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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [2.45 pm]: I rise to make a short contribution to 
this amendment. Yesterday, I listened with interest to the Minister for Small Business when we covered this topic 
and to the Minister for Local Government, who made a contribution on a related debate. There seemed to be a lot 
of focus on the government side around the capacity of the government to support a compensation package for 
small business in this state, so I thought it would be interesting to reflect on the confidence the government has in 
the capacity to pay. 
We have seen the Minister for Transport oversee the largest blowout in a capital project in this state’s history, with 
the Metronet project. In the last four years, the government has blithely put another $5 billion into the Metronet 
project to take the budget from just short of $2 billion to over $7 billion, so, clearly, it has billions of dollars to 
spend on that particular project. Furthermore, we have seen today the Minister for Planning again introduce the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill to excise the road reserve for Roe 8 and 9, with, apparently, the 
view to protect 0.19 hectares of the Beeliar wetlands and decimate 60 to 120 hectares of seagrass in Cockburn Sound. 
We have another $5 billion commitment from this government for a project to replace a port that is only at one-third 
capacity. That is another $5 billion spent there, I guess on a slightly smaller scale, but it is noteworthy for members 
in this house. It is encouraging to see so many new members, although it is disappointing they are not in this 
bloc here. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: We are looking for volunteers, member—reasonable people! 
It may surprise new members in this place that their Labor government, in its last budget, contributed $65 million 
to moving a substation and also remediation on the East Perth power station site—a site that was given to the 
two richest people in Western Australia for one dollar! That was $65 million, minister. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: I know exactly how much it was. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I will explain it to the minister after this debate if he likes. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I have spoken about this before. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, yes! 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Mines and Petroleum, I would like you to not interject any further. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Madam Speaker, for your support in this. 
Clearly, this government has money. 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The taxpayers do not, because the Minister for Water has been the expert at ripping money out 
of households in Western Australia!  
No minister has done more in taking money out of the pockets of the households of Western Australia than the 
Minister for Water—$400 a household. 
Mr D.J. Kelly: Fifty families a week had their water cut off because of your policy. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: It is $400 a household. I hope the minister is proud. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Leader of the Liberal Party, I will give you this advice; that is, if you are going to direct 
provocative comments at ministers, you should expect a response. If you do not want a response from ministers, 
you should perhaps not direct provocative things directly at them. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you for your advice, Madam Speaker, but can I say that I am happy for the Minister for 
Water to expose how little he cares about the damage he has caused households in Western Australia with his 
$400 bill. Can I move on? 
Mr D.J. Kelly: You were cutting the water off for 50 families a week when you were in government and you did 
nothing about it. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: As I say, the minister does not care. 

Point of Order 
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Mr M.J. FOLKARD: Under “Rules for questions”, standing order 77(1)(b) refers to being argumentative. The 
member is attacking the minister. You warned him and he continued with his attack. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Burns Beach, I understand your point but I do not accept it as a point of order. I merely 
warned the Leader of the Liberal Party that if he continued in this robust manner, he could expect interjections and 
he could not necessarily expect my protection. At this moment in time, he is getting no protection. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Madam Speaker; it is enjoyable to see you as Speaker. 
If we can move on. We know that this government has more than $4 billion in its coffers above the budget forecast and 
it is growing every day. Again, for the information of new members in this place, every dollar that the iron ore price is 
above budget forecast is worth around $80 million additional money on an annualised basis in the government’s budget. 
Every cent reduction in the exchange rate is worth about the same, just as a mathematical quirk. Given the price of 
iron ore is over $200 a tonne at the moment, substantial funds are coming into the budget, Minister for Energy. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Substantial funds are coming into this government’s coffers. The Minister for Finance should 
be very happy that I was his inaugural questioner—I gave him something to do. 
If we can move on. There are substantial funds in the government’s coffers to allow it to offer this support. There 
is an important point in the need for offering this support. Normally when we have crises and the government 
needs to consider some sort of compensation for them, they are acute events; that is, when we have a storm, a flood 
or a fire, immediate action needs to be taken and compensation needs to be given. This COVID event is not an acute 
event, although obviously there can be acute moments within the crisis; it is chronic and ongoing. This has been 
ongoing now for 14 months, and there is a very high probability that it will go on for at least another two years. 
The Premier has made it clear that the public health advice is that we are likely to experience shutdowns. In fact, 
the appropriate way to mitigate the possible spread of the COVID virus in the community is to have short, sharp 
lockdowns. As we on this side have said for some time, we are very happy to support the government when it takes 
action based on competent medical advice. 
The minister was correct when he said that this does not affect all businesses. He was also correct when he said 
that some businesses impacted by shutdowns have benefited overall from increased patronage due to tourists staying 
home and going out. Although there might be a short-term impact, over the year there might be a larger impact. 
That is a fair observation by the minister. However, many businesses are suffering chronically from these shutdowns. 
That includes event businesses. The problem with event cancellations is that 80 or 90 per cent of the money is 
spent to hire sound systems, venues and the like before the event. When there is a shutdown, they lose all that money 
and do not get it back. Event organisers are not large companies; they are typically smaller businesses that may 
comprise a few partners or a couple who own the business. For many of them, certain events may be their major 
fundraiser for the year. The last two Sculpture by the Sea events, fortunately, managed to escape the worst impact 
of COVID. The Sculpture by the Sea organisation runs two events, one in Sydney and one in Western Australia. 
If it loses those events, it loses its entire income for the year. Event organisers have paid a particularly high price. 
Hire venues for weddings and the like also have paid an enormous price. I was talking to the manager of 
Fraser’s Restaurant and he explained to me the magnitude of the impact of the last shutdown on his business. It is not 
about just the business they lose. A lot of weddings and the like are held on weekends at those venues, when most people 
can attend. These places lose all that business. Shutdowns make people nervous about organising events in the future, 
particularly at large venues. These venues have seen a halo effect: not only is there an immediate effect on them from 
a shutdown, but also cancellations follow because people become nervous about whether an event can go ahead, 
particularly weddings, obviously, which these days people seem to take a year or more to organise. Places see hesitancy 
on the part of people who want to organise those events. Small restaurants and small cafes typically make most of their 
money on the weekend. They need to do food preparation beforehand, so they hire extra staff to do the food preparation 
for the weekend. They therefore lose not only the food but also the money they spent hiring that additional labour. 
Another area of business that is probably the most affected is gymnasiums and, as I mentioned before, spin-cycle 
classes, yoga classes, exercise classes and the like. They have paid a particularly heavy price. If we look at the impact 
of shutdowns, members may note that typically those venues are the last to open and come back to normal operation. 
It means that they will have experienced a longer shutdown than almost any business from the shutdowns we have 
had. In the case of a local yoga business that has been set up by a lady and was starting to build customer numbers, 
it was explained to me that customers walk away if they are not confident that they will always be able to utilise 
their membership or they do not go for a period. Those businesses pay a particularly big price. 
The state economy overall is doing well. Unemployment in the state is low, which indicates that business, overall, 
is okay. We need to recognise that small businesses are the big employer in this state. We talk about keeping 
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mining and other businesses going, but small business employs around 40 per cent of people in the state. It is 
a huge employer—the largest employer in our state. Particular small businesses have paid a very high price for this 
shutdown. As I said, we on this side accept that the government is prudently trying to manage the crisis and is taking 
medical advice to do that. However, the people who are paying the greatest price are the small businesses that 
I mentioned, and others like them. We on this side think it is fair that the government should have a compensation 
package for them. As I have mentioned a few times, these businesses are typically not some big organisation or some 
globally networked corporation. They typically comprise two people, who have put everything on the line. They 
do not have big margins or big savings; invariably, they are just a sniff ahead of the bank in terms of repaying 
debt, paying their bills and so on. These businesses are really suffering. For some of them shutdowns can be quite 
catastrophic and, in fact, send them to the wall. The opposition appreciates that it may not be trivial, but we think 
it would be fair for the government to offer compensation to these businesses. I heard the minister say that it was 
all variable and that it is so subtle that the government cannot really put in a formula. We understand that in any 
system there has to be some latitude for discretion, but we can codify the types of shutdown we have. That is 
something that needs to evolve into something like type 1, type 2 and type 3 shutdowns. We know there will always 
be nuances involved, but on that basis we also think it would be fair for the Minister for Small Business to look at 
some formalisation of the types of compensation that can be applied to those businesses. 
There has been some compensation applied to date, but the significant compensation—at one stage there was a $14 500 
payment—went to only about 4 000 businesses. I think there is something in the order of 200 000 small businesses in 
this state, so most small businesses have not benefited from any significant recompense from the government. There 
was a bit for power and so on, but that does not go close to matching the sorts of losses these businesses have sustained. 
As I said yesterday, I heard the minister’s argument and discussion. We have a state government that has adequate 
resources. We do not want the government to be profligate with taxpayers’ money and we do not want it to waste 
money on businesses that have not suffered, but we do want it to look at targeted, appropriate compensation for 
those businesses that have been affected by the COVID-19 shutdown so that they do not have to pay the price and 
write the cheques that underwrite the management of COVID-19 in this state. 
MR R.R. WHITBY (Baldivis — Minister for Emergency Services) [3.01 pm]: I want to thank members 
opposite. I am going to oppose this amendment, but I will make the comment that I appreciate the more conciliatory 
tone of the member for Cottesloe, which stood in stark contrast to some of the earlier commentary from other members 
opposite. It is very disappointing that we have an opposition in this place that is always talking down the state and 
undermining business confidence. 
The other point I make is that some of the comments made by members opposite simply were not true. Comments 
were made several times that the government had done nothing to support business. I could give members opposite 
a list of initiatives. I will not be able to mention them all because I do not have them here in front of me and my 
mind is not big enough to contain all that detail, but I could go through a substantial list for them. The member for 
Vasse came in here and directly quoted someone who had claimed that there had been no financial assistance to 
any businesses as a result of COVID-19. She knows that that is not true. Why would she come in here and deliberately 
mislead the house without clarifying that comment or putting it into context? She said — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, you are going to have to withdraw that because you cannot actually say that 
someone has deliberately misled the chamber. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: Okay; I will change my phrasing and withdraw that, Deputy Speaker. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: It was clear to everyone that the member — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I understand that if someone is to withdraw a remark, it is an unqualified act. It appears that the 
minister is trying to qualify his remarks. He is not actually removing the sentiment of what he said. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order, but the minister should withdraw and carry on with what 
he was saying. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: Thank you, Deputy Speaker. We heard the comment made. What I am saying is: I believe 
the evidence is overwhelming that that comment was simply not accurate and the member should have known. 
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I will continue and go through some of the small forms of assistance that have been made available to thousands 
of small businesses for well over a year. I remind members that we are dealing with a global pandemic the like of 
which has never been seen by this living generation. It has had a massive impact on all facets of our community and 
business lives. We in Western Australia are renowned throughout the world for the way in which we have managed 
it and for the fact that our economy has been the strongest in dealing with COVID-19 of perhaps anywhere in the 
world. The Premier mentioned the surveys of states and provinces around the globe; I think we have come up trumps, 
and slightly behind us is a province or state of Germany that perhaps did almost as well, but not quite. The record 
shows that it is amazing how this government has worked hard and responded to COVID-19 to keep business 
doors open so that we can continue our financial vibrancy. 
There is absolutely no doubt that businesses suffer when there are COVID-19 lockdowns, limitations and directions. 
Those all impact on businesses. I have admitted that, and the government is constantly dealing with it. But let us 
go through some of the ways in which the government has assisted businesses in this state. It is not true that there 
has been no support for business. That statement was made a number of times today, and it is simply not true. 
There has been payroll tax relief. The payroll tax threshold has been increased to benefit about 12 000 small businesses; 
some businesses were relieved of payroll tax completely. There were grants of $17 500 for slightly larger businesses that 
were still paying payroll tax but were relieved by that amount—businesses in the category of having a payroll of between 
$1 million and $4 million. It is estimated that in Western Australia today, a business can employ more than 10 staff 
and not pay payroll tax, such have been the changes to payroll tax for businesses in Western Australia. There have been 
licence fee reductions, commercial tenancy relief and electricity credits of $500. The electricity credits went virtually 
straightaway, member for Cottesloe; they went immediately to the credit of business accounts. In that instance there 
is an issue if a business is located in a large shopping centre where there is an embedded electricity account. It is very 
difficult and not automatic to work out where that credit will go. We do not want it to end up in the hands of a large 
shopping centre landlord; we want it to go to the businesses, so of course there will be some difficulties and delays 
there. But the vast majority of small businesses have that money as a credit into their business electricity accounts. 
There was $2 000 for the recent Anzac weekend lockdown. With regard to cyclone Seroja, I know it is a different 
issue, but businesses are dealing with huge setbacks up there and there have been $4 000 payments provided 
for that. We are also working with the federal government to unlock category C assistance, and that will directly 
benefit primary producers and businesses in that region. There will be a total of more than $1.2 billion in support of 
Western Australian businesses that are dealing with COVID-19. In addition, $5.5 billion in infrastructure programs 
will have a huge impact on Western Australian businesses and employment. 
Mr V.A. Catania: It’s coming from the federal government! 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: That is the $5.5 billion infrastructure program that was announced in the state government’s 
budget last year. 
Mr V.A. Catania: What was that? Sorry, minister; can you outline where that support came from? 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: I will continue. There is a $5.5 billion infrastructure program. If the member likes, I can come 
in here tomorrow with a long list of initiatives and projects that also benefit business. As the member knows, the 
very best thing we can do as a government is to keep the doors of business open. That is what business wants. It 
wants to operate and to employ people. We know that it is not just one story across Western Australia; it is different 
stories. We know there are businesses that have taken initiatives, changed and been able to adapt, and are actually 
doing better business now than they did pre-COVID-19. They have actually employed more people. We heard none 
of that from members opposite, at least not until the member for Cottesloe stood up, so let us be honest in the way 
we describe this issue.  
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for North West Central! 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: There have been huge benefits to businesses right across Western Australia from local tourism. 
There have been huge benefits to businesses across Western Australia through the renovation of cafes and restaurants. 
Mr V.A. Catania: The minister is already in an ivory tower! 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: I know, member, that there are often negative impacts from COVID-19. We see it all the time, 
we deal with it all the time, and we direct assistance all the time. To say there is nothing but a bleak godforsaken 
landscape, which is all the member said when he got on his feet, is not correct and not part of the true context of the 
situation. Members of the opposition want a black and white world. They want a one-size-fits-all solution to every 
challenge. It is not possible, members. In the same way, members of the opposition want a silver-bullet quarantine 
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facility. They have mentioned the proposal to build one in Mandurah. That has come unsolicited to the government. 
I do not think the government knew anything about that proposal. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: The issue there, as we know, and as I said yesterday, is that we have a quarantine solution at 
the moment that is working incredibly well. We have had a handful of transmission cases. Today, we know that more 
than 45 000 people have gone through the system. More than 45 000 people have come from overseas and been 
quarantined in Western Australian hotels, and we can count on one hand the issues we have had. I think we should 
applaud that system. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Hear, hear! Well said. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: We should all applaud that system. 
Ms M.J. Davies: Good job. Tell your Premier that Mark is the best! You wouldn’t need new facilities, then, if we 
don’t need them. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: We do not need new facilities, because I have no way of guaranteeing, and nor does the 
Leader of the Opposition, that spending $200 million of taxpayers’ money on a purpose-built facility will give us 
a result that is any different from the one we have now. We know it is world-class. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! Opposition party, enough! The minister is on his feet. Carry on, minister. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I think it is very clear that this government has responded, 
and continues to respond, to the needs of businesses, and particularly small businesses, across Western Australia. 
COVID-19 is a difficult issue to deal with. No jurisdiction in the world knows all the answers. I think we stand 
out as a world leader in the way we have led the fight against COVID-19. In terms of supporting small business, we 
have underwritten millions and millions of dollars in support, in the ways I have just described. But the very best 
thing we can do — 
Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 
Mr R.R. WHITBY: The very best thing we can do, member, is to keep the doors open. We do that again and again. 
I know, from speaking to small businesses in my electorate and elsewhere in the state, that we are praised for that. 
People in small businesses are savvy people. They understand the risk and the threat, and they know that the 
short-term inconvenience of having a lockdown for three days, in the last case, will have a huge benefit to them 
long term. We have seen again and again that businesses like breweries in the south west and elsewhere do suffer 
short-term inconvenience and cost but are able to open their doors for much longer than they would be able if they 
were in other parts of Australia or the world and are doing very well as a result. Thank you. 
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.13 pm]: I just want to make a couple of 
comments. The minister has made some assertions that I want to play out a little bit. First of all, this group of 
individuals here are not talking down the state. To borrow a line from the Premier from the last Parliament, the 
minister’s comments are a bit tired. I expected more from someone who was a professional media operator in his 
past life and that he would have picked up his own line and used that. We are certainly not here to talk down the state. 
We put forward a very good amendment yesterday, I believe—a reasoned amendment—calling for compensation 
for businesses when there was a lockdown. The government indicated that it had some understanding of the merits 
of what we were talking about, although according to the government it was a flawed concept. We are seeking to 
improve the situation for people in Western Australia. We are not seeking to talk down the state at all. 
This amendment that has been put forward is simply a recognition, if you like, that the lockdowns and the 
management of the quarantine system have had a traumatic impact on small businesses and events that are hosted 
across the state of Western Australia. That is a fact. It cannot really be denied. When there is a snap lockdown, it 
does have an effect on business. What we are talking about here are two aspects. First of all, we have had some 
indication of potential avenues for compensation. The minister has rejected any assertion that there is inadequate 
compensation, but I know from businesses on the ground that there is still a need for further measures. There is also 
still a need to look very hard at the situation for events, because the lockdowns are really changing the face of the 
entertainment industry and also just life in Western Australia generally. For instance, community groups cannot 
plan shows properly because there is not sufficient support when an event might be cancelled. 
We are not here to talk down the state. We are not here to criticise the government unnecessarily, although there 
are aspects that could be improved. What we are trying to do is to put forward the case for some improvements 
and some targeted measures that would lead to a better outcome for the state, for businesses, and for the communities 
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that business operate in. As regional members, the Nationals know that business is fundamental to the health of 
our small communities. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, keep it down, please. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I took a bit of umbrage at comments the Minister for Small Business made about the member for 
Vasse. He did withdraw his inappropriate assertion that the member had been misleading. The member for Vasse 
is entitled to make comments that she feels are appropriate. Had the minister had some sort of problem with that, 
he could have stood up on a point of order and made some comment at that point, instead of waiting for his own 
reply to have a go at the member for Vasse. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I will say something about the member for Vasse. She asked a question of the Minister for 
Health in this house last Wednesday. The health minister gave a completely erroneous answer. This was on the 
Quarantine Advisory Panel. The health minister gave a completely erroneous answer to the question. He said that he 
had been consulting the Quarantine Advisory Panel. That does not yet exist. That was very misleading. We have not 
had an apology for that. No-one has come out and said, “Sorry; that was wrong information.” 
Later on that same day, a question was asked of the Premier, and the Premier replied that the panel had been formed 
and that Professor Weeramanthri was the chair. The next day, the Premier had to backtrack on that and admitted 
that the Quarantine Advisory Panel had not yet been formed. Today, further information was sought about the 
terms of reference and what that group will be doing, but nothing was forthcoming. We have gone from a situation 
in which, last Wednesday, the Quarantine Advisory Panel was informing the health minister and the government 
on the best methods to handle quarantine in this state, then we found that it does not even exist, and then we were 
told, “Yes, it’s going to be formed, but actually we haven’t written the terms of reference for it yet.” We are going 
to be waiting for quite some time before the Quarantine Advisory Panel will actually be doing anything for this 
state. I think that a fundamentally flawed piece of information was given to this house. That lies at the heart of this 
amendment, which is about the failed hotel quarantine system. 
Some members have put forward different views about what could happen—it could be a camp or a different type 
of quarantine environment. What we really need is a qualified group, such as this Quarantine Advisory Panel. Had 
it been formed when the government undertook to form it, and had it then had a qualified group of individuals looking 
intelligently at the hotel quarantine system and coming forward with recommendations that the government could 
follow, we might be able to move forward. It may well be that another facility is needed, but we need a process to 
ascertain the best way to do quarantine. Nothing has been done to the hotel quarantine system since it started, except 
for tinkering around the edges and trying to make sure that the things that have been put in place in other states, such 
as vaccinations for hotel quarantine staff, appropriate ventilation and not allowing Uber drivers to work as security 
guards in quarantine hotels, have been put in place here. Those fundamental things happened in other states but this 
government failed to learn from their experience and, as a result, small business has been unjustifiably penalised. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for North West Central, I call you for the first time. Member for Armadale, I call 
you for the first time. This is not a place in which to shout at each other. Carry on, Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: The government needs to be held to account for its failure to introduce a quarantine advisory 
panel, a group that is dedicated to coming up with a decent process so that we can properly analyse the quarantine 
situation. Perhaps we can have a public discussion. What would be wrong with talking to people in the community 
about what they think? Perhaps we can have a discussion around what impact being locked in a hotel room has on 
people’s mental health, which is an issue I raised when the system was first introduced. There are a lot of issues 
with the hotel quarantine system. I am not saying that it is wrong, but we need a process to properly examine the way 
forward and the Quarantine Advisory Panel, for which no terms of reference have been set, might be the vehicle 
to do that. It is a pity that the panel was not doing its work a month or two ago because we might have been getting 
somewhere; we might have been having some intelligent discussion. 
The amendment is not an attack and it is not meant to talk down the state. It simply points out that when the system 
fails, it has an effect on innocent small businesses and communities across the state. We are seeking a better process 
in the future so that these types of events do not happen as regularly as they have. 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington — Minister for Mines and Petroleum) [3.21 pm]: The government was 
of the understanding that after the Minister for Small Business made his contribution, that would be the point at which 
the debate would end, but, apparently, members of the Nationals WA thought they needed to have the last word. 
They cannot help themselves; they want to have the last word. It is amazing that they come in here talking about 
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failed COVID management in Western Australia. Let me tell the member for Moore something: 38 881 is the number 
of votes that the Labor Party got in the Agricultural Region in the Legislative Council vote. Do members know 
how many votes the National Party got? It got 22 495 votes. 

Point of Order 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I cannot see how what the member for Cannington is talking about has anything to do with 
the amendment. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member for North West Central. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, thank you. The minister has only just started to put his argument, 
so we will give him a bit of time to make sure that he sticks to debating the amendment. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We are debating this ridiculous amendment moved by the opposition, which states — 

but regret to inform His Excellency that the McGowan government’s COVID-19 management including 
snap lockdowns as a result of its failed hotel quarantine system is having a dramatic impact on small 
businesses and events across Western Australia, creating uncertainty for the sector 

The opposition is saying that the McGowan government’s management of COVID-19 has been a failure. We know 
who has been a failure; it has been National Party members in trying to get the support of their core constituency. 
Think about this: even if we add the Liberal Party’s 10 481 votes, the National Party did not get 85 per cent of the 
vote of people in the Agricultural Region. The National Party is a national embarrassment. Compared with the 
four per cent of Western Australians who voted for the National Party, seven per cent voted for the Greens. They 
are a rounding error of the people’s views of this state. 

Point of Order 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Mr Deputy Speaker, you said he would have some time to develop his argument; I think he has 
had a bit of time. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member. There is no point of order, but, yes, the minister will keep his 
remarks very close to the amendment to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The point that I am making is that when we review the views of the community on whether 
the Labor government and this Premier have been successful in managing COVID, we should talk to the community 
instead of the National Party. We should talk to the constituents in all the electorates that endorsed the Premier. 
Let us not kid ourselves; the number one reason people voted Labor at the election was because they wanted to 
show their support for Mark McGowan, Premier of Western Australia, and his handling of COVID-19. The lazy 
opposition spent four years doing no work, presenting no plans and providing no alternatives. 
Speaking about small businesses, Mr Deputy Speaker, do you remember the Liberal Party lie at the time of the 
election? It said it would provide $10 000 for every small business. Where was that in its costings? Remember the 
three stooges and the stooge there saying, “That’s what we want the government to do.” It was not what the Liberals 
wanted to do; it was what they wanted the government to do. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Liberal Party and the National Party were hypocrites then and I bet anything that the 
community continues to consider them to be hypocrites now. I am happy for people to judge the performance of this 
government. What is it? Forty-five thousand people have been in hotel quarantine but there have been only five errors. 
Do members know what the failure rate is? The Prime Minister said that it has 99.9 per cent success, but that might 
be around the country because here we have had 0.01 per cent failure. We cannot eliminate every risk in managing 
COVID. I am proud to stand beside the Premier because I know that he is doing everything possible to manage the 
risk. That does not mean that there is no risk; it means that he is managing it in a responsible and effective way. 
Guess what? Even the people in the wheatbelt agree with me because they voted Labor more than they voted for any 
other party in this chamber. In the seats that make up the wheatbelt and make up the Agricultural Region, a majority—
the largest number of people—supported the Labor Party. That is what happened. Do not rewrite the story of the 
election. The opposition has failed. It is not our quarantine system that is failing; it is the opposition. 

Division 
Amendment put and a division taken, the Deputy Speaker casting his vote with the noes, with the following result — 
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Ayes (6) 

Mr V.A. Catania Dr D.J. Honey Ms L. Mettam  
Ms M.J. Davies Mr R.S. Love Mr P.J. Rundle (Teller)  

 

Noes (45) 

Mr S.N. Aubrey Ms J.L. Hanns Mr K.J.J. Michel Ms J.J. Shaw 
Mr G. Baker Mr T.J. Healy Mr S.A. Millman Mrs J.M.C. Stojkovski 
Ms H.M. Beazley Mr M. Hughes Mr Y. Mubarakai Dr K. Stratton 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Ms L.A. Munday Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr J.N. Carey Mr H.T. Jones Mrs L.M. O’Malley Mr D.A. Templeman 
Ms C.M. Collins Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr R.H. Cook Ms E.J Kelsbie Mr S.J. Price Ms C.M. Tonkin 
Ms L. Dalton Ms A.E. Kent Mr D.T. Punch Mr R.R. Whitby 
Ms D.G. D’Anna Dr J. Krishnan Mr J.R. Quigley Ms E.L. Hamilton (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Folkard Mr M. McGowan Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms K.E. Giddens Ms S.F. McGurk Ms A. Sanderson  
Ms M.J. Hammat Mr D.R. Michael Mr D.A.E. Scaife  

Amendment thus negatived. 
Motion Resumed 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman (Leader of the House). 
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