council’s 
role to scrutinise legislation? No—we get everything perfect! We do not need any amendments. The opposition has 
put forward three amendments. We used to accept amendments from the opposition all the time. We had a thumping 
majority when I was Leader of the House. If an amendment would enhance and improve the legislation, we would 
accept it, and we accepted amendments on a regular basis. 
With all of that, we have the government saying all this stuff about, “It’s just a stunt, you do this all the time.” 
What an absolute load of rubbish! We are His Majesty’s loyal opposition and that is our role, as it is the role of the 
crossbench. The role of the crossbench and the opposition is to scrutinise government. I am sorry that gets in the 
government’s way, guys, but tough. We are here and we are not going anywhere. Parliament is a pithy little thing 
in the eyes of the Premier and the executive level of government. As long as they can go out there, beat their chests 
and control the media, that is all that matters to them. I am sorry but that is our role, and the role of Parliament is 
to be accountable. That is one of the roles in the parliamentary process of a bicameral system of government. The 
last time I looked, we were not like Queensland; we had two houses, and one of them was the Legislative Council. 
Our role is to scrutinise legislation, and sometimes—just sometimes, guys—it is helpful to not treat us as the enemy 
but treat us as the opposition and say that perhaps we can improve legislation. But the government’s complete lack 
of transparency and its refusal to have anything scrutinised is contemptible. 
In addition to that, the government says that it is worried about processes and stunts. I remember vividly that I had 
been sitting in that chair for less than three months—I have told this story before—when the members opposite 
took it upon themselves to oppose a duties bill the night before we rose for the winter break. Why did they do that? 
Was it a terrible bill? No, it was an innocuous bill that I had carriage of. It was an innocuous piece of legislation 
and—guess what—the Labor Party supported it, so what did it do? It refused to pass that legislation before the winter 
break. We sat here until 10 o’clock the next morning. We sat for 24 hours. The then Leader of the Opposition—
now the Leader of the House—stood up and said that it was an occupational health and safety issue. That is very 
easy, Leader of the Opposition, as she was then—pass the bill! It was not going to bring down the government. The 
opposition supported it. We had to deal with those real stunts on a regular basis, so when I hear these guys opposite 
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carry on with all their rubbish about stunts and nonsense and hypocrisy and repetitive motions, I say that they need 
to go back and look at history, because they wrote the manual for contempt of Parliament. It started back then and 
it is continuing now. 
As far as that goes, there is so much I could talk about with the Parliament—so much! Trying to get easily obtainable 
information from this government is like getting blood out of a stone. It really is. I refer to a simple thing like 
ministerial travel reports. Since this government has been in office, for almost six years now, not one ministerial 
travel report has been on time. Every single ministerial travel report has been late. The average length of time is 
has taken for those ministerial travel reports to be tabled is five and a half months. You know what? We have not 
had one ministerial travel report for the year 2022. Surely ministers did not travel much last year, because we had 
COVID. It cannot take long to produce a ministerial travel report, but they do not care. This pithy little thing called 
the Parliament, they are just going to treat it with contempt, and that is all they do. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: The Premier went all through Europe selling the market for jobs. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is just one example we can look at. There are many, and it frustrates me. If the 
answers to our questions are not laden with nonsense about the previous government, they are laden with nonsense 
about the current government. They have a prelude that goes into how wonderful it is. Government members must 
have security issues. Their self-esteem must be so low that they have to beef themselves up in the Parliament. They 
are not going to win a vote in the Parliament! I wish that those juvenile creatures in the ministerial offices and the 
Premier’s office would grow up and start providing information. I thought it might have improved after the last 
election, but apparently it has not. Every single time we ask a question we get this little prelude into it. I will give 
members one example. There is another one I would like to deal with, but I might need to leave that for another 
day. I have been told that construction on the Baldivis police station has not started. Going to the last election, the 
Labor Party made a clear commitment to build a police station in Baldivis. The locals have been in my ear about 
it, as shadow police minister; they want to know when they are going to get their police station. Believe it or not, 
law and order issues are rampant out there. At the moment, Baldivis has the highest rates of domestic violence and 
crime against a person in the history of this state. Yes, we are doing a lot to get rid of the bikies; I support and 
applaud that. It gets the government a front page and it gives the exclusive to The West Australian, but there is still 
an enormous issue with law and order out there. The locals are starting to get a bit peeved about this, particularly 
the honest, law-abiding citizens of Baldivis. They asked me to find out when they are going to get this Baldivis 
police station. I put a question to the minister and asked about his commitment to build a Baldivis police station, 
whether the project has started and when it will be completed. We got the usual diatribe. I read from Hansard — 

I thank the honourable member for highlighting the commitment of the McGowan government to build 
new police stations that will support the continued growth in police numbers into the future. The McGowan 
government is proud to have funded construction of the Armadale courthouse and police complex … 

It goes on. I cannot be bothered. It goes on and on. The answer finishes — 
I am pleased to advise that the project is underway and construction is anticipated to commence in 2023. 

It has started, so I am quite happy. I took the response back to the people who had contacted me. Well—hell hath 
no fury! It is rubbish that it had started. I asked that question on 31 August. On 30 September, one of the constituents 
received a letter from the minister. The letter reads — 

Thank you for your correspondence of 1 September 2022 regarding the election commitment of the 
McGowan Government to build a police station in Baldivis. 
The Western Australia Police Force advise that it is in negotiations to purchase land for the new station. 

They had not even bought the land yet! The letter continues — 
WA Police Force further advise that subject to land being secured in Financial Year … 2022–23 and 
a construction tender being awarded, construction should commence in FY 2023–24 with practical 
completion in FY 2024–25. 

The response I got to my question was almost a contempt of Parliament. It had not started at all—not even close! 
They do not even have the land, let alone have they gone to tender. I put that to the minister. On 13 October I asked 
the minister whether the land had been secured for the project. His response was — 

The Western Australia Police Force is currently engaged in negotiations over suitable land. 
That is a little different from the previous response I got. I asked — 

Has a construction tender been awarded for the project? 
The minister responded — 
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The tender process will progress once the site has been finalised. 
I also asked — 

When is the project expected to be completed? 
The minister responded — 

An indicative schedule anticipates practical completion in 2024–25. 
That is what I mean when I talk about transparency within the Parliament. The first response I received from the 
minister was blatantly wrong. It is not going to bring down the government, but it does create a level of distrust in 
the community. The people of Baldivis want that police station. They have been told that they are going to get that 
police station. The minister told this Parliament that the project has already started. It has not. They still do not 
have the land so no tender can be issued at this stage. That is one example. 
One issue that I have tried to get to the bottom of and that has really, really infuriated me is this issue of the Department 
of Communities and the Aboriginal woman whose house was raided by police and who was hung out to dry by the 
Premier and the Minister for Community Services on a regular basis. The minister and the Premier went out there, 
faced the cameras for a week, stood in the Parliament and lambasted this woman. 
Hon Neil Thomson: Shame! 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Absolutely. They did this. I asked questions about this and I can tell members that 
I am being shunted from pillar to post. This really does bug me. It gets straight back to the essence of what I am 
talking about. The government continues to treat the Parliament with contempt. It is a pithy little inconvenience to 
the government and it really does not care. I will tell you what, the government are dealing with lives here. The 
government should be very careful. This has become personal to me. 
During the time of a lot of bravado and chest beating, I asked a question. I was given everything that this female 
Aboriginal woman was meant to have done: the number of emails, presentations, documents et cetera that she was 
purported to have taken. Then I found a little line in one of the lines of the question a couple of days later. There 
was an “s” on “the officer”; it was plural. There was not one officer, it was plural. I asked “Hang on, is there more 
than one officer involved?” Yes. It turned out that there were 13 officers. Thirteen officers had purportedly accessed 
information. Why did the Premier and the minister not go out there and talk about the 13 officers, not just the one? 
Why did they have her house raided? With that, they said “Yes, it has gone to the CCC and police.” I waited a couple 
of weeks before I put another question in. Were any charges being laid from police and the Corruption and Crime 
Commission? No. There are no charges being laid. They have hung this woman out to dry. How dare you! Every 
single time I try to get to the bottom of it, you just send me off in another direction. Guys, let me tell you, I have 
been in this game a long time. I was a minister for almost nine years. I know that when a minister is asked a question, 
half the time, they already know the answer. I know what is going on here, not just with this individual, but with 
the 13 officers. I know the dysfunction that is occurring in the Department of Communities. The government can 
avoid me and push me off all it likes, but I am telling the members opposite that they are dealing with people’s 
lives, and be it on your head. 
I then asked over and over about the 13 officers. I got nowhere. Originally, the government was very transparent 
in providing me all this information. Then, of course, it was getting a lot of negative publicity, and this government 
hates negative publicity. Government members love giving all the headlines to the paper; they like the headlines, 
but they do not like the substance, and that is why they hate the Parliament. That is why they criticise us for 
criticising them! Then what happened? Almost immediately, the wall and the hand went up, and there was a lack of 
transparency. I would ask question after question about what was happening in the process of this case. At one stage, 
originally, they talked about possible criminal misconduct. I asked about that: what possible criminal misconduct 
has this officer engaged in? They said to put it on notice. They did not know. They did not mind the Premier talking 
about it. They said to put it on notice, so I put it on notice. 
The response I got was — 

It is not appropriate to respond to the questions as to whether any specific criminal conduct was allegedly 
committed by persons referred to in the member’s questions. 

I got that after six weeks! I put it on notice, and then they told me that they could not give me an answer. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Gold standard of transparency. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Exactly. That is my point, and my frustration. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Could I just seek a clarification? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: No, sorry. I would not mind, but I have got just two and a half minutes. I have got to 
get through this. It went on and on. I kept on asking what was the status of these officers? There are 13 officers in 
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the Department of Communities that, apparently, are still under investigation. They want to know their future. 
Every single time that I have asked, I get the same response — 

The matter remains under investigation and therefore it would be inappropriate to disclose further information 
that may compromise the integrity of the process. 

This has been going on for over 12 months. How long does it take to do an investigation into someone? Some of 
these officers are sitting at home doing nothing. I promise the minister—listen to what I am saying here—they are 
struggling. No matter what I do or how much I try, I cannot get a response. Every single time I get the hand — 

…The Western Australia Police Force advise that a response to this question cannot be provided within 
the time frame. The honourable member may wish to place the question on notice. 

I put it on notice, and I do not get a response. I kept on asking over and over the same question: “How are these 
officers going?” Every single time, it requires further investigation. I asked finally, at estimates. I said “Please, I do 
not want to know what the status is, I just want to know whether they are still under investigation”. I do not want 
to know anything about the cases. These 13 officers want to know if they are still under investigation. All I asked 
the minister during estimates was — 

When is it anticipated the investigation on the 13 FTE for allegedly leaking information to the media will 
be concluded? 

That is all I want to know. When will it be concluded? This is the response I got — 

It remains the case that the Department of Communities will not disclose further information in relation 
to any current Departmental investigation. 

How on earth can I still have that? How can I still be in this situation 12 months later when these people are sitting 
at home? The Department of Communities, which is the department that is meant to look after human welfare, is 
the most inhumane department in the government. I have asked dozens and dozens of these questions, and I am 
getting the hand. Rather than muse and have little jokes about the fact that we put these motions up, know that we 
are doing this because this government is lacking in transparency. 

Point of Order 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I am just seeking clarification from the member. He seemed to imply that no 
minister has produced travel reports so far this year. I know that I have tabled the report of my travel this year. 
I am just wanting to make sure that we are not having the member misleading the house. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am talking about the ministerial travel reports that are provided by the Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet. The minister may have provided hers to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, but 
it has not been tabled for 2022. It has not been tabled for the first two quarters. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Peter Foster): There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

HON DAN CADDY (North Metropolitan) [2.06 pm]: Members, this is indeed Groundhog Day. This is another 
motion that is written in very similar terms to the previous motion. Hon Dr Steve Thomas’s delivery is getting 
better each time, but he is still not quite there. I expect a few more of these. It will be pretty much exactly the same. 
A lecture on transparency from the Liberal Party—a party that until recently was so secretively run, that unless 
someone had the endorsement of “The Clansmen”, they could not get anywhere. 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon DAN CADDY: I know it is personal, Hon Peter Collier. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Order! 

Hon DAN CADDY: Once again, they are attacking the government with a scattergun approach, to use Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan’s words. The opposition has no alternative policy positions. There is not a hint of an intellectual debate 
in this place. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon DAN CADDY: There is no risk of you ever bringing an intellectual debate to this place! You do not even 
have transparency within your own party. It is little wonder that you do not have the courage to bring an intellectual 
policy agenda into this place. 

If members opposite want to talk about transparency, forgetting about the complete lack of transparency in their 
party room, let me get to a few things. A lot has been made today of questions on notice and travel reports. Let us 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 19 October 2022] 

 p4617d-4638a 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; Hon Dan Caddy; 

Hon Wilson Tucker; Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Darren West; Hon Kate Doust 

 [13] 

go to travel reports first, because Hon Peter Collier was up here talking about travel reports and how disgraceful 
the lack of transparency is.  

Let us have a look over travel reports for the last few years of the Barnett government. The average time to table 
a travel report was 221 days—that is over seven months. Yes, we are taking over 100 days to table ours, and I can 
see that here, but the opposition took significantly longer when they were in government to table their travel reports. 
To stand up here and have a go at this government when the figures from when the opposition was in government 
are so incredibly woeful, is just beyond the pale. 
I want to go to something Hon Dr Steve Thomas said when he gave his contribution. He talked about members on 
our side being worried about transparency with questions. I did not quite catch what it was, but it was interesting. 
It took me back a few years; in fact, it took me back to 18 February 2014. I am going to quote my good friend 
Hon Nick Goiran — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon DAN CADDY: This is when you were in government! He said — 

I rise this evening to grumble. Specifically, I want to grumble about the process at the moment for answers 
to questions on notice. 

The Liberal government was so woeful with its answers to questions on notice that its members had to get up 
themselves and have a go at it. Its members were berating it! 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
Hon DAN CADDY: I have the Hansard here, Hon Nick Goiran. The member is entitled to have a read of it. It is 
a cracking read. 
Hon Nick Goiran: With all due respect, I hadn’t interjected on what you had said. 
Hon DAN CADDY: Okay. I want to read something else, and I love these words; I want to read these words. This 
also goes to the issue of questions on notice. Many members on our side who have been here a little while might 
recall this — 

This detailed information would require considerable time, which would divert staff away from their normal 
duties, and it is not considered to be reasonable or appropriate use of government resources to provide 
this information. If the member has a more specific query, I will endeavour to provide it. 

That was the answer provided by the Liberal government to questions in this place 137 times. So before members 
opposite come in and have a shot at this government on transparency, how about they look back at the years that 
they were in government and at the answers they provided us. 
I will speak very briefly to the section 82s because I do not want to take up all the time. I know that lots of members 
want to speak. There were approximately—I want to be careful—between 60 and 70 times in the previous government 
that members opposite did not even provide the Office of the Auditor General with anything. Such was the arrogance 
of the previous government, and the ministers in the previous government, they simply did not provide information 
to the Auditor General to make a ruling. So before members opposite come in and start talking about our numbers, 
maybe have a look at that. 
It might interest members to know that in 2021, over 2 000 questions on notice were asked of us in this place. How 
many of those were marked as unreasonable? Have a guess? It was one! 
Hon Nick Goiran: Because you do not put in a section 82 notice. 
Hon DAN CADDY: Yours was a government that refused to put in section 82 notices. We have had one marked 
as unreasonable! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon DAN CADDY: If members opposite want to know what was at the core of its government, I have a great 
read here from WAtoday quoting a bloke who many members might be familiar with. He was a very senior staff 
in the previous government, a gentleman named Darren Brown. He said — 

As a vocal critic of those who advocate for total government transparency … I believe there is a place for 
some secrecy in government. 

This is a quote from a chief of staff in the Liberal government. It is from a chief of staff — 
A member interjected. 
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Hon DAN CADDY: Yes, it does. It was a quote from a former chief of staff for a current member, and he was 
a leader. It is unfortunate that Hon Peter Collier is out on urgent parliamentary business because he may have 
something to say to this. Character matters. Character matters with the people you preselect, and character matters 
with the senior staff appointments we make. A senior staffer, the chief of staff in a leader’s office, in the previous 
government said — 

As a vocal critic of those who advocate for total government transparency … I believe there is a place for 
some secrecy in government. 

That tells everyone in the state everything they need to know about how the members opposite worked when they 
were in government. 
Let us have a look. I pulled out a random question on notice from the last few weeks because I wanted to see how 
we were doing. This one happens to be a question on notice from Hon Steve Martin to the Leader of the House. 
It states — 

I refer to a recent news report by ABC Perth that claims vulnerable Western Australians are being left on 
the street after being evicted from public housing properties. 

This is interesting because it refers to something that was also said about the Department of Communities, and 
I found a horrible thing—I will not repeat it—that was said by the previous speaker. The answer is detailed. It 
gives us all the information we need to know. It tells us that the high point for public housing evictions was in 2015, 
at 315 evictions. It tells us that year to date, this government has evicted only 11 people. All the information that 
members opposite need is in this question and its answer. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Pass—political slang. 
Hon DAN CADDY: But the question is there and the answer is there. 
When the Deputy Leader of the Opposition talked about accountability and transparency, he touched on the 
Special inquiry into government programs and projects: Final report. It is a 900-page read on just how secretive 
and unaccountable the Liberal–National government was when it was in government. It is another cracking read. 
The Liberal–National government’s record of accountability and transparency was appalling, and it was not just 
the opposition at the time that was saying that. It was borne out in this special inquiry, and I will go through a few 
quotes here. For those playing along at home, page 16 states — 

A general lack of transparency and default response of ‘commercial-in-confidence’ to questions about 
the projects has led to a reduction in accountability. 

That is about the Liberal government. Page 84 states — 
Throughout the examination of the programs and projects that form the Terms of Reference for the 
Special Inquiry, evidence of over-use of ‘commercial-in-confidence’ and lack of transparency about the 
project decision-making and progress reporting was uncovered. 

I will skip a couple as I do not want to take up too much time. Pages 16 and 17 state — 
Information about estimated and actual project costs and disclosure about the ongoing costs, changing 
timeframes, contract variations, project scope creep, and emerging project risks are withheld from the 
public … 

The last one is on page 89 and states — 
… Major projects involve large contracts. There is a lack of transparency around the commercial 
negotiations, even where there would be no disadvantage to any party. 

The previous government’s record when it comes to transparency and accountability was absolutely appalling, and 
it is not only us saying that. There is a 900-page report that outlines that, and all members can read it. All the 
quotes that I have just read in are taken from it. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: So your defence of the lack of transparency currently is that, in your opinion, previous 
governments were also lacking transparency. That is the argument you put forward? 
Hon DAN CADDY: I am glad you ask that, Hon Dr Steve Thomas, because the Deputy Leader of the House stood 
up and very eloquently, and without interjections, outlined everything this government is doing and everything 
this government has had to do. 
Hon Nick Goiran: Name one thing he said. You cannot remember. 
Hon DAN CADDY: I do not have time to repeat what he said; I have plenty more to go on with. He outlined 
everything we are doing and everything we have done. I am just giving members opposite the counter picture because, 
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much as those members may like to, they cannot walk away from the disaster that they left us. They cannot walk 
away from the $40 billion of debt. They cannot walk away from the legacy of non-transparency that they left us. 
They cannot do that. It is important that it is put on the record that that is how it was. This does not sit with just the 
Liberal members; it sits with their Nationals WA colleagues as well, and I note that all the National Party members 
are away on urgent parliamentary business. 
I just want to have look at something else that may interest members. I want to talk briefly about the community 
sporting and recreation facilities fund grants because this is an interesting read. The current leader of the alliance, 
or whatever it is you guys are calling yourselves at the moment, issued a press release, coming into the last election, 
that piqued my interest, so I did a little bit of an examination of these grants and where they go. During the 
eight years of the previous government, 38 per cent of these grants went to National Party seats. The Nationals 
held 10 per cent of the seats in the lower house and got 38 per cent of the grants. The electorate of Central Wheatbelt 
received the most funding, in dollar terms—nearly 50 per cent more than the next highest electorate. In the last 
four years of the previous government, when that member was the minister who oversaw this, the per-seat average 
number of grants approved for National-held seats was 29; for Labor and Liberal-held seats, it was five. That is a ratio 
of six to one, and Central Wheatbelt topped the list. I do not want to bring forward the vision of Bridget McKenzie 
and how that all went down, but I tell members that when we look at this, we can see that the figures do not lie. The 
spend in each of these seats was phenomenal. The average spend in National Party seats was more than $3 million; 
the average spend in Labor and Liberal-held seats was less than $1 million. 
When it comes to transparency and how things are dished out, once again, members opposite come in here and 
have a go at this government about transparency, the cabinet, or whatever their grab-bag is on the day, because they 
have no policy ideas. They have nothing of value to contribute to the argument in any intellectual way. Maybe they 
should just consider their actions when they were in government. 
My final point goes to the heart of the previous government and when the report was being put together. I refer to 
a WAtoday article from 2018. It states — 

Former Premier Colin Barnett repeatedly ignored warnings from treasury about budget blowouts and 
approved multibillion dollar projects without supportive business cases, a special inquiry has found. 
In a scathing report into the Barnett government’s management of government programs and projects 
between 2008 and 2017, special inquirer John Langoulant found the government used a “temporary boom” 
in state revenues to pay for permanent promises. 

The Leader of the Opposition likes to have a go at this government for having a budget surplus, which I find 
incredible, but we are not living beyond our means, and that was the problem with the previous government. This 
goes to transparency, because Hon Colin Barnett was asked to meet with the special inquirer to talk about this. 
What did he say? What was his response when he was asked to talk about all this? He declined the invitation to 
meet with the special inquiry. That tells everyone everything they need to know about the previous government 
and the Leader of the Opposition’s party’s view of transparency. 
HON WILSON TUCKER (Mining and Pastoral) [2.24 pm]: I would like to focus on the transparency aspect 
of this motion and talk about the lack of transparency around data privacy laws in WA, and the lack of a date on 
which we can expect such laws to come into effect in WA. We are all familiar with the Optus breach that happened 
quite recently. Admittedly, that comes under the federal jurisdiction; it falls under the commonwealth Privacy Act. 
However, WA has not walked away unscathed. A number of WA residents have been impacted by that breach. A lot 
of WA residents’ private and personal information was maliciously accessed and compromised as a result. 
Western Australia was the last jurisdiction of every state and territory in Australia to reissue the drivers’ licences 
of those residents who had their information caught up in the Optus breach. I can understand that there are technical 
considerations when we talk about reissuing drivers’ licences; that identifier can potentially be used as a primary 
identifier in a database, so there are technical considerations around reindexing those databases, regenerating those 
IDs and making them available to the people who have been affected, but every other state and territory managed 
to figure out this problem before WA did. WA seems to have a mentality where we sit back, watch and wait to see 
what everyone else is doing, and then suddenly we are the last person in the room and we are forced to act. It is 
a reactive approach, rather than being proactive when it comes to data privacy. This is just one example in a series 
of examples that shows WA is not taking data privacy seriously. 
I would like members to cast their minds back to December 2016. There was a report produced titled Developing 
a whole-of-government data linkage model, by the Data Linkage Expert Advisory Group. That group was chaired 
by our hardworking Chief Scientist of WA, Professor Peter Klinken—probably one of WA’s strongest advocates—
in partnership with Professor Fiona Stanley, who is a patron and founding director of the Telethon Kids Institute, 
and Mr Giles Nunis, who is the Western Australian Chief Information Officer. The report focuses on the WA data 
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linkage system, which is a system designed to share information around different academic institutions in order to 
solve complex problems and identify trends. I am going to read from a couple of sections from this report. It states — 

WA has a long and highly successful history of linking data, dating back to the 1970s. Data were linked 
for research purposes in an attempt to identify trends and gain insights into human disease. Over the years, 
the WA Data Linkage System (WADLS) developed through a collaborative venture between the DoH, 
Telethon Kids Institute (TKI), Curtin University and The University of Western Australia (UWA). 

The WADLS is administered by the data linkage branch and delivers comprehensive, population-based data linkage. 
It is accessed predominantly by researchers aiming to identify links between disease and population data. 
This report is very complimentary of the WADL system and highlights the need for a whole-of-government approach 
to remove some of the roadblocks and some of the technical complications that can arise from a system as broad 
as WADLS, and also some of the roadblocks that will present themselves when we try to expand that system to fit 
other use cases, not only in the academic medical sector but also other use cases across WA, in various different 
agencies, in order to identify trends within the broader public to solve complicated problems for the public good 
and in the public interest. 
The report also mentioned some of the concerns that will arise if we do not implement this whole-of-government 
approach. I again read again from the report. It states — 

The protection of data used in the linking process is paramount to ensure high integrity and standards. 
Privacy legislation is an instrument that most jurisdictions across Australia have developed to protect an 
individual’s data. 
… 
… there is evidence to suggest that other States and countries are hesitant to share data with WA due to 
the lack of privacy legislation. With this concern, coupled with the requirement for a whole-of-Government 
model where data from numerous Government agencies can be accessed and linked, there is a strong need 
for privacy legislation. The review has, therefore, recommended that the State Government draft privacy 
legislation and consider the formulation of data sharing legislation. 

This report highlights a strong need for data privacy legislation. If we do not enact privacy legislation and take 
a whole-of-government approach, there will be serious downsides, and that will come at a cost to the state and to 
the Western Australian people. 
There are a number of recommendations in this report, and probably the most comprehensive one is the one I will 
read out now. It states — 

Throughout the consultation process for this review, privacy legislation was identified as potentially 
beneficial to a number of aspects of data linkage.  

These were said to include a greater privacy protection for individuals, clearer data use and release criteria, greater 
compatibility with legislated protection of privacy in other jurisdictions, and greater public trust in data sharing 
and data linkage. In very plain terms, the report recommended — 

The Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 
seek approval from Cabinet to draft privacy legislation for Western Australia. 

I will summarise the report using its own words. It states — 
The benefits of in-depth collections grow exponentially with data linkage and enable the development of 
a more refined picture of the State. When accessible, these resources are of considerable value to researchers 
undertaking a wide variety of studies, as well as policy makers working to optimise systems across 
Government. 

In 2016, WA was the world leader in data linkage. The WA data linkage system acted as a blueprint and a model 
that was copied in other jurisdictions and other countries, and acted as a shining beacon for how to share information 
across an entire sector in a way that protects the privacy of the information that is being shared within that system. 
Our own Chief Scientist highlighted a need for data privacy legislation in 2016. Since then, we have not seen anything 
happen. We have not seen anything happen under the Attorney General’s watch in the last seven years, except for 
an announcement from the Attorney General in 2019. 
I quote from the media release — 

The WA Government is proposing to introduce a whole-of-government framework to meet the twin 
priorities of protecting Western Australians’ privacy and enabling information to be safely used for 
their benefit. 
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A number of recent government reviews have recommended improved privacy protections and information 
sharing in government, including the 2016 Data Linkage Review undertaken by Professor Fiona Stanley, 
the Chief Scientist … and the former Government Chief Information Officer. 

We are singing from the same songbook. I am certainly in lock step right now with the Attorney General. In the 
AG’s own words — 

“We want to make better use of the information held by public agencies for the benefit of the community. 
But we understand we can’t contemplate the expansion of information sharing without making sure we 
get privacy protections right. 
“A Privacy Commissioner with enforceable powers … 
“The WA Government understands that privacy is important to Western Australians, and is committed to 
ensuring there is an opportunity to have a say on how to get this right for our State.” 

The Attorney General is very happy to give himself a pat on the back and collect kudos for putting out a media 
statement that says the government endorses the report and sees the need, but they are hollow words. There is 
a media release, but we have not seen any action for reform. In terms of actually implementing any legislation, the 
Attorney General is falling very short of the mark. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: You will probably have to correct the media release one day. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: I can table it. It was just a point about the chief information officer, which probably 
was not relevant. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: You don’t need to table it; we’ll get the correction in the fullness of time. 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: Okay. I will provide it to Hansard. 
To summarise and close out, we have not seen any action from the Attorney General in this space. I have raised 
the topic of a lack of data privacy legislation a number of times. WA is the only jurisdiction in Australia that does 
not have a uniform data privacy legislation that covers the public sector. The longer that we do not have this, the 
more colourful the examples we will see of the need for uniform data privacy legislation, like we recently saw 
with G2G passes. The lack of data privacy legislation means that the personal information of Western Australians 
that was collected, which it was mentioned had the sole purpose of managing the pandemic, has now defaulted to 
the public state archives. It also increases the risk of that information not being secured or handled with the respect 
that it deserves, and it is also open to risk. When we have these data breaches it also means that we erode the trust 
of the public in public institutions moving forward. 
There is an opportunity here. We need to get this right but the longer we delay, the more we expose the 
Western Australian public to risk. I will just finish up by proposing the question that I continually ask: when can 
we expect data privacy legislation in this state? 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [2.34 pm]: This motion was moved by the Leader of the Opposition. 
He also has a role as the shadow Treasurer and what he has brought to our attention is a number of concerns from 
the Auditor General of Western Australia. It may be a point lost on some members opposite but the Auditor General 
Act 2006 is actually an act that falls under the Treasury portfolio, and the Auditor General is held to account as an 
officer of the Parliament by the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. It is very interesting 
that the chair of that committee was the other speaker in support of the motion moved by the shadow Treasurer 
this afternoon. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Honourable member, is it that committee or is it the joint committee of the two houses 
which that member is still the chair of? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is actually all of the above. Thank you for that useful and intelligent interjection, 
Deputy Leader of the House. 
Once upon a time, approximately five years ago, the McGowan government promised a “gold standard” of 
transparency. It is now apparent that that fairytale has turned into a nightmare very quickly. This government has 
the unenviable record of being the most secretive government since WA Inc. The Office of the Auditor General is 
doing its absolute best, as an independent officer, to hold the McGowan government to account. This afternoon, 
we heard complaints from the Deputy Leader of the House and Hon Dan Caddy that they are, in effect, tired of 
hearing this advocacy from the opposition. They might well be tired, but the solution is for the honourable members 
to lift their game on accountability and transparency, and not to run, hide and do some research on a previous 
government’s performance in this area. It is the Labor Party that is currently in government and it is the duty of the 
opposition to hold it to account. In this particular instance, because the members have hard hearts and do not want 
to hear what the opposition has to say, we are simply pleading with them to listen to what the Auditor General has to 
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say. In order to do that, members will first need to read the annual report of the Office of the Auditor General. How 
many members opposite have a copy of the Auditor General’s report? How many of them have read the report? 
Hon Sandra Carr interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Did you say, “How many know how to read?” 
Hon Sandra Carr: How many members can read it? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I am not too sure how many members opposite know how to read. I assume all of them 
are capable of doing it; I am simply asking them to do it. 
Notably, unlike the McGowan government, the Office of the Auditor General has received a number of awards for 
its performance during the reporting period. I think that it is well placed to criticise the McGowan government on 
these issues, as uncomfortable as it might be for members opposite. I ask them to read the report, when they have 
an opportunity, and to turn to page 7, where it states — 

Of notable concern was the record number of State government entities (17) receiving qualified opinions 
on 31 separate matters for their 2020–21 audits. 

A record number! 
Hon Dan Caddy often presents passionate speeches in this place, but, with all due respect to him, when it comes to 
the work of the Office of the Auditor General, I suggest that he is breathtakingly ignorant of the work undertaken by 
that office. It is a record number by his government! Do not take our word for it, it is the Office of the Auditor General 
who put this in its most recent report.  
It will require members to turn to page 7 to read it. There they will see “record number” and “notable concern”. 
The Auditor General’s report goes on to say — 

Many of these qualifications related to key controls around payroll, procurement and information systems 
security. There was a similarly notable increase in the number of audit findings unresolved from prior years. 

Deputy Leader of the House, note the language here. It says a “similar” notable increase, which is not to be confused 
with same. I will get back to that later this afternoon. It states — 

There was a similarly notable increase in the number of audit findings unresolved from prior years. 
The passionate Hon Dan Caddy might like to note here that not only has his government got the record when it comes 
to qualified opinions, but there has also been a notable increase in the number of audit findings unresolved from 
prior years. What does that mean? The translation for those who need it is that your government ignored what the 
Auditor General said the previous year and it is still outstanding. That is why members opposite will continue to hear 
from the opposition, week in, week out, calling the government to account for this. Firstly, it is important. Secondly, 
the Auditor General is highlighting these concerns. Thirdly, remember that, once upon a time, the government’s 
leader, the member for Rockingham, promised a gold standard of transparency. Page 9 of the report, for those who 
can get past the first eight pages, reads as follows — 

Full and timely audit access remains a key concern for my Office. While this has been a long-standing issue, 
impeded access is becoming more problematic due to the delays and additional cost it is causing our growing 
work program, which no longer has a quieter period. Where access to relevant audit information is 
impeded, engagement at senior levels diverts attention in my Office as well as in entities. 

Evidently, the McGowan government has no regard whatsoever for these concerns of the Auditor General. As 
recently as last week, on 11 October, the hardworking Leader of the Opposition in this place, Hon Dr Steve Thomas, 
was doing as he should, holding the Premier to account on the late tabling of annual reports. Through the Leader of 
the House, the Premier responded as follows. I quote from Hansard — 

Most annual reports that are tabled late are due to delays in receiving the audit opinion from the 
Auditor General. 

He tried to justify his poor performance in government by trying to throw the Auditor General under the bus. The 
Auditor General is not having a bar of it. The Auditor General has exposed the Premier and the McGowan Labor 
government saying, “Full and timely audit access remains a key concern for my Office.” She says “timely”; that 
means if information is hidden from the Auditor General, she cannot fulfil her function and issue her opinion, 
which the Premier suggests is the reason for the delay. Nothing could be further from the truth. The reason for the 
delay of annual reports is not the fault of the Office of the Auditor General. It is the fault of the McGowan government. 
The Auditor General’s report goes on to say — 
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During the year we sought legal advice from Senior Counsel to clarify access powers and inform a program 
of engagement with the Government and key stakeholders, with a view to providing the sector with clarity 
around the information we can obtain and how it is used. I am hopeful this will resolve what has been an 
enduring operational impediment and lead to greater efficiency in the audit process for both our Office and 
the entities we audit. 

On page 59, it continues — 
Of great concern from our 2020–21 audits was the number of entities with serious deficiencies requiring 
a qualified opinion on financial statements, controls or KPIs. 

What is the government doing about that? The Deputy Leader of the Opposition and Hon Dan Caddy, instead of 
responding to these serious concerns about serious deficiencies from the Auditor General—matters that have not 
been addressed since last year when they were drawn to the government’s attention—ran behind the defence of 
Colin Barnett. That was their defence. It was something from five, six years ago or longer. What about these ones? 
Hon Dan Caddy: It was not just Colin Barnett, it was the whole government and I spent 30 seconds talking about it. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I appreciate Hon Dan Caddy’s honesty. He admits he was running and hiding behind the 
Barnett government with the accountability of his own government. I find that breathtaking but it is no surprise, 
with all due respect to the honourable member, given his breathtaking ignorance on the section 82 process. I was 
quite stunned and I would encourage other members, when they get the opportunity to do so, to grab the Hansard 
tomorrow and see what the honourable member had to say about the section 82 process. He demonstrated that he 
does not understand how it works. 
Hon Dan Caddy: I understand the process. I did not talk about the process. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Evidently not, because if he understood the process, he would know it is the responsibility 
of the minister to deliver a section 82 notice. That is what starts the whole process. As recently as yesterday, the 
honourable member’s leader, the Premier who cannot trust anyone else to be the Treasurer so has taken it upon 
himself, said the following during parliamentary question time in response to my question. I asked him about the 
2020 review that was undertaken by the Public Trustee’s office. Yesterday in question time, through the Minister 
for Emergency Services, he indicated that — 

The Department of Treasury has the review commissioned by the Public Trustee in 2020 … 
He admits in the answer that the department has it in their possession. I asked whether the 2020 review would be 
tabled. Was it tabled yesterday, honourable member? When is it going to be tabled? That triggers a section 82 notice. 
Being a self-appointed expert that he apparently is on section 82 notices, Hon Dan Caddy should be knocking on 
the Premier’s door and saying, “Get the section 82 notice into the Parliament quick smart because you are breaching 
the law of Western Australia.” However, I suspect he is unfamiliar with that process. If he were, he would realise 
that the reason there are so few audit opinions on section 82 at the moment, as outlined by the Office of the Auditor 
General, is that — 
Hon Dan Caddy: Try page 59. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is page 69. 
Hon Dan Caddy: Keep going. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: If the member is going to interject, at least make sure it is accurate. Page 69 is titled 
“Opinions on ministerial notifications”. The reason there are so few of them is that McGowan government ministers 
will not issue any section 82 notices. That is how obsessed they are with secrecy. In fact, they have a blatant disregard 
for the law of Western Australia. I have said it before that they have breached the law of Western Australia more 
than a thousand times. They do not care. With all due respect to the honourable member, is absolutely absurd to 
run and hide behind the Barnett government as some kind of shield when his government refuses to comply with 
the law with section 82 notices. The Premier needs to do that as a result of yesterday’s answer. This is one of 
a plethora of examples that I can provide honourable members. This is hot on the heels of the Premier trying to 
throw the Office of the Auditor General under the bus. That is why there are so few ministerial notifications at the 
moment. The ministers simply will not notify. This leads to some serious concerns. 
I draw to members’ attention that there has been a crisis brewing for some time with the availability of liability 
insurance for out-of-home care providers. These are some of the key people assisting us in the child protection 
portfolio. They have a significant problem in obtaining insurance. Why is that? As a result of the recommendations 
from the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, all states and territories, including 
Western Australia, abolished limitation periods for child sexual abuse matters. That is something that had my 
support. I am on the record repeatedly supporting it. However, one of the consequences was that insurance providers 
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are no longer providing insurance to foster and residential home care providers. This is a serious concern. To the 
extent that I can be charitable to the McGowan government, it recognised the concern last year. In November 
last year, as I understand it, the government decided to provide a temporary indemnity for one year. That was for 
one year in November last year. If it is not obvious to members, November is only around the corner. As the shadow 
Minister for Child Protection, concerned about the arrangements for these out-of-home care providers, I asked the 
Premier in his dual capacity as Treasurer what is happening with this matter. After two questions from me, the 
Premier quickly ran and hid behind the Minister for Child Protection and said, “Any further questions on this 
matter are not for me. You need to ask the Minister for Community Services.” I asked the Minister for Community 
Services about this last Tuesday, the same day on which Hon Dr Steve Thomas asked his question of the Premier, 
who tried to throw the Auditor General under the bus, only to expose himself. On that day, I asked the Minister 
for Community Services the same questions that I have been asking the Premier and the following was the response 
as provided by the Leader of the House — 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. I am advised that additional time is required 
to respond to the question, and the minister therefore asks the honourable member to place this question 
on notice. 

That is going to take another month! In the meantime, what are the out-of-home care providers going to do about 
their insurance? It might interest members to know that I have been told by the sector that all other states in Australia 
have extended coverage until the end of 2023. Perhaps this goes to the point made earlier by Hon Wilson Tucker 
that Western Australia always seems to be the last jurisdiction to come to the party. What is going to happen with 
that? Perhaps Hon Dan Caddy could direct some of his passion towards this area and knock on the doors of the 
Treasurer and the Minister for Child Protection; Community Services and say, “What’s going to happen with 
regard to insurance for these out-of-home care providers? I have heard the opposition raise it but it doesn’t sound 
like we’ve got any answers in the McGowan government and I’m concerned about that.” That would be a good 
use of his time. In the meantime, we are simply told to wait another month and put it on notice, which is absolutely 
consistent with the approach taken to Hon Peter Collier and the rounds of questions that he has been asking. It is 
always talk to the hand and put it on notice, and when the answer comes back from the question put on notice, it 
is a non-response. The people in the sector cannot wait any longer. We are running dangerously close to the November 
deadline and it gives me no confidence whatsoever to think that the Premier, in his capacity as Treasurer, after 
a mere two questions, had to run and hide behind the child protection minister because it was getting too hot for 
him to handle. When I asked the question of the child protection minister, she raised the defence of, “Put it on notice. 
I need another month.” How complicated was the question? The question was — 

Who made the decision in November 2021 to grant the temporary indemnities for 12 months? 
Why would the government need another month to provide that information to Parliament? The second question was — 

On what date was the minister first informed of the decision? 
The fact that the Minister for Child Protection cannot answer that question makes me wonder whether she was 
aware of it at all. The third question was — 

Which non-government organisations are covered by these temporary indemnities? 
One would assume that if the McGowan government was providing temporary indemnities to a certain number of 
organisations in November last year, it would know who they are. Print the list—tell us which organisations. The 
government does not need another month. The last question was — 

Will the minister table the most recent briefing note or similar document she has received about these 
temporary indemnities, which are set to expire next month? 

Apparently, it takes another month to find the last briefing note. I would have thought that this matter was of such 
importance and such a priority that the government would be getting weekly briefings on it. Every other state and 
territory in Australia has sorted it out except for us. With all due respect, government members should not lecture 
us and they should not cry to us about being tired of motions about transparency and accountability. If they do not 
like it, they can blame the member for Rockingham, because he was the one who said that his government would 
adhere to a gold standard of transparency. The moment he said that, he knew he could expect the opposition to hold 
him to account. Evidently, this government has not been adhering to any sort of standard that could possibly resemble 
gold because the Office of the Auditor General is repeatedly shouting about this through the reports that it issues. 
I now see that the government, as of today, has been dragged kicking and screaming to make some amendments to 
the Auditor General Act 2006 because it has consistently tried to hide behind different defences—cabinet-in-confidence, 
commercial-in-confidence, legal professional privilege and the like. The Auditor General obviously needs to see 
those documents to determine whether it was reasonable that they were withheld from Parliament. There is no point 
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in having the process of an independent umpire to give an opinion if they cannot see the documents in the first place. 
This point has been raised on multiple occasions by the Office of the Auditor General. 
This motion most definitely has my support. It is clearly the case that in 2017, the Premier made the commitment 
of a gold standard of transparency. The record reflects that that has not been delivered. Even if government members 
do not want to accept the views of the opposition, one would assume that some weight would be given to the 
independent views of the Office of the Auditor General. This has been raised on multiple occasions and this most 
recent report highlights these multiple qualified audit opinions—not multiple in some kind of vague fashion; it is 
a record. As we have discussed particularly in recent days—I suspect it will be coming up in debates later today—
there has been a declining standard of parliamentary accountability under this government. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [2.55 pm]: Obviously, as the Minister for 
Emergency Services said, we will not be supporting the motion. As the minister said, this is another tired old 
Wednesday with the opposition being negative and running down the government, running down the state—running 
down everything. I am sorry to tell opposition members that Western Australia is the envy of Australia. Our debt 
is reducing and our economy is strong. We have managed COVID and people are safe. This is a popular government. 
I am sorry to tell members opposite that our debt will be down to $29 billion, whereas the deficit of Victoria and 
New South Wales this year will be $19 billion, two-thirds of our total debt. The government is doing well and 
governing for Western Australia. People would hardly think that this state is the envy of Australia if they listened 
to the opposition, which is what it calls itself. We are not going to support this negative motion, which runs down 
the state and states that the government is not doing its job and is not transparent, especially from this lot. 
Members may be aware that for a while now, there has been a push for a federal Corruption and Crime Commission 
equivalent, a federal Independent Commission Against Corruption, which has been opposed vehemently by the 
coalition, the state opposition’s federal colleagues. It was the catalyst for a lot of the teal independents running 
campaigns and being elected to federal Parliament. People want accountability, but they certainly were not getting 
it from the federal Liberal–National coalition. It stuck its heels in and its elbows out and refused to be dragged, 
kicking and screaming, to meaningful oversight at the federal level. That is the opposition’s federal leadership and 
its parties—the federal Liberal–National coalition. I will not let the National Party off on this because it is worse 
than the Liberals in the areas of accountability, financial mismanagement and general hopelessness in government 
and in opposition. 
Having said all that, I encourage the state opposition to keep doing what it is doing. It is really good when I go out 
into my electorate, which is predominantly conservative, and people say to me, “How’s it all going?” I always say, 
“That’s a matter for you. You’re an elector and it’s up to you to tell us how we’re going.” They always, almost to 
a person, say, “There is no opposition, is there?” That is the view of the Western Australian people, and I think it is 
true. Over there on the opposition’s side of the house, we see a largely—there are a few exceptions—lazy, talentless, 
dispirited and disinterested opposition in Western Australia. It is a great shame. 
Hon Donna Faragher interjected. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Member, I did say that there are some exceptions. But, generally speaking, that is what 
the electorate is seeing. 
We come in on a Wednesday and we listen to condemnation of a sound government that has managed the state’s 
finances, got people back to work, engaged Western Australian businesses and engaged regional businesses. It is 
also doing great things in the space of hydrogen and it has fixed the economy, yet all we hear is negativity. People 
do not like that. People are very proud to be in Western Australia. They are very proud of what we have achieved 
together through the COVID pandemic. Keep doing it, by all means; it is good for the government to have such an 
opposition. But I wish that we could get on to something more constructive on Wednesdays and talk about the 
future and how things could be better. I know we go back to the Barnett years, which was the worst government 
in Western Australian history. There is no doubt about that. As I have said, its carcass has become the worst 
opposition in Western Australian history, which is a great shame. The Barnett government blew the finances and 
lost the AAA credit rating. A lot of people lost their jobs. A lot of businesses went to the wall because the Barnett 
government could not manage the state’s finances. The Nationals were out of control, throwing money around like 
a drunken sailor to benefit themselves and their electorates. We saw it all. The Langoulant report outlined what 
happened in great detail, but opposition members come in here and we hear what we are hearing from them. They 
can keep chucking rocks around their glasshouse—that is terrific—but it does not help anyone. 
The government is accountable. There are accountability mechanisms. Members opposite talked about answers to 
questions they ask in Parliament, most of which are garbage. They are all long and nonsensical and they follow 
a theme. I have been in opposition and I know what you need to do. We were a successful opposition, because we 
got the government of the day, the Barnett government, thrown out. It is not easy in opposition, but members opposite 
have got to do better than they have been doing. 
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HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [3.01 pm] — in reply: If members 
wanted a demonstration of the government’s lack of accountability and transparency, despite its 2017 gold standard 
claim they would only have to listen to the debate today. The good points made by the opposition were once again 
ignored by the government. Government members simply went on with their usual defence, which is to blame 
previous governments. That is the particular line of defence of Hon Dan Caddy and the minister. 
Hon Dan Caddy interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I was going to blame Hon Dan Caddy but he said, “No, no, blame the Deputy Leader 
of the House”. I am glad Hon Dan Caddy pointed to that side, because the Minister for Emergency Services deserves 
a fair share of the blame as well.  
The defence of this government is always, “Well, we don’t have to maintain a standard because in our opinion 
standards weren’t maintained in the past.” The government jumps back to the standard defence.  
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Here we go, members opposite cannot work in the 2020s, they have to go back a decade.  
Let us deal with a couple of the defences of the government. I fully expected the minister to use as a defence the 
Auditor General Amendment Bill 2022, which was read into the other chamber today, saying that the government 
is acting. That is fine. There is a little bit of action, but I will make this point. Clause 8 is the most important part of 
that bill. Under that clause, proposed new section 36D will give the Auditor General access to some material, but 
the title of this proposed section is “Confidential material must not be disclosed”. Proposed section 36D(1) lists 
that material as parliamentary privileged material, protected material and restricted material; and, just as an example, 
I refer to the definition of protected material, which is also in clause 8 but is defined under proposed section 32A(1). 
Proposed section 32A(2) reads — 

Whether or not it is restricted material, an item of requested material is protected material if — 
(a) it relates to proceedings, deliberations or decisions of Cabinet or of any committee of Cabinet 

(including proposed or contemplated proceedings, deliberations or decisions); or  
Basically, the government will still say that any discussions it has might be something cabinet talked about so it 
will not give access to the public or the opposition, but it will potentially give access to the Auditor General as 
long as the Auditor General does not identify that to anybody. We will debate that bill in the fullness of time.  
I have to respond to the comments around ministerial notifications under section 82 of the Financial Management Act. 
If members turn to the section highlighted on page 69 by my friend Hon Nick Goiran, they will note a flurry of activity 
starting in 2014 for ministerial notifications. Members should bear in mind that section 82 deals with ministerial 
notifications received by the Auditor General. The Auditor General received 13 in 2014–15, 10 in 2015–16, and 
23 in 2016–17. The figures for the first two years of the McGowan government were okay, but then the figures 
were 27 in 2017–18, 27 in 2018–19 and 14 in 2019–20 before it dropped to four in 2020–21 and three in 2021–22. 
What happened? In the first year of the McGowan government, probably because there was some balance in the 
upper house and the government could be held to account because it lost the occasional vote in the Legislative Council, 
the government decided it might deal with the questions it was refusing to answer. When we get, effectively a no, 
“I am not providing that information”, ministers would make something of an effort, as they did in the previous 
government, to alert the Auditor General, who would then deal with it. What happened in 2020–21 and 2021–22, 
when the figures turned around and we are back to four and three? We had an election and suddenly the balance 
in the chamber changed. The government no longer has to deal with a balanced chamber and it does not have to 
treat the house of review, the Legislative Council, with respect, so ministers stop referring questions. They also 
get very clever. As I said before, they stop answering questions with a no, and they put in “maybe in the fullness 
of time at the appropriate juncture”. That comes straight from the mouth of Sir Humphrey! The government now 
sees that because it has answered in a way that does not give a real answer, it does not have to move on a section 82 
notification because it has given an answer that is not an answer. It gives a half-hearted answer that does not give 
any direction and, even if that happens, it will not send anything off to the Auditor General anyway. The 
transparency of this government is a joke. It has long been a joke and it needs to improve.  

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting President (Hon Jackie Jarvis) casting her vote with the noes. 
Bells rung and the house divided. 

Point of Order 
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Hon KATE DOUST: The convention is that once the doors have been locked if a member is on the wrong side 
of the chamber during a division that is where they should remain. I notice that a member walked in as the doors 
had been locked and crossed the floor after you had already commenced.  
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Jackie Jarvis): I will take advice. 
I am advised there is no point of order. The timing was tight, but I understand there were members crossing the 
floor on both sides, so it seems to have evened itself out, so I will continue.  

Division Resumed 
The division resulted as follows — 

Ayes (10) 

Hon Peter Collier Hon Sophia Moermond Hon Neil Thomson Hon Nick Goiran (Teller) 
Hon Donna Faragher Hon Tjorn Sibma Hon Wilson Tucker  
Hon James Hayward Hon Dr Steve Thomas Hon Dr Brian Walker  

 

Noes (18) 

Hon Klara Andric Hon Peter Foster Hon Shelley Payne Hon Matthew Swinbourn 
Hon Dan Caddy Hon Lorna Harper Hon Stephen Pratt Hon Darren West 
Hon Sandra Carr Hon Jackie Jarvis Hon Martin Pritchard Hon Pierre Yang (Teller) 
Hon Stephen Dawson Hon Alannah MacTiernan Hon Samantha Rowe  
Hon Kate Doust Hon Kyle McGinn Hon Rosie Sahanna  

            
Pairs 

Hon Colin de Grussa Hon Sue Ellery 
Hon Martin Aldridge Hon Ayor Makur Chuot 
Hon Steve Martin Hon Dr Sally Talbot 

Question thus negatived.  
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