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CORONAVIRUS — GOVERNMENT RESTRICTIONS — EASING 
Motion 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [1.09 pm]: I move — 

That this house — 

(1) recognises the significant impact that COVID-19 has had on the Western Australian community 
and economy; and 

(2) requests that the Leader of the House representing the Premier and the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Minister for Health table all health and other advice provided to government to assist it in 
making decisions to lift or relax restrictions it has imposed as a result of COVID-19. 

Two months ago, we debated a non-government business motion moved by Hon Alison Xamon about the impacts 
of COVID-19 on the community. That was at a time when we were just moving into this pandemic. I would like 
to think that we are now moving out of it, and I think it is only appropriate that we ascertain what the community 
and the Parliament has done to get to this point, the exit phase. As we all know, the COVID-19 pandemic is 
a once-in-a-century event that has had an enormously detrimental impact on pretty much everyone in the community. 
For a number of people, it has had a very detrimental impact—they have lost their jobs or their businesses. Of 
course, the ultimate impact has been the hundreds of thousands of lives lost across the globe. This pandemic has 
completely reshaped the way in which we live our lives. Many people have found that, for the very first time in their 
lives, they are no longer in control of their sheltered little environment or world, and that something completely 
external to them is determining their future. That is why I feel it is important to ascertain exactly where we are at 
and make sure we are better prepared in case anything like this occurs in the future. 

The pandemic has been very confronting. I will reinforce some of the comments I made in my contribution to 
Hon Alison Xamon’s non-government business motion. One of the most confronting things for people was that 
they did not know what was happening, so panic set in in the community—literally. Members can laugh about it 
now, but at the time there was the almost bizarre situation of there being a run on toilet paper. Apparently, there 
was never an issue with the supply of toilet paper, but there was a run on toilet paper, just as there was on pasta, rice 
and soap. There was a run on items for which there were plentiful supplies, but because people did not know what 
was going on with the pandemic, fear set in in the community. Of course, that impact was minuscule in comparison 
with the impact on people’s employment, health and family lives. The problem was that people did not know. Of 
course, knowledge is power. The more one knows, the easier it is to cope. Both levels of government have been 
very good and effective in informing the public about the situation over the last two months. It has been a very difficult 
situation. This is not something that governments can write a manual for—it came out of the blue. I commend both 
levels of government, for the most part, for the manner in which they handled the pandemic. Having said that, we 
still have to learn from it. 

I would like to go through, first of all, the impact of the pandemic on the community as a whole. As I have said, it 
has been extraordinary. As I mentioned in my contribution to the debate on Hon Alison Xamon’s motion, the 
pandemic has not had much of an impact on me personally, and I am sure that would be the case for most people 
in this chamber. However, it has had a phenomenally detrimental impact on a lot of people in our electorates. 
To reinforce that, I will go through a few statistics to show just how devastating this pandemic has been not only 
for the community in Western Australia, but also nationally and globally. In Western Australia, the shutdown in 
response to the virus destroyed 62 000 jobs in a single month, causing the largest month-on-month reduction in 
Western Australian employment since records began. This followed the loss of 8 400 jobs in March. When the 
two months are added together, almost every job that was created by the current government since March 2017 was 
lost as a result of the pandemic. On top of this, 67 600 Western Australians are on the federal JobKeeper scheme. 
The unemployment rate increased from 5.4 per cent in March to six per cent in April. Although this does not seem 
too bad, the devil is always hidden in the detail. Closer inspection of the figures shows that 57 600 people were 
deemed to have left the workforce and were therefore technically not unemployed. The labour force participation 
rate fell from 68 per cent in March to 65.2 per cent in April, which was also the largest fall on record. Finally, 
200 000 people are now underemployed in Western Australia, which is an increase of 61 900 people who are 
unable to work the number of hours they would like to. If every person who lost employment in March and April 
was counted as having stayed in the labour force and was therefore unemployed, the real unemployment rate would 
be around 9.3 per cent in Western Australia, and if every one of the 67 800 people on JobKeeper had become 
unemployed, the unemployment rate in WA would be 10.8 per cent. Under either scenario, that would be the 
highest unemployment rate for almost 30 years—since the 1990s recession. In anyone’s language, that level of 
unemployment is extraordinary. One of the most compelling images of the pandemic that I witnessed was the line of 
unemployed Australians waiting to apply for JobKeeper or welfare payments. As I have said before, it must have 
been debilitating for those people to have television cameras thrown in their faces, knowing full well that they 
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would be shown on the six o’clock news that night as being unemployed. Imagine the decline in the self-esteem 
of people who had to rely on welfare for the very first time in their lives. 

We can look at the retail figures. Retail turnover in WA grew by about 10 per cent in March in seasonally adjusted 
terms. This was the largest monthly increase in 40 years. However, it should be highlighted that the increase in retail 
turnover was mostly driven by panic buying, particularly in the larger retail sector. Liquor store turnover was up by 
26 per cent per month, month-on-month, and there was significant growth in spending on groceries, pharmaceutical 
and cosmetic products, and other household goods. That, in itself, highlights a hidden issue with the pandemic—
that is, an increase in alcohol consumption and, without a doubt, the peripheral impact of that on domestic violence, 
which, without a shadow of a doubt, has increased significantly over the period of the pandemic. 

Other industries saw immediate falls. In shuttering all but essential retail businesses, turnover fell by more than 
10 per cent for department stores and takeaway food outlets, more than 20 per cent for cafes and restaurants, and 
approximately 37 per cent for clothing retailers. The impacts of COVID-19 on the business community are 
multifaceted and widespread. Around 85 per cent of Western Australian businesses have experienced reduced 
consumer spending, and 41 per cent have had their supply chains disrupted. The Australian Hotels Association 
indicated that between 1 500 and 2 000 businesses were forced to close and approximately 40 000 Western Australians 
lost their jobs within the hospitality sector. The tourism industry lost $3.1 billion and more than 30 000 jobs as three 
months’ worth of bookings were cancelled and refunds paid to customers following the introduction of regional WA 
travel restrictions. It goes on and on. In the mining sector, 47 per cent of exploration companies ceased all exploration, 
27 per cent ceased most exploration and 74 per cent did not believe that their cash reserves would last the year. 
Nearly half of the mining companies had planned redundancies. Of those, 97 per cent had actual or planned 
redundancies of between one and 10 employees, 75 per cent had already reduced wages or adjusted salaries down 
for employees, and 69 per cent did not believe it would be possible to raise capital in the next six months. 

I have pages of those statistics. Everyone in this room has stories to tell. People who have been directly impacted 
by the pandemic have come into our electorate offices. My office at Warwick has been inundated by not just 
storekeepers from Warwick Grove Shopping Centre, who are really struggling in this environment, but also 
everyday people who are worried about what to do. How can they access JobKeeper? How can they access welfare? 
How can they access basic, fundamental services? 

Of course, the federal government has done a very good job with JobKeeper and JobSeeker, which I think have 
been really good at ensuring that people could be retained on a salary until we come out of this terrible pandemic. 
Having said that, the mind is a battlefield. If people do not control their mind, it will control them. For many people 
who are living with uncertainty, life must be a daily struggle. They simply need to know where we are going. As 
I said, both the state and federal governments have been very good at providing as much information as possible. 
There has been a degree of mixed messaging, but given the severity of the pandemic, I acknowledge that that was 
absolutely inevitable. Having said that, there are areas that we need to learn from. 

Quite frankly, I think the Prime Minister’s move to create a national cabinet was a positive step forward. We saw 
the collective cooperation between the state and territory jurisdictions and the federal government. That worked 
relatively well until we started to get back to that base level of politics, which is happening at the moment with the 
borders and a number of other issues. We are starting to play off one jurisdiction against another based on political 
colours, and also the federal government and the state government. The Al Kuwait incident is one example in 
which perhaps the Premier needed to get some knowledge before he opened his mouth and blamed the federal 
government. That was completely unfortunate, and perhaps if the Premier had been more informed at that stage 
and had been aware that the federal government had in fact provided information to the state government, he would 
not have gone out and tried to blame the federal government. Again, it is a time when people simply need certainty. 
They do not like the bickering that occurs at the state or federal level of government. They want certainty. There 
is so much uncertainty at the moment that when they see politicians bickering amongst themselves, it does not 
remotely provide them with a sense of security. As I said, we on the opposition benches have been as cooperative 
with the government as we possibly can to ensure that all COVID-19 legislation has passed in a seamless fashion; 
and also, we have not gone out and lambasted the government on a particular area that we disagree with. There 
may be areas of disagreement—for example, we disagree on the border issue—but having said that, fundamentally, 
I would like to think that the cooperation that has existed at the state level of government over the last two months 
has provided a degree of comfort for the Western Australian public. 

We need to look at the border issue. There is a contradiction in the information that is being provided by the federal 
government, and Australia’s Deputy Chief Medical Officer, and the state government. I acknowledge that there is 
enormous support for the state government’s strong stance on borders, but it is literally having a devastating impact 
on the tourism industry and the retail sector, which rely very heavily on interstate visitors. The Australian Deputy 
Chief Medical Officer said that he could not see any medical reason why states should remain shut off. 
Western Australia, Queensland, South Australia and the Northern Territory are all maintaining hardline approaches 
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on border closures amid of fears of a second wave of infections. Deputy Chief Medical Officer Paul Kelly said 
that it was up to each state to decide when they would open their borders, but added, “From a medical point of 
view I can’t see why the borders are closed.” Mr McGowan hit out at Professor Kelly and said, “I don’t know who 
Paul Kelly is, clearly not the singer”, which was unnecessary and, quite frankly, demeaning. He did not need to 
say that. My point is that the Deputy Chief Medical Officer of Australia is providing different information from 
the Western Australian medical advice. I acknowledge that it is up to the state to make that decision, but I would 
like to know whether it was medical evidence that provided the state government the stimulus to retain the closure 
of the borders, and that is why I have asked for the information to be provided. Is it a health issue or a political 
issue? If it is a health issue, we have an issue because there is a contradiction in the advice of two very senior 
members of the health sector, and that contradiction needs to be clarified. 

I asked a question about this yesterday. Thousands of people have been coming into Western Australia over the 
last few months. I asked how many people have come in from other states, and the answer was that 15 772 people 
have been to Western Australia via domestic airline travel. I was also advised that 4 367 people have been to 
Western Australia via international airline travel. Evidently, tens of thousands of people are coming into 
Western Australia. Where is the logic behind the medical evidence or the decision about retaining the closure of 
borders? I do not have a problem if the government has made that decision on a pure political basis, but it should 
try to justify it from that perspective so that it can give some solace to particularly the tourism and retail sectors 
and the people in Broome. I heard an interview today with Ron Beacham from Broome Caravan Park, who could 
not work out why the borders are still closed. Those businesses rely very heavily on interstate tourists for their 
livelihood. Yes, we are coming out of the pandemic. The number of COVID-19 cases has pretty much flatlined 
for the last four weeks. I would like some information from the government to determine whether the decision to 
retain the border closures is based on medical evidence or is a political decision. 

The other issue that is causing consternation at the moment is the demonstrations, which are fascinating. It seems 
that we have a pandemic for six days of the week, but next Saturday does not count. The pandemic will not exist 
in Western Australia next Saturday, because a demonstration is being held that could potentially attract up to 
10 000 people. The demonstration has been moved from Hyde Park to Langley Park because the organisers do not know 
how many people will turn up; maybe it will be 5 000 people. We saw tens of thousands of people demonstrating 
in Sydney, Brisbane and Melbourne last weekend—places where the COVID-19 rate has not flatlined. They still 
have outbreaks of this virus on a daily basis, so how on earth can the government justify allowing a demonstration? 
Quite frankly, the Aboriginal deaths in custody issue is valid, but a demonstration in the middle of a pandemic? 
Why do tourism operators not demonstrate in Langley Park? I would like to see whether the police would allow 
that. What about small business owners or the unemployed? Is it a selective issue? Is it based on a political decision 
or medical evidence, because all we hear about is the medical evidence, such as the two-metre rule? I have no 
problems with that and the Western Australian public has no problem with that, but we have a problem with the 
mixed messaging. The Premier was strident on Saturday—no, he was not going to intervene. He was literally going 
to allow that protest to go ahead unabated. He has changed his mind over the last 24 hours. I think he put his finger 
up and saw that the mood has shifted a little bit. Perhaps the people of Western Australia saw it for what it was. 
I want to know. As I said, I do not diminish the issue, but do we really need a demonstration in Langley Park, 
which could potentially attract 10 000 people, during the middle of a pandemic? Do we really need that? That is 
what I would like to know. The issue commenced with the death of George Floyd in the United States and it has 
transcended the entire globe. Hundreds of thousands of people are demonstrating right across the world in countries 
in which thousands of people are dying every day. Surely, we have to have some consistency in our messaging. 
Surely, we have to have some consistency with where we are going. If we have one standard on Friday, why is it 
different on Saturday? If we have one standard for a group of people in our community, why is it different for another 
group in the community? If we are all in this together, which is what we keep on hearing, surely we should be 
singing from the same song sheet. I want to know whether that is based on medical evidence or a political decision. 

Having said that, the second part of my motion requests that the government table the information upon which it has 
based its decisions. I did that in an act of good faith. I worded it that way so that the motion did not “compel” the 
government to table the evidence. It is really important that the Western Australian public understands why the 
government has made this decision. Fundamentally, the Western Australian public supports the government’s decisions, 
but as we are now getting to a point at which we are seeing a bit of contradiction in the messaging, particularly 
with the demonstrations, the public really wants to know. I request that the government table this information. 

I will finish this business with the demonstration. One of the groups that has been highlighted as having been most 
affected by COVID-19 is the Aboriginal community. The Aboriginal communities in the Kimberley are still closed. 
It is the last area of the community to remain closed. Evidently, a large number of Aboriginal people are going to 
demonstrate in Langley Park next Saturday. Why is that different? That is what we need to know. Certainty is 
absolutely imperative. Yes, we are all in it together. The Liberal Party has worked in a cooperative fashion with 
the government to try to overcome this terrible pandemic and provide certainty for the Western Australian public, 
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but we need that knowledge because knowledge is power and with that power comes consistency and certainty in 
the minds of the Western Australian public. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [1.29 pm]: I want to thank Hon Peter Collier 
for moving the motion. The way in which the motion is expressed is not lost on the government. I appreciate the 
language that Hon Peter Collier used in his motion. I am responding on behalf of the government. 

The government will table the advice requested in the motion. However, as members would appreciate, the 
restrictions apply across a range of functions and a range of agencies. We are still collating the information that 
has been requested and that is relevant to what is in the motion. That will take us a bit of time. Therefore, I give 
the house an undertaking that I will table those documents on Tuesday, 16 June. 

It is certainly the case that we are in extraordinary circumstances. On 15 March 2020, the Minister for Emergency 
Services declared a state of emergency for Western Australia pursuant to the Emergency Management Act 2005, 
and appointed the Commissioner of Police, Chris Dawson, as the State Emergency Coordinator. The Minister for 
Health declared a public health emergency pursuant to the Public Health Act 2016, providing Western Australia’s 
Chief Health Officer, Andy Robertson, additional powers to manage the public health emergency, including 
quarantining people, and directing other public authorities to assist in managing the emergency. The public health 
response included the implementation of strict social distancing requirements, along with restrictions on public and 
private gatherings. Although these restrictions are gradually being eased, should community transmission occur, 
the restrictions will be revisited. 

I want to touch on one bit of language used by Hon Peter Collier that I think is important to get on the public record 
and to describe accurately. Hon Peter Collier referred to a “contradiction” in the health message and the health advice. 
I was confronted with this same argument in the quite robust debate that occurred at various points about whether 
schools should remain open or be closed. The proposition that was put constantly, for about a two-week period, 
was, “Why is it the case that we are required to keep 1.5 metres apart in Coles, but in schools no such requirement 
exists? Does that not send a mixed message? Is that not a contradictory message?” I think that demonstrates a lack 
of understanding of what public health policy is based on. Public health policy takes the clinical—or in this case 
the epidemiological—with the social and with the economic, and requires that in each particular context, we attune 
each of those three things. None of those three things has an overriding emphasis as a matter of course. Public 
health policy is about attuning each of those three things. Therefore, we will have different public health advice in 
different contexts. It is important that people understand that. 

Once those declarations had been made to respond to the pandemic, we allocated resources to the health system to 
ensure capacity. This resulted in a decrease in elective surgery, attendance at emergency departments, screening and 
dental procedures. Balancing the flexibility to respond to any future outbreaks with the need to return to business 
as usual is a key challenge for the health system and goes to what I have just described about how we attune the 
elements of public health policy. 

The supply chains were disrupted for medical items, including personal protective equipment, pharmaceuticals and 
sanitiser. Building diversified supply chains, including increasing state-based production, is an opportunity for 
innovation, but it was important that we put in place restrictions to enable us to address those supply chain matters. 

Since the outback of the pandemic and those declarations, WA Health has been at the forefront of the WA government’s 
emergency response. This has had a significant impact on the operations of Health. WA Health continues to respond 
rapidly, in a changing environment, to support immediate and ongoing health system capacity and preparedness 
to address COVID-19 and as the state moves into the response and recovery phase. 

The impacts on the Western Australian community and the economy cannot be underestimated. A coordinated 
approach across the entire health system has been implemented, using the Public Health Emergency Operations Centre, 
PHEOC and the State Health Incident Control Centre, SHICC, operating under the Emergency Management Act 
and the Public Health Act. This has highlighted the strength of a centralised coordinated health system, resulting 
in a cohesive approach. 

The broader impact on the community and the economy is not to be underestimated. This coronavirus is likely to 
be the most significant economic challenge for Western Australia since the Great Depression. It was the good work 
of the government in getting our finances in order that put us in a position to be able to respond quickly to the 
requirement to spend money on areas that obviously had not been planned. The impact of measures to contain the 
virus has indeed been felt worldwide. For example, in the International Monetary Fund’s world economic outlook 
for April 2020, the IMF downgraded its global growth forecast to minus three per cent in 2020, the worst recession 
since the Great Depression. As the federal Treasurer, Josh Frydenberg, observed earlier this week, the national 
economy is now in recession, given that contraction in the national economy in the March quarter, and the contraction 
in the June quarter will be significantly larger. This is Australia’s first recession since the 1990s. The commonwealth 
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has also forecast that in the June quarter, the unemployment rate will double from around five per cent to 10 per cent, 
but, without JobKeeper, it would likely have peaked at about 15 per cent. 

The impacts of the pandemic and the social restrictions to contain its spread have been devastating for 
Western Australian businesses and jobs. WA Treasury preliminary modelling indicates that Western Australia’s gross 
state product will contract by 5.1 per cent in the June quarter 2020. This will reduce forecast growth to 0.7 per cent 
in 2019–20, with a 3.1 per cent contraction expected in 2020–21, before returning to growth. However, even those 
forecasts should be treated with caution, given the high level of uncertainty about the impact of COVID-19. The number 
of jobs lost in Western Australia has been devastating, with a 5.9 per cent fall in the seven weeks since mid-March, 
compared with a 7.3 per cent fall nationally. For the Western Australian economy, measures of business conditions and 
confidence, as well as consumer confidence, fell sharply, to record lows. Some sectors clearly have been harder hit by 
restrictions to contain the virus than others. Although some rebound is starting to show in measures of consumer and 
business confidence as the number of cases has fallen and restrictions have been eased, we cannot take that for granted. 
Some of the forecasting institutions, including the Commonwealth Bank and the ANZ Bank, have forecast that the 
economic impact on Western Australia is expected to be one of the lowest of the states. That is due to the work 
undertaken between the government and the mining and resource sector to ensure that that sector can continue to operate, 
thereby cushioning some of that economic impact. CBA forecasts that WA’s economy will contract by two per cent 
in 2020–21, compared with 2.8 per cent nationally. ANZ forecasts that WA’s gross state product will fall by 1.5 per cent 
in both 2019–20 and 2020–21. That is the smallest decline of all the states. However, we acknowledge, smallest decline 
of all the states or not, that behind these statistics are real Western Australian businesses and real Western Australian 
families. We fully acknowledge the impacts that the restrictions have had, and are having, on households and businesses. 
I have both the privilege and sometimes the burden of being a member of the state emergency subcommittee of 
cabinet. That subcommittee meets immediately after each national cabinet meeting, and in the first few days and 
weeks of the crisis, we were meeting much more regularly than that. Some of the decisions that we have had to 
make, knowing the impact they would have on Western Australian businesses, have been some of the toughest 
decisions I have been involved in in my entire life, personal and professional. I do not ever want to be in that 
position again, because having debates about some of the things we have had to debate, and making sure that we 
canvassed all the options, has been really difficult. Nevertheless, we have been well led, not the least by Dr Andy 
Robertson and Chris Dawson, to whom I continue to take my hat off. They are two outstanding individuals. 
So far we have announced $2.3 billion of measures to support households and businesses and to ensure that our 
frontline services were well-placed to respond. The focus of these measures now is shifting from relief to stimulus 
in order to boost businesses and employment and to get our economy back on track as quickly as possible. 
Members would have heard some announcements this week, and we will continue to do that as restrictions are 
progressively eased in accordance with the public health advice in order to allow businesses to reopen and people 
to get back to work safely. The state government will make targeted investments and pull the levers available to it 
whether that is in our infrastructure spend or in my portfolio, for example, of training and workforce development. 
The government will continue to assist where it can. 
Nobody in government wants these restrictions to be in place any longer than necessary, but it would be 
inappropriate and irresponsible to get ahead of the public health advice and potentially put the wellbeing of many 
Western Australians in harm’s way. From an economic perspective, easing restrictions in line with medical advice 
is critical to avoid a potential outbreak of the virus that would result in the restrictions being reimposed. We only 
have to look at the very sharp economic contraction forecast in the June quarter to know what this cost looks like.  
Madam President, I am sure that other members want to make a contribution to this debate. I have a list of measures 
that the government has put in place. Suffice to say, it includes housing stimulus, payroll tax assistance, household 
fee relief, electricity bill credits for small businesses, tax and utility bill payment arrangements, government rent 
relief, land tax grants, apprentice and trainee grants, loan facilities for universities and local governments, support 
for the tourism sector, procurement reform, doubling the energy assistance payment for households, Keystart loan 
relief, Lotterywest funding, support for health and frontline services and, indeed, in my own portfolio, ensuring 
that kids returned to school as quickly as possible. It is with no small sense of pride that I say that we did not close 
schools. In the harshest times, when the rate of positive cases was increasing, the worst it got for us was the four days 
immediately prior to the school holidays at the end of term 1, when schools were open for supervision. The rest of 
the time, students who needed to or whose parents wanted them to attend school face to face have been able to do 
that in public schools across the state. That is in stark contrast with other states around Australia. I do fear for some 
children’s educational outcomes in other states. 
With those comments, I reiterate the commitment I made that we will table the documents. I will do that next Tuesday. 
HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [1.43 pm]: Thank you, Madam President, for the opportunity to speak 
on this excellent motion by Hon Peter Collier. There are a couple of things I want to focus on. Hon Peter Collier 
obviously looked at the health aspects. The motion says — 
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That this house — 
(1) recognises the significant impact that COVID-19 has had on the Western Australian community 

and economy; and 
(2) requests that the Leader of the House representing the Premier and the Parliamentary Secretary 

to the Minister for Health table all health and other advice provided to government to assist it in 
making decisions to lift or relax restrictions it has imposed as a result of COVID-19. 

I will concentrate on the economic aspects. It would be great to see the government commit to tabling the economic 
advice it has received from Treasury on the COVID-19 response. The Leader of the House’s response was quite 
detailed about what the government is doing, but not so much about the economic response. Luckily, in the other 
chamber, “the chamber that shall not be named”, on 28 May, the Treasurer released an economic and fiscal update 
on the COVID crisis and the March Quarterly Financial Results Report. For those of us who are economic tragics, 
these reports are very exciting reading. The reports cast some light on the debate before the house about the 
economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. The Leader of the House pointed out a couple of key things that 
were in both the Treasurer’s statement to the Legislative Assembly and the economic and fiscal update. The 
economic and fiscal update states — 

… Western Australia’s economy, as measured by Gross State Product, was projected to grow by 3.0% in 
2019–20. 

There has been a recalibration and that projected growth has now dropped. The Western Australian economy is now 
expected to grow by only 0.7 per cent this financial year and is expected to contract by 3.1 per cent in 2020–21. 
Both the Treasurer’s statement and the economic and fiscal update state that royalty collections have remained 
resilient. I find that quite amusing, and we should have a look at the detail, because I would like to know exactly 
what the financial situation is in this state and how the government proposes to manage it. I will jump to the 
Quarterly Financial Results Report tabled on 28 May and the revenue section on page 3, because that outlines the 
amount of money the government has to spend on issues, including COVID-19. It begins — 

Revenue for the nine months to 31 March 2020 totalled $24,234 million, $3,106 million … higher than 
the same period last year … 

Despite what the government has been saying for 12 months, it has made an absolute motza in revenues. The report 
continues — 

The higher revenue outcome for the nine months to 31 March 2020 primarily reflects the net impact of: 
• higher royalty income (up $1,791 million), largely due to the combined impact of: 

− a higher benchmark iron ore price, which averaged $US92.9 per tonne in the nine months to 
31 March 2020 … 

Members might remember the Treasurer’s “there will be no carbon tax under a government I lead” moment in 
February 2019, when he said that nobody was looking at the price of iron ore being $US90 a tonne for a significant 
time because that expectation—as asked about by me—was highly unrealistic. Not only did iron ore have 
a significantly higher price for the majority of 2019, but also the nine-month average for this financial year so far 
is $US92.90 a tonne. Today, I believe the spot market price is about $US103 or $US104 a tonne, and with the 
issues in Brazil, that is not likely to come down very soon. Although the government is very good at crying poor, 
its income has been significantly good. In fact, page 5 of the Quarterly Financial Results Report refers to additional 
incomes. It says that the additional revenue is also due to higher tax collections, up $451 million. That is nearly 
$500 million. It includes higher payroll tax, higher transfer duty, higher betting tax, higher insurance duty, higher 
landholder duty and higher motor vehicle taxes. The only source of additional revenue that has dropped is land 
tax, by $28 million. Basically, all the government’s tax revenues have risen significantly. 
What is the net result of these impacts on the government of Western Australia’s revenue—that is, the fiscal 
economy? That information is found on page 17. I will refer to the cash flow statement, Madam President, because 
I do not want to confuse the house with accrual versus cash accounting. Let us go with the simple version of 
cash accounting so that people understand that it is simply dollars in and dollars out, and we are not taking into 
account anything in relation to depreciation or other more technical accounting aspects. Let us have a look at this. 
In 2018–19, pre-COVID, the income—the cash received—for the nine months to 31 March was $23.3 billion. In 
2018–19, it was $27.1 billion. That is well over $3 billion of additional revenue over this year and higher than 
expected. In fact, we can even look at the figures for the three months to 31 March. That includes a little bit of 
March, when there was a bit of COVID-19 floating around. In the March quarterly period of 2018, revenue to the 
state was $7.8 billion. For that three-month period in 2019–20, revenue was $8.5 billion. Again, that is a significant 
amount of additional revenue to the state of Western Australia. The government is quite right. The Treasurer pointed 
out that the gross state product will decline—that is, the amount of money circulating in the state. We know that most 
of the resources sector is doing fairly well. Obviously, our big earner is the iron ore industry. That industry is doing 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 10 June 2020] 

 p3437b-3450a 
Hon Peter Collier; Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Simon O'Brien 

 [7] 

extremely well; currently the price is about $US104 a tonne. The state government, as well as the federal government, 
to some degree, is making significant money from that. The state government’s bottom line has so far not been 
dramatically impacted, except in an upward trajectory. There will, potentially, be some corrections to that in the June 
quarter as the economy tends to correct, but we have to remember that we are coming off an extremely high base. 
I noted that the Leader of the House suggested that the cost of the government’s COVID-19 response was $2.3 billion. 
As I have said in this place before, we need to be a bit cautious about these numbers because $400 million of that 
was, in fact, a previous election commitment to freeze household fees and charges. I am sure that a freeze on 
household fees and charges is a welcome contribution to the household budgets of the people of Western Australia, 
but that was not a COVID-19 response. It was an election action that was given to The Sunday Times as a pre-release 
in December last year, before COVID-19 reached Australia. It was called a pre-election sweetener. Obviously, the 
surreptitious briefing and leaking of those documents and this policy by the government was firmly focused on 
March 2021, because it was described as a pre-election sweetener. Let us knock a little of that figure off to find the 
government’s genuine COVID-19 response. It is a bit less than $2.3 billion because some of that spending was simply 
rebadged. I get that the government is keen to badge everything that it does now as a COVID-19 response. If it helps 
a set of ducklings across the road, that is a COVID-19 response these days! That is just the clever way to do it. Every 
dollar it spends is somehow a COVID-19 response, because it becomes somewhat newsworthy. Let us look at what 
this really means. In terms of an increase on the last financial year, even in the nine months to date, revenue has gone 
from $23.3 billion to $27.1 billion, which is a bit under $4 billion. When the government trumpets to the people of 
Western Australia that it is spending $2.3 billion on its COVID-19 response, let us take that with a grain of salt. The 
government is not bankrupting itself in the process, is it? It has received an additional minimum of $3 billion over 
expectations in this financial year based purely on iron ore royalties, without going through all the detail required 
with all the other taxes. Some of those tax revenues will decline quite significantly. Because people are nervous, we 
can expect stamp duty revenues to decline quite significantly. But to date, the expectation of a $2.3 billion spend — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: At that point in time—what date was it? March? 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is the end of March. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: That’s the end of March. Then there’s April and May. Let’s not make it look too rosy. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: There is an expectation of a decline. The government is predicting a reasonable 
decline in the economic situation in this current quarter. The government predicted three per cent growth for the 
financial year, but the WA economy is still expected to grow by 0.7 per cent in this financial year. That is based 
on the Treasurer’s statement of a week or two ago in the other place that the government is expecting 0.7 per cent 
growth. If we include the damage done this quarter, a 0.7 per cent growth in gross state product is a pretty good 
outcome. It is absolutely lumpy, because some industries are suffering quite significantly. Other industries, such 
as the iron ore export industry, are doing quite well. Do members know who else is doing quite well on the back 
of the iron ore industry and the maintained GST payments? I will come back to the GST in a bit. I have asked the 
Treasurer for some modelling on that and he basically said no. I was interested in the debate in the other chamber 
a couple of weeks ago when the Treasurer attempted to lambaste the opposition and say that it never asked him 
any questions. I have to say that I ask him questions all the time. I am still waiting for the answers. I know that the 
representing minister does his absolute best to provide answers, but he can only work with the information that he 
is given. The Treasurer has become very good in this election year at making sure that the opposition does not get 
simple answers to simple questions. That is one of the reasons that I am hoping — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: I agree with you. Although the Treasurer might have been talking about the opposition in 
the other place not asking questions, you’re very diligent up here and you do ask questions. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, minister. The minister is very diligent in trying to get answers as well. 
He is by far the best minister in the house. He works very hard. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: I don’t know. He delivers some pretty poor answers on behalf of some of his colleagues. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: He has no choice. He has to — 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Things were going so well until then. There was so much love in the room! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The minister works very hard to attempt to get answers. I do not blame him in any 
way, shape or form for the inability of the government to provide them. I would like to see some of the economic 
modelling of the next six months—the next three months in particular. I think the Leader of the House agreed to 
provide some health advice. I would ask the government to provide some economic advice. I think that the motion 
is broad enough to include that. I would like to see the Treasury modelling of the impacts, on revenue in particular. 
I think we can get a measure of expenditure, but the impact on revenue would be very interesting and an important 
part of the debate. If the government is going to cry poor in the lead-up to the election, we need to know what has 
happened to its revenue. As we have seen, in the financial year to date, the government is doing remarkably well. 
In cash terms, year to date, it is $3.5 billion above the year before. It is well above expectation. If the government 
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spends only $2.3 billion on its COVID-19 response, that basically means it is shoving $1 billion into its election 
program and campaign. Although we understand that that has to happen, it is impossible for the government to 
claim enormous credit. It is difficult to compare, but the federal government’s COVID-19 response is in the order 
of $320 billion, and has gone up a bit with a couple of recent announcements. That includes some actions by the 
Reserve Bank. In cash terms, let us knock off the Reserve Bank bit and the $60 billion that was not required for 
the JobKeeper program. It is still spending over $200 billion on its COVID-19 response. To date, this state is 
claiming to be spending $2.3 billion. In reality, it is under $2 billion, because we are taking off the election largesse 
and the election lollies, so that is less than one per cent of what the commonwealth is spending. The commonwealth 
has more capacity, so I am not suggesting that we should spend 10 per cent, but to appear to be overly generous — 
Hon Stephen Dawson: For the commonwealth—is this before the $60 billion mistake? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I just said that I am taking off the $60 billion. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Okay. I am sorry. I missed that. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I have taken off the $60 billion. I have taken off that underspend and also the 
Reserve Bank component, which probably should have happened anyway. That takes it to well over $300 billion. 
The government was claiming that it was $320 billion. It is a bit higher with a few commitments that we have 
previously seen. If we take off $120 billion or so from those two efforts, we are back to $200 billion in expenditure 
from the commonwealth government. It is a significant amount. Why is that important? I do not have enough time. 
I could talk about economics all day, but we are going to run out of time. Why is this important? I will give the house 
a very important example of why this is critical. A couple of weeks ago, the Premier and the Minister for Tourism 
announced funding for tourism operators who were struggling because of the inability of people to get out and 
about. I have enormous confidence that our domestic tourism industry will rebound, because I expect an explosion 
in the domestic tourism market of Perth tourists travelling out into the regions of Western Australia; I am immensely 
confident about that. In fact, do not worry about “Wander out yonder” in WA, which is the new tourism slogan; 
we need to get a bit more direct and get them out there. The Premier came out with the statement, which I think is 
correct, that international and domestic tourism brought $2.3 billion into this state in the last financial year that 
was measured, which I think was 2018–19, but that Western Australians spent $7.3 billion travelling interstate and 
overseas, so the difference of interstate and international tourism is a net loss of $5 billion a year to this state. Not 
all of that will convert to domestic tourism, but only a portion of that market will be needed for our tourism operators 
to be bursting at the seams. We need tourists out there and we need them using tourism ventures, and a greater 
focus by this government on that would help. 
Here is why a true financial analysis of the state of Western Australia is important. A couple of weeks ago, the Premier 
announced that $14.5 million in grants was available for tourism operators to apply for if they were suffering 
significant financial hardship. That was not necessarily a bad idea, but it came with a proviso. The proviso was that 
these operators had to be members of their regional tourism associations, and in the south west that is Australia’s 
South West. Those regional tourism associations are the large groups, but a very large proportion of tourism ventures 
are not members of those greater regional bodies. They are much more likely to be members of their local tourism 
association. In the south west they are associations such as Amazing South Coast, the Margaret River Busselton 
Tourism Association and the Geographe Bay Tourism Association. Operators are unlikely to also join a second 
tier, because there is no single point of membership. An organisation has to be a member of each of them. They have 
to be members of the large, much less representative body to get in. Thousands and thousands of businesses around 
Western Australia are excluded from this program to provide grants to tourism businesses in Western Australia. 
Why is that? On ABC radio the Premier outed himself. It is the obvious answer. If there is a program of only 
$14.5 million for tens of thousands of businesses, it will be oversubscribed overnight. On radio, the Premier 
acknowledged that the government had to keep down the amount of money it spent. That is why an operator has 
to be a member of the regional tourism association to access any of these grants. The problem is that this is 
a massively underfunded program. The government is deliberately restricting the number of people who can apply 
with some very interesting fine print based on the fact that it cannot afford to make the program wider. The 
government needs to increase that fund significantly. If the government’s total COVID-19 response is not 
$2.3 billion—even if we just take off the $400 million election lolly to make it $1.9 billion—and the government 
has an increase in revenue of well over $3 billion, I think it is being stingy. The government needs to be held to 
account for this because it is not providing the kind of response that the people of Western Australia think it is. 
People should not be hoodwinked by the amazing media coverage this government gets. They should look behind 
that to the raw data, which I hope the government will present, particularly the economic modelling that should 
be coming forward. 
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [2.03 pm]: It is a pleasure to rise on behalf of the Nationals WA to 
support the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Peter Collier. It is a very timely motion that we 
consider at this time, particularly as we have only two sitting weeks remaining after this week before we start the 
usual winter recess. 
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I want to start my contribution today on the first limb of this motion and add my remarks to those made by members 
who have spoken before me. They have made some observations about the significant challenge that our state, other 
states and territories, and, indeed, other countries have faced arising from the COVID-19 pandemic. Often people 
have said that we live in extraordinary and unprecedented times. Members who have spoken prior to me have laid 
out quite well the significant health and economic impacts of the pandemic. I suspect that the economic impact of 
the pandemic is likely to linger longer than the direct health impacts that our country has experienced and continues 
to experience, obviously on a much smaller scale than previously. Members have already spoken about the impact 
on the state’s finances, and I guess we all wait with some anticipation for the 8 October state budget to get some 
clarity around the impact on both revenue and expenditure on the state budget and the forward estimates, and 
also the significant impact on household finances. Probably the biggest impact, which will last longer than those 
two things, is the confidence of Western Australians to invest and spend money, and for those looking for work 
and who have been impacted by the pandemic, most likely more in economic terms than health terms. 

At this point, I want to congratulate governments on the role they have played across Australia at a state and 
territory level and at the Australian government level. Extraordinary leadership has been shown, and in every 
jurisdiction significant bipartisanship has been shown in supporting governments in power to make decisions. 
Criticism has been measured, and we have seen Parliaments respond in extraordinary ways to deal with the pandemic 
and make sure that government is supported in doing so. I admit that in some regards it means that we have not 
done our job as fully as we might ordinarily do, but I think that has been out of an understanding of and appreciation 
for these uncharted waters that Western Australia and, indeed, the rest of the world face in these times. 
In my mind, those decisions come with some strings attached. One of those strings is that I expect decisions made 
by governments to be free of politics and based on sound advice. This is something I want to talk about as I turn 
my contribution to the second limb of the motion. In the last few weeks and months, I have had difficulty developing 
a greater understanding from the state government about the basis on which it is making some of its decisions. 
Madam President would be aware that I made a member’s statement on a previous and recent occasion about answers 
provided to this house by the minister representing the Minister for Police. I do not want to go to the specifics of my 
member’s statement at that time, because they stand in the Hansard record of this place, but in quite an extraordinary 
circumstance I was invited by the minister’s office to seek clarity during question time on behalf of my constituents 
about how to interpret the directions of the State Emergency Coordinator that come with a penalty of imprisonment 
and a $50 000 fine, and I got a non-answer on more than one occasion. It is interesting that in these times of 
extraordinary bipartisanship for the way the government is governing that we would get such politically charged 
responses to legitimate and not politically charged questions asked in this place. I turn to a question I asked of the 
Premier on 19 May 2020, so not even one month ago. On 19 May, I asked question without notice 460 to the 
Leader of the House representing the Premier, which was a four-part question. I asked — 

I refer to the “Prohibition on Regional Travel Directions” established by the State Emergency Coordinator 
on 31 March 2020 and replaced on 17 May 2020. 
(1) Did the Premier, the State Emergency Coordinator or the State Disaster Council receive advice 

from the Chief Medical Officer of Western Australia, the Australian Health Protection Principal 
Committee or the Department of Health recommending the implementation of intrastate travel 
restrictions? 

(2) If yes to (1), on what day was advice received, and please table that advice? 
(3) Did the advice received identify that on public health grounds, travel should be restricted in the 

form and manner that was established by the State Emergency Coordinator? 
(4) Is the Premier aware that despite assurances by the Minister for Transport in answer to 

Legislative Council question without notice 334 asked by Hon Colin de Grussa, MLC, travel by 
regular passenger transport to regions with restricted access is occurring without impediment by 
the airlines or the Western Australia Police Force? 

That four-part question was legitimate. In the fourth part, it raised a legitimate concern that travel was occurring 
contrary to the regional travel restrictions instituted by the State Emergency Coordinator, whereas regional 
checkpoints had been established, so that was brought to the government’s attention. The first three parts of the 
question sought information around the advice government was receiving in informing these decisions. 
Hon Sue Ellery replied — 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1)–(4) — 

As I have previously remarked, we know it will not end well when the answer addresses all four parts of the question 
in one go — 
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The Premier meets several times a week with the COVID-19 emergency team, which includes representatives 
from the Department of Health. All advice is considered when making decisions on travel restrictions. 

That was a pretty cute answer that did not address any of the legitimate questions I had raised, including the lack 
of attention being paid to our regional airports. People were able to travel unencumbered by air to regional 
locations, yet if they travelled by road, they were likely to be intercepted at a roadside police checkpoint. On 
19 May, we got no answer to that question, despite my best attempts. Interestingly, the next day, Hon Robin Scott 
rose during questions without notice and asked this very simple question — 

I refer to the current intrastate border travel bans in place for WA. 
Will the minister release the health advice that guided the minister’s decision to open up Perth to the 
south west of the state but not to the north or the east; and, if not, why not? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied — 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
I table the attached statement from the Chief Health Officer of Western Australia. 

The parliamentary secretary tabled a media statement from the Chief Health Officer on 20 May, the day after I had 
asked my question on 19 May, and that was the advice that guided the minister’s decision. This all seems a little 
bit after the fact. On 21 May, the day after Hon Robin Scott’s question, I asked question without notice 520 to the 
parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Health. In the interests of time, I will not read out the entire 
question, but the third and fourth limb of the question asked — 

(3) Has the CMO or the Department of Health provided advice directly to the Premier, the State Disaster 
Council or the State Emergency Coordinator related to or recommending intrastate and/or interstate 
travel restrictions? 

(4) On what date was the advice identified in (3) requested and/or received and can the minister 
please table the advice? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy replied — 

(3)–(4) The advice provided to the State Disaster Council on 29 March 2020 is cabinet-in-confidence. 

I am rather confused. I am not sure that the State Disaster Council is a subcommittee of cabinet but perhaps it is and 
perhaps the government will clarify that point for me. Nevertheless, I am not quite sure how advice by the Chief Health 
Officer of Western Australia would reveal the deliberations of cabinet and therefore be cabinet-in-confidence 
in any event. Hon Alanna Clohesy’s reply on 21 May on behalf of Hon Roger Cook, the Minister for Health and 
Deputy Premier, is interesting when we contrast what the chamber was told in May with the response of the Leader of 
the House just now; that is, she will table that advice next Tuesday. What has changed between 21 May and today’s 
date, whereby cabinet-in-confidence no longer applies to these documents? Maybe the government has decided that 
it is in the public interest to table these cabinet documents. It will be interesting on Tuesday to read what is contained 
in the documents that the Leader of the House has committed to table and to see whether the statement made by 
Hon Alanna Clohesy on 21 May rings true. I will be paying close attention to that on Tuesday and reconciling it with 
the answer given to this place by the parliamentary secretary on 21 May, when information was withheld from this 
Parliament. Indeed, I am not aware whether a section 82 notice has been provided to the Auditor General about the 
noncompliance to provide information requested by the Parliament. 

In the time I have left, I want to turn to something that we in the National Party believe the government needs to 
turn its mind to. An event such as we have experienced in the last few months through this state of emergency that 
has been declared arising from the pandemic ought to undergo a special inquiry commissioned by the state of 
Western Australia. I draw members’ attention to section 24H of the Public Sector Management Act 1994, which 
enables the Public Sector Commissioner to arrange for the holding of a special inquiry into a matter related to the 
public sector. A direct quote from the Public Sector Commission website, which I have extracted for the purpose 
of this debate, states — 

Under the PSM Act, a special inquiry has powers similar to those of a Royal Commission. The Commissioner 
may exercise these powers either on their own initiative or may be directed by the Minister. 

Members may be interested that since the establishment of the Public Sector Commission in 2008, a number of 
special inquiries have been conducted under these provisions, producing reports such as the “Special Inquiry into 
Government Programs and Projects: Final Report”, which was an inquiry commissioned by this state government 
following the last election, and “Peel Health Campus: Contract Management and Clinical Outcomes”, “St Andrew’s 
Hostel Katanning: How the System and Society Failed our Children”, “Appreciating the Risk: Report of the Special 
Inquiry into the November 2011 Margaret River Bushfire” and “A Shared Responsibility: The Report of the 
Perth Hills Bushfire February 2011 Review”. There was also the Waroona bushfire special inquiry. Those last 
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three special inquiries that I have just mentioned relate to emergency events or natural disasters that occurred in 
Western Australia. 

We think that this pandemic, the state of emergency and its response by the government and its agencies ought to 
be subject to a special inquiry. That is not to apportion any blame or guilt to any person, but the government has 
repeatedly said that it faces uncharted waters and it is making decisions that have not been made before. It is 
therefore important, particularly as we speculate whether we will see a future event—a second wave or a third wave 
or another strain of a virus affecting our country—that we are better prepared than we were this time. A special 
inquiry could consider a number of areas. The most critical part that could be considered by a special inquiry is 
our preparedness to respond. Given the success of the containment and control of the virus, the response of our 
health system in particular has not been tested to the level that it has been in other countries. If we had had 
a different response in Western Australia from government, its citizens and other factors that have influenced that 
containment strategy, we may well have found ourselves in a similar position to that of other countries. We have 
not seen a large number of hospitalisations but we have seen in other ways significant impacts on our health 
system; for example, how our health sector was unprepared, both public and private, for the most basic of personal 
protective equipment provisions and how that resulted in the cancellation of elective surgery—not because we did 
not have hospital space, doctors, nurses or theatres, but because we did not have enough PPE. We have seen how 
the state of Western Australia relied upon the Minderoo Foundation, a private citizen and a private foundation in 
Western Australia, to go and procure supplies from China to make sure that we had the supplies we needed to 
protect our frontline workers in our healthcare system. Obviously, the benefit of hindsight is wonderful to have. 
This morning, I observed an hour of the special inquiry that is occurring in New South Wales into the arrival of 
the Ruby Princess in Sydney. That inquiry in New South Wales is underway and examining a range of matters 
under its terms of reference. It is interesting that the NSW inquiry will wind-up on 14 August 2020. That could be 
an appropriate time to perhaps consider securing the services of the commissioner in that jurisdiction to come to 
Western Australia, with the experience that he has learnt in New South Wales, and conduct a similar special inquiry. 
I would argue that a more broad-ranging special inquiry into the Western Australian response is required and he 
could make recommendations to make sure that we as a community and a state will be not only better informed 
about, but also better prepared for any similar future event that might occur. 

At this point, I must draw a comparison between the clarity that is provided in the advice from the Australian Health 
Protection Principal Committee, which quite regularly publishes a statement after it meets on a whole range of 
matters. Members who may be interested in this can go to the Department of Health website and the AHPPC page 
and see numerous statements on all sorts of areas, and contrast that with the published advice from the Chief Health 
Officer of Western Australia. I cannot find much beyond the 20 May media statement that was tabled in this house 
following a question asked by Hon Robin Scott. There certainly could be a greater level of transparency to make 
sure that not only we as a house of Parliament, but also the community more broadly understand the underpinnings 
of the decisions that the government is making. I think that would go a long way to building confidence in and 
gaining support for the strategy that the government is embarking upon. I look forward to the information that will 
be provided by the Leader of the House on Tuesday, as she committed to earlier in the debate today. 

The Leader of the Nationals WA, Hon Mia Davies, wrote to the Premier on 28 May 2020 asking him to consider 
a special inquiry in Western Australia, and we received a response from the Premier on 2 June 2020. The Premier has 
certainly left the door open to establishing a special inquiry at an appropriate time. Obviously, it is important not only 
for that to be done sooner rather than later, but also that it have regard for the ongoing response in Western Australia, 
because I think the sooner we can learn from how we have responded and how we may be better prepared or better 
placed next time, the better the position we will be in from a health and economic perspective. I seek leave to table 
those two letters. 

Leave granted. [See paper 3933.] 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [2.23 pm]: I support this motion. It has been very interesting to 
listen to members reflecting on the theme of the motion and on how many threads in our society have been touched 
by this incident, which, of course, is ongoing. 

I want to offer a few observations. In particular, I want to focus on something that should be important to all of us, 
as elected members, and that is the people aspect. I will come to that in just a moment and share a few personal 
observations when I do so. 

Firstly, though, I want to look at the responses of various levels of government to some extraordinary circumstances 
that have developed, were thrust upon us and are with us still. We do not know where this is all going to go. Are 
we going to see a second or other wave? What other ramifications will there be? There will be plenty of commentary 
about all that, but what have we seen so far that we can learn from? I recall there was an expression around back 
in March—it seems an awfully long time ago now—that the intention was to prepare for the worst while hoping 
for the best. I think strenuous efforts were made to prepare for the worst, and I remind members that even though 
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it is not uppermost in the public’s mind right now, back then, we were contemplating literally tens of thousands of 
cases of COVID-19 in Western Australia and, indeed, the prospect of tens of thousands of deaths. The efforts that 
our various institutions and instrumentalities have gone to to prepare for a possible worst-case scenario are quite 
extraordinary, and we are grateful for that. But how soon we forget. Even though we prepared for the worst, so far—
touch wood—we have not had anything like the worst. In fact, all things considered, our hopes for the best have 
probably been realised. That does not mean we should drop our guard, and we still need to be mindful of the potential 
for things to go bad very, very quickly, even though we have worked strenuously to hopefully avoid that. It is 
important for people to continue to observe the fundamental guidelines that have been laid down. I would like to 
go to the footy, I would like to go to different places, and, heck, I would like to give a few people a hug! Members 
may be relieved, even though I love them all dearly, that I will not be giving in to that temptation just yet, but in due 
course, we can all have a good hug, and that will be great. In a moment, though, I am going to reflect on occasions 
when it has been very difficult not to be able to give a hug. Before I do that, I want to look at some more global 
problems that have been highlighted. 

In a very good speech, the previous speaker referred to a lack of PPE being available to medical professionals, at 
least in the short term. Should that have been foreseen? Should it have been planned for? I am sure many minds 
with the capacity to respond to that have been working through that issue, so I do not apportion any sense of blame 
or culpability. That analysis has to be carried out soberly and professionally, and I have no doubt that is being 
done. But it highlighted a number of other questions that arose, and I particularly want to mention the issue of 
disruption to supply chains. In his opening remarks, the Leader of the Opposition reminded us about those silly 
disruptions, with some consumer items running short as a result of some silly and, in some cases, downright 
selfish and stupid behaviour by a number of people, here and in other jurisdictions. Did we not all give a wry smile 
and a quiet cheer when we heard the story about that character in South Australia, I think it was, who had 
commissioned people—I do not know who would take on board such a commission; shame on them—to go around 
and grab up big stocks of toilet paper and hand sanitiser, which he wanted to sell on a platform such as eBay or 
something like that? But then he found, quite rightfully, that he had been blocked, so his business empire was 
nipped in the bud before it could get any further off the ground. The pathetic creature then went back to 
a supermarket, only to be told, “No, we’re not going to buy, at cost price, this $10 000 worth of toilet paper and 
hand sanitiser that you’ve accumulated.” Did we all not give a cheer to the attitude of that supermarket manager 
and not one skerrick of sympathy to that person who tried to profit from the difficulties that the community was 
experiencing at the time, and rightly so? It sort of restores one’s faith in humanity when we hear stories like 
that, but there are some far more serious implications about the disruption to our supply chain. I will remind the 
house only briefly of some of these.  

When international trade, whether by air or sea, is disrupted, it can have a massive impact on a country like ours—
an island country—with our supply chains particularly disrupted. In these globalised times that we sometimes, 
thankfully, and sometimes, regretfully, live in, we do not make the stuff that we used to have to make here in 
Western Australia because we were so isolated. Sometimes it seems that many of our factories are shut and their 
functions are taken over east or overseas. We do not seem to make undies here anymore. We do not make brushes 
here anymore; if we do, I would like to know about it so I could buy them. Biscuits—crikey! Mills and Ware gave 
way to Arnott’s. It is only a matter of time before they shut down the factory in South Fremantle, putting those 
Western Australians out of a job, which is lamentable. But this has meant that we have had to rely on supply chains 
thousands of kilometres long to get our goods. So much of our requirements these days come from overseas 
that we are particularly vulnerable when crises such as the pandemic crisis erupt, as we all know. That is another 
reason why there has to be a long, hard look at the future of supply chains to service Australia. Indeed, what is the 
future for manufacturing, and renewed prospects for manufacturing, particularly of key requirements here in 
Western Australia? I want to focus on one, and that relates to pharmaceuticals. 

I understand that something like 92 per cent of our pharmaceutical requirements are imported from places beyond 
the seas, and with increasing concentration of sources, the opportunities to do that are also shrinking. Someone in 
my family has relied on a daily vitamin supplement, without which they cannot function. It has been that way for 
yonks. It is no drama; they have a daily pill, but without it, they very quickly lose all energy. I am referring here 
to high-dose potassium. There were three suppliers of potassium to the Australian market, all of them overseas. 
Recently, before the pandemic, two of them decided not to supply anymore—they were going to focus on other 
things—leaving one overseas supplier, and guess what? There was insufficient supply until the transition occurred 
to meet the needs of the Australian market, and my relative suffered; they could not get access to potassium tablets 
and were barely able to function. That has since righted itself. What happens, though, when we have another 
disruption of that single supply chain? What happens if that supplier, in parts beyond the seas, goes out of business? 
What is the future for patients who require that one single item in Australia? We could multiply that by all the other 
pharmaceuticals. Successive governments have prided themselves on putting more and more pharmaceuticals on 
the pharmaceutical benefits scheme, which greatly assists many Australians, and that is terrific, but what happens 
if we do not have access to those hundreds and hundreds, possibly thousands, of lines of pharmaceuticals because 
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we do not make them here and we cannot source them from parts beyond the seas? That is just one example of 
what we have to confront in the future as a nation. 

I indicated that I would conclude with some references to the human aspect. As March was dawning on us, it came 
to pass that the family holiday to Bali in the first week in July was starting to look a bit shaky. I do not think it is 
going to be happening and I do not want it to happen, even if it was available. I have probably done my deposit 
there, I should think, because I am distressed to say that the travel agent had to shut its doors temporarily, and 
I extend my thoughts and wishes to the employees of that agency and so many others who are facing difficulty 
with that prospect. I said, “No problem. You want an overseas trip for a bit of R&R; I’ll get us three or four days 
across the seas at Rottnest.” This was organised on a Friday and I was going to finalise the arrangement on 
Monday. On the Sunday, this government announced that Rottnest was shut and off limits. I said, “No worries. 
Let’s go to New Zealand.” Then they shut New Zealand. One window of opportunity remains and that is that 
I have a cruise booked on Princess Cruises for later this year. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Now, I want you all to stop laughing. I want you all to show a bit of empathy here! 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Are you looking for donations? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: I do not know whether donations will be required, but I keep my fingers crossed because 
it is a holiday in Western Australia. It is just going from Fremantle, up the coast and back to Fremantle, in December. 
Maybe we will get to do it. We are allowed to go to Broome these days, so maybe that might eventuate, but I have to 
contemplate all the other people who were affected, as was I, and I am not complaining. I have nothing to complain 
about, because I think the circumstances that have prevailed and the outcomes here in Western Australia have shown 
what a blessed place we inhabit, and we should be thankful for that. But that is not to ignore the real difficulties 
that so many people continue to face in the teeth of this particular crisis. 

I am not going to get to New Zealand perhaps in the time frame that we are talking about. I last went to New Zealand 
in October last year for a couple of reasons—some happy reasons. I got to see some grandchildren and some 
great-grandchildren for the first time. I also went to say goodbye to my brother-in-law, my wife’s eldest brother, 
who was suffering, and had been suffering for a very long time. It was not only the cancer eating through the back 
of his skull, but also the dementia that had gradually taken its toll, and about two years ago, when it got too much 
for his partner, he had to be put into care. Switzer Residential Care in Kaitaia took very good care of him for those 
two years. We visited him there, and we went home with Ima to share an evening with her. We went back the next 
day for another visit before we proceeded to other things. But it is hard, is it not, to say goodbye in those circumstances? 
We had to front up and do that. All sorts of things are left unspoken on such occasions because, indeed, what do 
you say? Perhaps we even took some comfort in the fact that dementia had robbed a particular cognisance, so that 
unspoken “this is goodbye” did not have to be said, but we felt it. Then of course we had the lockdown process. 
This was experienced by many Western Australians. We have read about them. It happened to John and Ima as 
well. They had to restrict visitors. In effect, they were banning visits in the early stages. Eventually, a daily visit 
was allowed by only one person under very strict circumstances for a brief period. Who gets to go? Will it be his 
partner, his daughter or his sons? They are difficult, heartbreaking decisions to make. Ultimately, Ima was not there 
when he passed away on 27 May. She was not there to hold his hand. We know that the same experience befell 
some people here in Perth. That is the human element that we want to minimise. We are all people, we are all human 
beings, and we all feel for people in that situation, just as I am sure members now feel for the situation that Ima 
found herself in recently. 

With all that in mind, I join with the mover of this motion, and, indeed, I am sure, members from all sides of the 
house, in saying, “Well done to those who have done so much to make life better in these tough times, to the employers 
who have worked hard to keep their employees earning an income when all was failing around them, and to the 
health workers who have done so much to provide the care that people need, sometimes in great fear for themselves 
and their families whom they have to go home to.” I compliment every single one of those Western Australians 
who said, “Oh, well, these are interesting times; we’ve got to soldier on.” By and large, that is what our community 
has done. 

I will not spend any time talking about those who have tried to take advantage of the situation. I certainly do not 
have any time for those who want to use these times as an excuse to descend into anarchy. I want to compliment 
Western Australians for their humanity and wish everyone well, including the mover of this motion, for 
a brighter future. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [2.42 pm] — in reply: I would like 
to thank all members for their contributions. I will refer to the contribution from the Leader of the House in 
a moment. First, I acknowledge Hon Dr Steve Thomas for his extraordinary economic intellect and his capacity to 
express the vulnerabilities that we faced from an economic perspective prior to and during the COVID-19 pandemic 
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and the implications for the outcome. his comments were very enlightening. I thank Hon Martin Aldridge for his 
contribution. He raised a valid point about the transparency issue yet again. It is a shame that in some instances 
information has not been forthcoming to the Parliament, and what has been provided was not as comprehensive as 
expected. I keep on saying that knowledge is power. The government will provide great comfort and clarity to the 
community if it provides that information. It is a shame that that information has not been forthcoming. 

Hon Simon O’Brien gave some extremely heartfelt personal anecdotes about the situation and the impact it has 
had on him and also the community. That human element needs to be remembered. Having lost someone very close 
to me recently, I can assure the honourable member that I know how difficult it is—it must be difficult for many 
people—to say goodbye to such a wonderful person who did not get the opportunity to make a dignified exit. It is 
such a shame. So many people have fallen into that category. That is that human element. 

I wish to make a few comments about the contribution made by the Leader of the House. I sincerely thank her and 
the government for agreeing to table information relating to COVID. It is important. It was not a political stunt; it 
was a genuine desire by the opposition, on behalf of the Parliament as a whole, to try to ascertain exactly why 
decisions were made. She mentioned that public health advice is fluid and it changes monthly. The point I raised is 
that the public health advice at the national and state level, particularly on borders, seemed to contradict each other. 
That is why I am seeking that advice. Why are we getting advice about borders at the national level that completely 
contradicts the advice given at the state level? That is all I am asking for. It will be very interesting to see what 
advice we get on the borders in particular. That will be fascinating. I thank the government for agreeing to table 
the information next Tuesday. 

The Leader of the House also talked about the economic impact if there is another outbreak. We totally concur. That 
is why we need transparency and why we need to have that information—so the community can have confidence 
that decisions are made for the right reasons, not for political reasons. With regard to the demonstrations—I am 
sorry that it might be a sensitive issue—people are asking why we are allowed to have demonstrations with tens 
of thousands of people marching on the streets and we cannot conduct a funeral or a wedding or an Anzac Day 
ceremony. Why do we have this contradiction with the demonstrations? That is what I am asking. We have all 
been very good little boys and girls. We have done so well in the Western Australian community over the past 
two months to get to this point. Yes, we have been led well, but it would never have occurred if the Western Australian 
community had not been good, for want of a better term. On the east coast, what will happen if there is an outbreak 
of COVID in two weeks after tens of thousands demonstrated last Saturday? 

Hon Simon O’Brien: It means we’ll have to be in lockdown for a hell of a lot longer. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Exactly; we will be in lockdown again. We are still in a type of lockdown now, although 
the restrictions have been lifted to a large degree. What will happen if there is an outbreak in two weeks as a direct 
result of someone at the demonstration having COVID? Do we say, “Oops; sorry, guys, we’re back into lockdown”? 
All the hotels and restaurants will close. What happens then? For the Premier to come out and virtually say, “It is 
what it is”—he has changed a little bit over the last 24 hours—is a little too cute for words. I really think we have 
to have a standard that is uniform and consistent across all levels of the community, and not just for some. We 
need these restrictions for all members of the community. 

Having said that, I would like to thank honourable members for their contributions. This has been a very positive 
debate with a positive outcome. 

Question put and passed.  
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